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MiMUTSS.]    Took  the  Oa/A«.— Several  Lords. 

PuBUC  Bills.— R<por<«tf. — Imprisonment  for  Debt  (Ire- 
land). 
30  Commons  Indosure. 

PBTrnoiTB  Prbsintsd.  From  several  Parishes  in  and 
about  London,  in  favour  of  the  Public  Health  Bill— 
From  Limdurase,  for  the  Better  Observance  of  the  Sab> 
bath.^From  Northallerton,  against  the  Sale  of  Intox- 
icating Liquon  on  the  Sabbath. — From  Members  of 
several  Odd  Fellows  Lodges,  fDr  the  Extension  of  the 
Provisions  of  the  Benefit  Societies  Act  to  that  Order.— 
From  Norfolk,  for  the  Adoption  of  Measures  for  the 
Reformation  of  Juvenile  OflRmders. — From  Shipowners, 
and  Others,  of  Wokington,  against  any  Alteration  of  the 
Navigation  Laws. — From  Guardians  of  the  Basford 
Union,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Law  of  Settlement,  and  for 
the  Establishment  of  a  National  Rate  and  National 
Settlement — From  Protestant  InhaUtants  of  Ennisklllen, 
against  the  Present  System  of  National  Education  in 
Irebnd,  and  for  the  more  EflBcient  Support  of  the 
Schools  under  the  Superintendence  of  the  Clergy  (tf  the 
Church.  — From  Merchants  of  Dublin,  for  the  Postpone- 
ment of  the  Imprisonment  for  Debt  (Ireland)  Bill  for 
another  year. — From  Guardians  of  the  Basford  Union, 
against  the  Present  System  of  the  Game  Laws. — From 
Kilmomivaig,  and  other  Places  In  Scotland,  against  the 
Registering  Births,  ftc.  (Scotland),  and  the  Marriage 
(Scotland)  BilL 

ROYAL  marines— GOOD-CONDUCT 
WARRANTS. 

THE  Duke  of  RICHMOND  wished  to 
ask  his  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
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Admiralty  whether  he  proposed  to  give 
good-conduct  warrants  to  the  Royal  Ma- 
rines as  well  as  to  the  Navy?  He  believed 
that  the  system  of  giving  good-service  war- 
rants in  the  Army  had  been  already  found 
to  be  attended  with  very  beneficial  effects. 
The  Earl  of  AUCKLAND  said,  he 
agreed  with  his  noble  Friend  that  th« 
practice  of  granting  good-service  warrants 
in  the  Army  had  been  attended  with  con- 
siderable advantage.  He  proposed  to  ex- 
tend the  practice  to  the  Marines  as  well  as 
to  the  Navy. 

STANDING  ORDERS. 

Lord  REDE SD ALE  moved  the  follow- 
ing Resolutions  in  order  to  their  being 
made  Standing  Orders,  and  added  to  the 
Standing  Order  No.  23  :— 

**  The  name  of  the  Lord  who  moves  the  Second 
Reading  of  any  Puhlic  Bill  shall  be  entered  in  the 
Journals  of  the  House. 

<'  The  name  of  the  Lord  presenting  a  Public  Bill 
to  the  House,  and  of  any  Lord  who  shall  give 
notice  to  the  Clerk  Assistant  that  he  intends  to 
move  the  Second  Reading  of  any  Public  Bill 
brought  up  from  the  House  of  Commons,  shall  be 
endorsed  on  the  print  of  such  Bill ;  and  no  print 
shall  be  delivered  to  the  Lords  without  such  en- 
dorsement ;  and  the  name  of  the  Lord  thus  taking 
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charge  of  any  Public  Bill  shall  be  printed  in  the 
Minutes  of  Proceedings  of  the  House  in  connexion 
with  the  same." 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  it  ap- 
peared to  him,  that  some  delay  and  incon- 
venience might  be  created  if  Bills  coming 
down  from  the  Commons  could  not  be  im- 
mediately proceeded  with  by  their  Lord- 


Lord  CAMPBELL  said,  he  approved 
of  the  principle  of  the  resolution  proposed 
by  the  noble  Lord  opposite.  He  would 
•uggest  that  the  rule  brought  forward  by 
the  noble  Lord  should  be  extended  to 
Divorce  Bills.  It  had  hitherto  been  fre- 
quently impossible  to  ascertain  who  was 
the  Peer  who  had  charge  of  a  Divorce 
Bill,  and  much  inconvenience  was  thereby 
produced. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  he  could  see 
no  ditference  between  a  Divorce  Bill  and 
any  other  Bill. 

Earl  GREY  said,  the  practice  in  the 
House  of  Commons  was,  when  a  Bill  came 
up  from  that  House  to  endorse  it  **  From 
the  Lords,"  without  specifying  the  name 
of  any  particular  Peer;  and  a  similar  course 
prevailed  in  the  House  of  Lords,  to  change 
which  he  thought  would  be  inconvenient. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  suggested  that  it 
would  be  sufficient  to  have  the  name  of  the 
Peer  moving  the  second  reading  of  a  Bill 
entered  on  the  Minutes. 

Resolution  agreed  to  as  follows  : — 

"  The  Name  of  the  Lord  presenting  a  Public 
Bill  to  the  House,  and  of  the  Lord  who  shall  give 
Notice  to  the  Clerk  Assistant  that  he  intends  to 
move  the  Second  Reading  of  any  Public  Bill 
brought  up  from  the  House  of  Commons,  shall  be 
printed  in  the  Minutes  of  Proceedings  of  the 
House,  in  connexion  with  the  same: 

**  The  said  Resolutions  to  be  made  Standing 
Orders  ;  and  to  be  added  to  the  Standing  Order 
No.  28." 

Lord  REDE SD ALE  then,  pursuant  to 
notice,  moved  the  following  verbal  altera- 
tions and  amendments  in  the  Standing 
Orders,  namely: — 

«*  In  Standing  Order  No.  8,  insert  the  Words — 

*  the  House  shall  proceed  to  nominate  the 
Chairman  of  Committees,   and'  after  the  Word 

*  then*  and  before  the  Words  '  the  Committee  for 
Privileges,'  and  to  insert  the  Words  *  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  nominated  after  the  Word 

*  reported.*  ** 

"In  Standing  Order  No.  26,  to  insert  the 
Words  *  for  the  First  Time '  aft^r  the  Word  *<5om- 
nitted,*** 

"To  add  to  the  Standing  Order  No.  81— 
"•  That  the  Lord  nominated  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees at  the  commencement  of  every  Session  do 
tKke  the  Chair  in  all  Committees  of  the  House, 


and  in  all  Committees  of  the  Whole  House,  and 
in  all  Committees  upon  Private  Bills,  unless 
where  it  shall  have  been  otherwise  directed  by 
this  House :' 

'  That  when  the  House  is  in  a  Committe  of  the 
Whole  House,  if  the  Chairman  of  Committees,  or 
any  Lord  appointed  by  the  House  in  his  Place, 
shall  be  absent  (unless  by  Leave  of  the  Commit- 
tee), the  House  be  resumed,'  ** 

"In  Standing  Order  No.  155,  to  insert  the 
Words  *  for  the  First  Time '  after  the  Word  '  com- 
mitted :  * 

"  To  leave  out  the  Proviso  at  the  End  of  the 
Fourth  Section  of  Standing  Order  No.  224." 

After  a  protracted  conversation,  Motion 
was  agreed  to. 
House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  July  3,  1848. 

MiKUTKs.]  New  Membrrs  Sworn. — ^Por  (lieltenlumi, 
Hon.  Craven  Fitzhardinge  Berkeley;  For  Horsham, 
Willium  Robert  Seymour  FiU^erald,  Esq. 

Public  Bilia—  !<>  Juvenile  Offimders  (Ireland) ;   Trustees 

Relief  (Ireland). 
2«  County  Cess  (Ireland). 
Reported. — Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland). 
3°  Prisons. 

Petitions  Prbbbntbd.  By  Dr.  Bowring,  Mr.  Kenhaw, 
and  other  Hon.  Members,  from  an  Immense  Number  of 
Places,  in  foyour  of  an  Extension  of  the  Elective  Fran- 
chise.—By  Mr.  C.  P.  Grenfell,  and  otfaer  Hon.  Members, 
ftora  several  Places,  for  a  Better  Oteervanoe  of  the 
Jx)rd's  Day. — By  Mr.  Marshall,  lh>m  Leeds,  for  Inquiry 
into  the  Case  of  the  Rajah  of  Sattara.— By  Mr.  Master- 
roan,  from  several  Merchants  of  London,  for  Exemption 
of  Stoek  in  Bond  and  on  Board  Ship  from  the  Proposed 
Alterations  in  the  Sugar  Duties. — By  Sir  J.  Pakington, 
from  Magistrates  of  the  County  of  Wovoester,  Ibr  an  Al- 
teration of  the  Highways  BilL— By  Mr.  W.  Mile*,  tram 
Justices  of  the  Peace  in  Quarter  Sessions  assembled,  for 
the  Establishment  of  Reformatory  and  Industrial  Intti- 
tutions  for  Juvenile  Offenders. — By  Captain  Dalrjrmple, 
from  the  Commissioners  of  Supply  at  the  County  of 
Wigtown,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Lunatic  Asylums 
(Scotland)  Bill.— By  Sir  J.  Y.  Duller,  firom  Gonrdiam  of 
the  Poor  of  the  Newton  Abbot  Union,  Devonshire,  for 
an  Alteration  of  the  Law  respecting  Mendicaiiey. — ^By 
Mr.  Ord,  flrom  the  Shipowners  of  Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
against  the  Merchant  Seamenls  Fund  Bill. — By  Viacmint 
Morpeth,  from  Guardians  of  the  Bradford  Union*  for 
an  AlteratioD  of  the  Poor  Law. 


SUGAR  DUTIES. 

House  in  Committee  on  the  Sugar 
Duties. 

The  CHAIRMAN  read  the  Resolution, 
On  arriving  at  the  part  of  the  Schedule 
imposing  a  duty  of  13s.  per.  cwt.  on  Mus- 
covado, 

Sir  J.  PAKINGTON  rose  to  bring 
forward  the  Amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  notice,  the  effect  of  which  would  be 
that  from  the  present  time  there  should  be 
a  differential  duty  of  IO5.  per  cwt.  in  fa- 
vour of  the  produce  of  the  British  colonies. 
He  proposed  to  effect  that  object  by  lower- 
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ing  the  duty  upon  British  colonial  sugar  at 
once  to  10s.  the  cwt.,  instead  of  14s., 
which  was  the  present  duty,  or  of  13s., 
which  was  the  sum  proposed  hy  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, for  the  ensuing  year.  He  would  not 
trespass  at  any  great  length  upon  the 
Ilouse  after  the  indulgence  which  they  had 
accorded  to  him  when  he  had  previously 
discussed  the  same  proposition;  hut  there 
were  a  few  points  to  which  he  could  not 
help  reverting.  And,  in  the  first  place, 
he  should  say  that  he  thought  he  had  some 
reason  to  complain  of  the  charges  which 
the  nohle  Lord  opposite  (Lord  J.  Russell) 
had  twice  hrought  against  him,  of  causing 
much  emharrassraent  and  delay.  Now,  he 
thought  that  a  most  unjust  accusation. 
Delay  and  emharrassment  he  admitted 
there  had  heen ;  hut  he  contended  that  the 
delay  was  inevitable,  and  the  emharrass- 
ment was  the  fault  entirely  of  the  nohle 
Lord  himself.  With  regard  to  the  delay, 
did  the  noble  Lord  really  expect  that  a 
subject  of  such  magnitude,  involving  the 
prosperity  of  the  British  colonies,  and  the 
revival  of  the  slave  trade,  was  to  be  passed 
over  and  disposed  of  in  a  single  night's 
debate  ?  The  noble  Lord  ought  to  have 
foreseen  that  it  would  be  impossible  to  get 
over  such  a  question  without  considerable 
delay.  And  as  to  the  embarrassment,  it 
had  arisen  from  the  vacillation  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  not  having  determined  how, 
and  in  what  manner,  they  meant  to  deal 
with  the  distress  of  the  colonies — a  matter 
with  which  they  had  been  sufficiently  made 
acquainted.  The  Governors  of  the  various 
West  India  colonies  had  been  sending 
home  despatches  relating  to  the  distress 
which  existed  in  them,  and  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  King's  Lynn  had  moved 
early  in  the  Session  for  a  Committee  on 
that  distress,  and  that  Committee  had 
been  reporting  from  time  to  time.  On  the 
29th  May  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
John  Russell)  said  the  Government  were 
determined  to  stand  by  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  1846.  But  on  the  16th  June 
he  came  down  with  a  string  of  resolutions 
involving  the  total  alteration  of  the  Act  of 
1846.  It  was  a  subject  which,  introduced 
at  such  a  date,  could  not  well  be  discussed 
before  the  5th  July;  and  he  (Sir  J.  Pa- 
kington),  on  a  full  consideration  of  the 
course  which  he  had  adopted,  and  of  which 
the  noble  Lord  complained,  saw  no  cause 
to  repent  it.  It  was  true,  indeed,  that  he 
had  changed  the  form  of  his  original  reso- 
lution; but  he  was  justified  in  taking  that 


course  when  he  saw  the  disfavour  with 
which  the  scheme  of  the  Government  was 
received,  and  he  felt  himself  bound  to  give 
the  House  of  Commons  an  opportunity  of 
declaring  how  far  they  thought  the  mea** 
sure  of  the  Government  was  an  efficient  or 
an  adequate  remedy  for  the  distress  of  the 
West  India  colonies.  The  success  of  the 
Government  upon  the  division  was  equiva- 
lent to  a  defeat.  The  fact  of  the  noble 
Lord  having  carried  the  resolutions,  even 
I  by  a  small  majority,  was  to  be  attributed 
I  to  the  state  of  political  parties,  which  made 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  give  their  votes  in  a 
manner  different  from  that  which  they  would 
give  them  under  other  circumstances,  they 
being  unwilling,  in  the  present  condition 
of  affairs,  to  embarass  the  Government. 
What  was  the  proposition  of  the  Govern- 
ment ?  They  proposed  that  there  should 
be  a  differential  duty  of  7s,  for  one  year, 
descending  gradually  by  Is.  a  year  until 
the  year  1 854,  when  protection  upon  colo- 
nial sugar  should  cease  altogether.  Now, 
as  he  had  said  before,  such  a  differential 
duty  would  be  altogether  inadequate  to 
meet  the  case  for  which  it  was  intended. 
It  would  be  inadequate  to  remove  the  dis- 
tresses of  the  colonists,  and  it  would  be 
wholly  inadequate  for  the  purpose  of  cheek- 
ing the  slave  trade.  He  had  stated  on  a 
former  evening  that  the  difference  between 
the  cost  of  production  in  a  slave-labour 
place  and  a  free-labour  British  colony  was 
about  15s.  9d.  the  cwt.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Ripon  had  said, 
that  he  (Sir  J.  Pakington),  in  attempting 
to  establish  his  case,  had  proved  too  much; 
for  that,  whilst  he  had  asserted  the  differ- 
ence between  slave-grown  and  free-labour 
grown  sugar  to  be  15s.  9d.  the  cwt.,  he 
had  asked  for  a  differential  duty  of  only 
10s,.  which  could,  of  course,  not  cover  the 
difference  of  cost.  But,  in  perfect  good 
humour,  he  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet if  he  had,  in  proving  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  called  '*  too  much,"  shown 
that  even  a  10s.  differential  duty  would  be 
too  little,  how  was  it  to  be  supposed  he 
could  give  his  suport  to  a  7s.  diminishing 
one,  which  would  be  still  smaller  'i  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lynn  made 
the  difference  between  free-grown  and 
slave-grown  sugar  to  be  2s.  a  cwt.  less 
than  his  own  estimate;  whilst  Lord  Harris, 
in  his  despatches,  made  it  rather  more. 
But  the  argument  which  he  had  used  was 
this,  that  the  planters  came  to  the  House, 
and  said  that  they  were  trying  to  econo- 
mise in  every  possible  manner;  that  they 
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were  trying  to  improve  their  machinery,  to 
regulate  their  labourers,  to  lessen  the  cost 
of  production;  and  until  they  could  suc- 
ceed in  so  far  lowering  their  cost  of  pro- 
duction as  to  be  able  to  meet  the  competi- 
tors, it  would  bo  in  their  power  at  least  to 
carry  on  if  they  were  protected  by  a  10s. 
duty.  He  had  therefore  not  proved  too 
much,  neither  was  he  open  to  another 
charge  which  had  been  brought  against 
him,  that  he  was  enhancing  the  price  of 
sugar  to  the  consumer.  There  might  be 
a  question  of  revenue  involved  in  his  pro- 
posal; but,  although  4:S.  a  cwt.  might  by 
his  plan  go  into  the  pocket  of  the  planter, 
the  price  to  the  consumer  would  remain 
the  same  that  it  now  is.  He  regretted  to 
find  himself  under  the  necessity  of  differ- 
ing from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tamworth  on  the  question.  When- 
ever he  differed  from  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  did  so  with  the  most  sin- 
cere regret  and  great  diffidence  in  his  own 
judgment.  But  on  the  present  occasion 
he  could  not  avoid  differing  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  It  would  be  impossible, 
he  admitted,  to  return  to  the  difference 
which  had  been  made  between  foreign  free- 
grown  and  foreign  slave-grown  sugar — 
a  difference  which  had  been  established  in 
1845.  But  he  did  not  see  why  they 
should  not  return  to  the  differential  duty 
of  10*.  between  foreign  and  British  colo- 
nial sugar,  which  was  established  by  the 
Government  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in 
the  year  1845.  He  admitted  that  his  pro- 
position would  to  some  extent  endanger 
the  revenue  of  the  country;  but  he  should 
not  be  deterred  from  proposing  a  plan  that 
might  save  the  West  Indies,  and  check  the 
slave  trade,  by  any  considerations  of  reve- 
nue. The  depression  of  the  colonial  inte- 
rests had  been  universally  admitted;  and  it 
was  also  undeniable  that  the  Act  of  1846 
had  given  a  stimulus  to  the  slave  trade; 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
not  justified  in  obtaining  revenue  by  a 
measure  which  hurt  the  colonies  and  in- 
creased the  slave  trade.  But  having  taken 
that  broad  and,  as  he  believed,  unassail- 
able ground,  he  thought  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  did  very  much  exaggerate 
the  effect  of  the  differential  duty  which  he 
(Sir  J.  Pakington)  proposed.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  asserted  that  there 
would  be  a  loss  to  the  revenue  by  it  of 
960,000?.  a  year.  [The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  :  A  reduction  of  duty  to 
the  amount  of  4*.  the  cwt.  would  involve 
a  loss  of  960,000/.]  Taken  in  any  way  the 


Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  liked,  he  was 
prepared  to  dispute  that  the  loss  to  the  re- 
venue would  be  anything  like  what  his 
right  hon.  Friend  said.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  assumed  that  the  total 
quantity  of  sugar  consumed  in  the  year 
would  be  310,000  tons.  He  had  calculated 
the  matter  carefully,  and  he  found  that  it 
was  not  likely  to  be  less  than  325,000 
tons.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  estimated  the  quantity  of  British  colo- 
nial sugar  at  240,000  tons.  He,  after 
mature  calculation  and  consultation  with 
those  who  were  amongst  the  best  informed 
upon  the  subject,  was  assured  that  it  was 
almost  impossible  the  consumption  of  Bri- 
tish colonial  sugar  should  reach  240,000 
tons.  And  his  assurance  upon  that  sub- 
ject was  founded  upon  the  fact  that  aU  the 
predictions  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Lynn,  with  regard  to  the  falling-off  in 
the  growth  of  British  sugar  in  the  course 
of  the  present  year,  and  which  were  found- 
ed upon  similar  information  and  calcula- 
tion, were  in  course  of  being  fulfilled.  He 
had  seen  the  returns  from  the  British  pos- 
sessions of  the  quantities  grown  during  the 
present  year;  and  the  falling- off  from  the 
Mauritius  and  the  British  West  Indies  was 
such  as  to  justify  completely  the  predictions 
made  the  year  before  by  the  noble  Lord. 
He  believed  that  the  importations  of  sugar 
from  the  British  colonies  would  not  exceed 
200,000  tons.  It  was  hardly  possible  that 
they  could  amount  to  225,000  tons.  The 
total  quantity  imported,  therefore,  heing 
likely  to  be  325,000*tons,  and  the  colonies 
not  being  likely  to  send  more  than  225,000 
of  that,  the  difference  would  consequently 
be  100,000  tons  of  foreign  sugar — an  im- 
portation which  would  make  the  difiPerence 
of  revenue  nothing  like  that  which  was  es- 
timated by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. For  225,000?.  tons  paying  a  10*. 
per  cwt.  duty  would  yield  2,250,000Z.,  and 
100,000  tons  at  a  duty  of  20*.  per  cwt 
would  yield  2,000,000?.,  giving  a  total 
amount  of  sugar  duties  for  the  ensuing 
year  of  4,250,000?.  Now  the  revenue  de- 
rived from  sugar  in  the  year  1846  was 
3,883,209?.  The  sum  received  in  1847 
was  4,382,469?.  Therefore,  taking  the 
revenue  as  he  had  calculated  it  for  the  en- 
suing year  at  his  proposed  scale,  to  be 
4,250,000?.,  it  would  show  a  decrease  upon 
the  year  1847  of  only  132,469?.,  instead 
of  960,000?.,  as  calculated  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  He  again  re- 
peated that  where  they  were  dealing  with 
the  interests  of  these  great  possessions 
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the  West  India  colonies,  and  with  a  ques- 
tion in  which  the  increase  of  the  slave 
trade  was  involved,  they  should  not  he  de- 
terred by  mere  revenue  considerations.  But 
he  was  satisfied  that  he  could  prove  that 
the  loss  to  the  revenue  would  he  likelv  to 
be  only  132.000Z.  instead  of  960,000?., 
comparing  the  ensuing  year  with  1847. 
But,  if  they  compared  it  with  1846,  in- 
stead of  showing  a  diminution  of  revenue, 
it  would  show  an  increase  of  366,791?. 
Having  thus  alluded  to  the  important  ques- 
tion of  revenue,  he  should  proceed  to  anti- 
cipate a  question  which  would,  no  doubt, 
ere  long,  be  asked  him.  It  was,  **  for 
how  long  a  time  did  he  propose  that  the 
differential  duty  of  lOs.  should  last?  and 
what  did  he  propose  to  do  at  the  end  of  the 
time?  Did  he  intend  to  come  down  to 
equality  of  duties  at  once,  or  to  have  a  de- 
scending scale?'*  Now,  in  the  first  place, 
with  regard  to  the  period  for  which  his 
scale  would  last,  he  had  no  decided  opinion 
about  it ;  and  with  regard  to  what  he  should 
propose  at  the  end  of  the  time  for  which  it 
should  last,  he  must  refuse  to  give  any  an- 
swer or  explanation  at  all.  [A  laugh,]  He 
was  not  surprised  thathon.  Gentlemen  should 
smile  at  his  declaration,  and  cheer  ironically 
such  a  candid  statement.  But  they  must 
see  the  propriety  of  his  answer,  if  they  look- 
ed at  the  sugar  duty  debates  for  the  last  few 
years,  for  nothing  had  been  more  diflficult 
than  to  declare  what  was  to  be  the  final 
adjustment  of  the  question.  It  was  only 
in  1845  that  the  late  Government  proposed 
the  distinction  between  free-grown  and 
slave-grown  foreign  sugar,  and  established 
a  differential  duty  of  10*.  That  arrange- 
ment was  superseded  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, who  came  down  to  the  House  in  1846, 
and  proposed  what  he  called  a  deliberate 
and  final  settlement  of  the  question.  That 
deliberate  and  final  settlement  was  made 
so  lately  as  1846;  and  yet  now,  in  1848, 
scarcely  two  years  having  elapsed,  there 
could  be  only  thirty-six  hon.  Members  of 
the  House  found,  who  would  record  their 
votes  in  favour  of  that  final  and  deliberate 
settlement.  He  was  not,  sui-prised,  there- 
fore, that  hon.  Gentlemen  should  laugh 
and  cheer  him  ironically  for  his  plain  an- 
swer. But  when  he  found  those  colonies 
so  tampered  with  from  year  to  year,  he 
did  not  think  he  was  bound  to  state  in 
1848  what  scale  of  duties  he  would  support 
in  1854.  A  differential  duty  existing  for 
six  years  was  not  his  proposal.  His  pro- 
posal in  the  Committee  was  merely  that  a 
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differential  duty  of  10^.  should  be  given  in 
favour  of  the  colonies.  The  limited  propo- 
sition had  been  made  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Liverpool.  He  (Sir  J. 
Pakington),  however,  thought  it  necessary 
to  avoid  declaring  that  they  should  make 
the  differential  duty  permanent.  He  should 
prefer  it  for  three  years,  with  proper  pre- 
cautions, rather  than  for  six  years.  But 
as  to  his  present  proposition  merely  of  a 
lOs,  differential  duty,  he  hoped  that  the 
Government,  seeing  how  opposed  the  House 
was  to  the  proposal  they  had  made,  would 
not  object  to  it;  and  he  hoped  the  House 
would  act  with  generosity  towards  the  un- 
fortunate colonists,  and  accede  to  it.  The 
result  of  the  legislation  of  1846  had  beea 
largely  to  diminish  the  aggregate  of  the 
exports  of  British  manufactures  (he  alluded 
particularly  to  the  cotton  manufactures)  to 
the  colonies.  There  had  indeed  been  an 
increase  in  their  exports  to  the  foreign 
slaveholding  countries;  but  there  had  been 
a  diminution  to  the  free-labour  colonies. 
If  they  persevered  in  their  injurious  policy, 
they  would  drive  sugar  estates  out  of  culti- 
vation. The  slave-growing  countries  would 
have  almost  a  monopoly  of  the  British 
market  shortly;  and  would  they  pretend 
that  for  the  sake  of  the  consumer  such  a 
state  of  things  should  be  arrived  at  ?  On 
all  the  grounds  he  had  stated,  he  contend- 
ed that  they  should,  in  justice,  accede  to 
his  proposal.  He  was  fully  persuaded  that 
it  was  a  minimum  duty  which  he  named; 
and  he  was  assured  that  by  adopting  it 
they  would  revive  their  West  Indian  colo- 
nies and  prevent  the  slave  trade.  He, 
therefore,  trusted  that  the  House  would 
agree  to  his  resolution.  But  if  they  should 
not,  he  could  only  say  that  it  would  be  a 
satisfaction  to  the  colonists  to  know  that, 
through  his  humble  agency,  they  had  made 
a  fair  proposition  and  a  just  demand  upon 
the  Parliament,  and  it  would  be  a  satisfac- 
tion to  himself  to  know  that  he  had  made, 
however  vainly,  a  fair  and  just  proposal. 
On  Her  Majesty's  Government,  in  that 
event,  must  the  full  responsibility  fall,  and 
on  the  feeble  and  dangerous  policy  of  which 
all  through  they  had  been  guilty,  should 
rest  the  deep  injnry  done  to,  and  probably 
the  permanent  ruin  of,  the  finest  dependen- 
cies of  the  British  Crown.  The  hon.  Ba- 
ronet concluded  by  moving  his  Amend- 
ment— 

"  That  after  the  words  *  muscoyado,  or  any  other 
sugar  not  being  equal  in  quality  to  white  clayed, 
for  every  cwt.,*  instead  of  the  words  *  thirteen  shil- 
lings' the  words  '  ten  shillings'  should  be  in- 
serted." 


11 


Sugar  Duties. 


{COMMONS} 


Sugar  Duties. 


12 


Mk.  H.  DRUMMOND  thought  that  if 
the  result  of  this  protracted  dehate  should 
be  the  final  settlement  of  the  question,  they 
certainly  would  not  have  spent  so  many 
wearisome  evenings  in  vain.  But  he  very 
much  doubted,  indeed  he  was  as  certain  as 
he  could  be  of  anything,  that  the  question 
would  not  be  setUed  by  that  night's  deci- 
sion, and  that  whether,  in  the  year  1854, 
or  at  any  other  period,  they  would  be  as 
far  from  any  final  settlement  as  they  were 
at  the  present  hour,  according  to  the  course 
they  were  pursuing.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Ripon  (Sir  J.  Gra- 
ham), and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Oxford  University  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone)— two  Gentlemen  to  whose  opinions 
the  House  naturally  and  deservedly  paid  the 
highest  deference-— declared  at  the  outset 
of  their  observations,  that  they  were  in 
considerable  difficulty  from  the  complex 
nature  of  the  case,  and  the  many  interests 
that  were  involved  in  it.  And  their  opin- 
ions were  fully  justified  by  the  debate,  for 
one  hon.  Gentleman  had  treated  it  as  a 
free- trade  question,  another  as  a  slave- 
trade  question;  others  had  treated  it  solely 
with  reference  to  the  West  India  planters, 
and  no  one  had  as  yet  given  them  a  single 
clue  by  which  they  could  unravel  its  great 
perplexities.  The  West  Indian  interests 
had  had  a  great  advantage  this  time — for 
they  had  the  benefit  of  the  consummate 
abilities  and  the  great  exertions  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lynn;  and 
certainly  at  no  time  had  those  interests  in 
that  House  been  so  well  or  so  ably  sus- 
tained as  upon  the  present  occasion.  But 
hon.  Members  were  in  this  perplexity,  that 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  they  were  afraid 
to  carry  out  their  own  principles.  It  was,  in- 
deed, a  question  of  free  trade;  but  the  only 
light  they  had  got  upon  it — the  only  direc- 
tion, the  only  hint  almost  they  had  re- 
ceived— was  that  contained  in  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Committee,  which  was 
not  a  very  novel  or  generous  expedient,  it 
being  merely  the  taxing  of  one  portion  of 
the  public  to  pay  another — a  system  which 
rejoiced  under  the  name  of  protection.  By 
such  a  mode,  indeed,  Paul  might  be  pro- 
tected, but  how  Peter  was  to  be  protected 
he  did  not  know;  and  any  protection  which 
was  not  a  protection  to  all  the  subjects  of 

'5   Queen  equally,  was  a  project  which 

House  ought  not  to  sanction.     They 

B  afraid  to  caiTy  out  their  free-trade 

nciples.     They  wanted  to  bring  political 

jnomy  into  the  general  government,  and 
y  thought  that  a  political   economist 


must  of  necessity  be  a  statesman.  Now, 
it  was  precisely  in  questions  of  trade  that 
the  maxims  of  political  economists  legiti- 
mately applied;  but  whatever  helps  trade 
might  generally  derive  from  them,  it  was 
unquestionable  that,  in  the  present  state 
of  trade  in  this  country,  every  attempt  to 
give  a  direction  to  it  would  be  found  detri- 
mental to  it.  The  same  rule  was  applic- 
able with  regard  to  taxation;  and  it  was 
more  true  with  regard  to  the  cotton  manu- 
facturer than  to  the  corn  grower;  for,  after 
all,  land  was  but  a  great  machine  for  the 
production  of  com.  It  was  a  perversion 
of  taxation  if  they  directed  it  away  from  its 
lawful  employment,  and  if,  by  its  means, 
whether  in  the  shape  of  bounties,  or  of 
drawbacks,  or  of  anything  else,  they  sought 
to  direct  or  control  trade  in  any  way.  Tax- 
ation was  only  justifiable  when  it  was  em- 
ployed as  a  means  for  affording  them  the 
peaceful  enjoyment  of  their  occupations, 
but  taxation  became  unjust  when  it  was 
used  for  any  other  purpose.  But  the  fact 
was,  they  were  afraid  of  their  free-trade 
principles,  for  if  they  were  not,  how  came 
it  that  they  had  not  free  trade  between 
Scotland  and  England  ?  How  came  it  that 
Scotch  whiskey  paid  a  different  duty  ^m 
English  spirits  ?  How  came  it  that  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  Queen's  dominions,  dif- 
ferent rates  of  taxation  were  imposed  ?  If 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  thought 
it  necessary  for  purposes  of  revenue  to  lay 
a  tax  upon  timber,  then  why  did  he  lay  a 
tax  on  the  timber  of  Canada,  and  lay  no 
tax  on  the  timber  of  Sussex  ?  Unless  they 
made  the  system  of  taxation  apply  equally, 
it  was  impossible  they  could  go  on  much 
longer  as  they  were.  It  was  not  by  taxa- 
tion, it  was  not  by  any  interference  with 
the  operations  of  trade,  that  they  could 
ever  put  an  end  to  slavery.  It  was  a  long 
time  ago,  when  he  had  been  united  with 
Mr.  Zachary  Macaulay,  that  this  view  of 
the  question  had  prevented  him  from  ever 
going  with  the  Anti- Slavery  Society,  be- 
cause he  believed  that  they  did  not  take 
the  proper  course  for  effecting  their  object. 
There  was  a  Motion  once  made  in  that 
House  by  Mr.  Secretary  Dundas  to  abolish 
the  slave  trade  gradually — that  was  in 
1800 — and  went  on  for  several  years,  be- 
cause the  West  Indies  refused;  and  the 
only  effectual  Motion  ever  made  was  that 
by  Mr.  Brougham,  when  he  wanted  to  make 
the  slave  trade  piracy.  Hanging  a  few 
captains  of  slavers  at  the  yard-arm  oflf  the 
coast  of  Africa,  would  have  done  far  more 
than  anything  ever  done  yet  to  put  an  end 
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to  the  slave  trade;  but  if  they  were  in  ear- 
nest to  put  an  end  to  it,  why  did  they  not 
send  ships  to  watch  the  shores  of  Cuba, 
and  claim  their  enfrancesados  ?  Why  were 
they  afraid  to  tell  the  slaves  they  had  a 
right  to  regain  their  freedom  by  every 
means  in  their  power;  that  whenever  one 
man  was  attempted  to  be  enslaved,  that 
man  so  seized  upon  was  justified  in  putting 
to  death  the  man  who  seized  him?  He 
knew  that  those  principles  were  perverted, 
and  that  many  regarded  them  as  applicable 
to  political  troubles;  but  that  was  not  so, 
for  it  was  the  inherent  right  of  man;  he 
claimed  it  from  nature's  charter,  whilst 
every  political  right  was  merely  convention- 
al. And  now  what  was  it  that  the  West  In- 
dies demanded  of  the  House  ?  Let  the 
House  look  at  what  their  course  had  been. 
They  first  encouraged  slavery,  and  then 
turned  moral,  and  put  an  end  to  it.  But, 
although  they  were  inclined  to  be  moral, 
they  had  a  frugal  mind,  and  so  they 
thought  they  would  indulge  their  morality 
at  the  expense  of  the  planters.  They  paid 
the  planter  20,000,000^.  for  that  of  which 
he  said  it  was  not  half  the  value,  and  in 
doing  so  they  prevented  for  ever  the  culti- 
vation of  his  estate.  To  talk  of  free  la- 
bour competing  with  slave  labour !  Did 
the  hon.  Gentleman  consider  what  the 
question  was  ?  It  was  not  between  ten 
men  called  slaves  and  ten  men  called  free; 
but  it  was  ten  men  flogged  to  death  in  a 
certain  period  to  get  out  of  them  double 
the  labour  that  could  be  got  out  of  ten  free 
men;  and  so  long  as  flogging  was  cheaper 
than  feeding,  so  long  would  it  be  iraposible 
for  free  labour  to  compete  with  slave  la- 
bour. A  parallel  case  in  this  country 
would  be  taking  away  the  horses  of  a 
farmer,  or  a  piece  of  the  machinery,  or  of 
the  mill  of  a  manufacturer.  They  oould 
not  give  an  equivalent  to  the  West  Indies 
unless  they  took  the  whole  of  their  estates 
at  the  same  time.  Then  they  gave  them 
apprentices,  but  they  broke  their  bargain 
again ;  then  they  promised  the  planters 
protection  as  an  equivalent.  But  in  the 
meantiitie  they  had  taken  a  lesson  in  poli- 
tical economy,  and  they  broke  their  pro- 
mise. They  had  thus  broken  three  dis- 
tinct bargains  with  the  planters  consecu- 
tively. He  was  not  going  to  contend  whe- 
ther the  West  Indian  estates  were  well  or 
ill  managed;  but  he  should  say  that  that 
House  was  not  the  proper  place  to  discuss 
the  mode  of  cultivation,  and  he  should, 
upon  that  point,  distrust  the  gentlemen  of 
Manchester  as  much  as  the  Colonial  Office. 


But  sugar  cultivation,  which  was  partly  a 
cultivation  and  partly  a  manufacture,  could 
never  be  carried  on  well  except  under  the 
eye  of  the  master.  What  was  it,  then, 
that  the  West  Indies  had  a  right  to  de- 
mand from  them  ?  It  was  the  free  admis- 
sion into  this  country  of  every  one  of  their 
productions  without  duty — and  they  ought 
to  be  content  with  nothing  less  than  tlmt. 
They  had  a  right,  also,  to  full  power  to 
import  any  labourers  from  any  place  they 
pleased.  He  granted  that  it  might  be  ne- 
cessary to  watch  over  apprenticeship  and 
vagrancy,  or  anything  like  a  handle  to  re- 
introduce the  slave  trade,  but  that  was 
easily  settled;  and  if  they  wished  to  get 
rid  of  the  horrors  of  the  slave  trade,  let 
them  get  rid  of  their  fleet  on  the  coast  of 
Africa,  both  upon  the  grounds  of  economy 
and  humanity;  but  let  them  not  look  to 
trading  as  a  means  of  altering  the  condi- 
tion of  those  people,  nor  make  a  general 
premium  of  taxation  as  much  the  means 
of  mitigated  slavery  as  it  would  be  of  di- 
recting or  controlling  trade.  The  only 
way  in  which  they  could  pursue  a  safe 
and  equal  course,  that  should  be  just  to 
all  persons,  was  to  carry  out  to  the  full  ex- 
tent perfect  freedom  of  trade,  perfect  free- 
dom of  labour,  and  complete  and  equal 
protection  to  every  one  of  the  Queen's 
subjects. 

Sir  J.  PAKINGTON  had  omitted  to 
state  that,  in  the  event  of  the  Committee 
adopting  the  resolution  which  he  had  pro- 
posed, for  reducing  the  duty  on  colonial 
sugar  from  I3s,  to  10^.,  it  was  his  inten- 
tion to  move  that  the  duty  on  foreign  sugar 
should  be  fixed  at  20s. 

Mr.  VERNON  SMITH  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Surrey  (Mr.  Drum- 
mond)  had  spoken  of  the  compensation  to 
the  West  Indian  interests  as  being  alto- 
gether inadequate;  but  in  his  opinion  a 
more  liberal  and  more  just  amount  of  com- 
pensation was  never  given  by  any  people; 
He  would  contrast  it  with  the  resolution 
come  to  by  a.  neighbouring  nation  lately, 
that  the  slaves  in  their  colonies  should  be 
at  once  emancipated,  and  that  the  amount 
of  compensation  to  be  awarded  to  the  plan- 
ters should  be  entrusted  to  the  national 
honour,  and  to  the  Assembly  of  the  people. 
There  was  no  compensation  of  20,000,0002. 
in  that  case.  And  he  would  beg  to  re- 
mind the  hon.  Member  that  the  first  pro- 
position made  for  emancipation  of  the  ii- 
ish  West  India  slaves  was  merely  thai^ 
loan  should  be  given  to  the  colonies  of 
teen  millions,  and  that  loan  was  afterwai 
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advanced  to  a  gift  of  twenty  millions.  And 
yet  it  was  now  over  an^  over  again  asserted 
that  no  adequate  compensation  had  been 
given,  and  that  there  had  been  an  under- 
fltanding  in  addition  that  the  colonists  were 
to  have  protection.  But  where  was  there 
any  trace  of  that  understanding  to  bo 
found?  Was  any  trace  of  it  m  the  Colo- 
nial Office,  or  on  the  Jonrnab  of  that  House? 
Sir  Eardley  Wihnot's  Motion  during  the 
apprcnticcaliip  was  carried  in  a  very  small 
UouBoofonly  150  Members,  and  afterwards 
rescinded;  and  in  consequence  of  the  de- 
cided views  expressed  by  tlie  UousGi  and 
the  whole  tenor  of  the  debate  in  that 
House,  the  Colonial  Asserabhes  put  ao 
end   to  the  apprenticeship  system  them- 


he  need  only  allude  to  tbe  proposal  of  liis 
noble  Friend  (Lord  John  Russell)  whcu 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  in  1840,!| 
for  a  trial  of  Coolie  labour  in  the  Mauri  tins, 
and  which  had  been  taken  up  as  a  party 
question.  He  felt,  therefore,  extremely 
Borry  at  perceiving  that  the  hon.  Member 
had,  on  the  present  occasion,  thought 
proper  to  treat  this  question  so  much  as 
a  great  party  measure  before  entering  into 
the  details  of  the  plan  which  he  had  sub- 
mitted to  the  House.  The  hon.  Baronet 
had,  he  tboughtj  entirely  failed  in  proving 
that  bis  plan  would  not  affect  the  revenue. 
[Sir  J,  Pakenoton:  1  did  not  say  so,] 
He  had  to  beg  the  hon.  Baronet's  pardon, 
but  he  certainly  thought  that  the  hon.  Ba- 


aelves.  The  whole  tenor  of  the  debate  at  |  ronet  had  stated  that  his  plan  would  nei- 
that  period  was,  that  free  labour  was  able  l  ther  endanger  the  revenue  nor  increase  the 
to  compete  with  slave  labour.  He  quite  price  to  the  consumer,  and  he  had  after- 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem-  j  wards  stated  that  the  whole  amount  to 
ber  for  West  Surrey,  in  believing  tliat*  |  which  it  would  endanger  the  revenue  was 
melancholy  aa  was  the  consideration,  the  1 80,000?.  But  the  question  was,  were 
fact  was  true  that  free  labour  could  not  \  they  prepared  to  make  the  large  risk  de- 
eompete  with  slave  labour.  He  believed  i  manded  from  them  for  the  West  Indies? 
that  a  great  deal  of  evil  had  followed  from  Oe  would  confess  that  be,  for  one,  was  not 
— he  would  not  say  the  falsehood — but  the  I  ready,  because  he  did  not  think  that  any 
philanthropic  faUacy  that  free  labour  was  bargain  bad  been  broken  with  the  colonists, 
able  to  compete  witli  slave  labour.  He  i  He  trusted  that  the  House  would  not  adopt 
hoped  that  nothing  wliicb  fell  from  him  ,  tliis  principle  of  legislation,  as  they  bad 
would  bo  understood  as  intending  to  imply  i  too  much  of  it  lately.  The  question  at 
any  doubt  as  to  the  existence  of  distress  in  issue  was,  what  was  to  become  of  the  colo- 
thc  West  Indies.  It  ml'^ht  be  said  tbatthe  |  nies?  It  would  bo  presumptuous  in  him 
West  Indian  colonies  bad  often  complained  ,  to  state,  though  many  others  had  done  so 
of  distress  before,  but  it  was  natural  that  daring  the  debate,  his  individual  views  as 
all  who  w^ere  distressed  should  complain  of ,  to  the  prospect  of  these  colonies;  but  he 
it.  Neither  would  he  go  into  the  argu- '  anticipated  that  the  result  would  be  some- 
ment,  which  be  believed  to  be  a  work  of  what  the  same  as  would  happen  in  case  of 
supererogation  at  the  present  time,  that  any  considerable  number  of  properties  being 
gentlemen  ought  to  improve  the  cultivation  ,  in  distress;  that  those  who  bad  means  and 
of  their  estates.  He  thought  that  such  I  atiength  to  meet  the  distress  would  survive 
arguments  were  improperly  applied  to  par-  and  prosper,  but  that  other  estates,  that 
ties  in  distress.     His  helief  was,  that  the    had  not  been  managed  with  equal  success, 


real  question  which  the  House  should  con- 
sider, had  not  been  started  in  the  debate  at 
all.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  bad  com- 
menced the  debate  had  taunted  the  Go- 
vernment with  having  aggravated  the  West 


ther  this  matter  had  been  brought  forward 
in  a  party  spirit  or  not ;  but  this  he  must 


must  go  out  of  cultivation.  He  did  not 
think  it  would  be  right  for  the  Legislature 
to  enter  now  into  any  fresh  system  of  pro- 
tection, which  might  induce  the  colonists 
to  engage  in  new  and  increased  expenses. 


Indian  distress.      He  did  not  know  whe-    in  order  to  enable   some  to  recover  tbeir 


distresses,  while  others  might  not  require 
any  assistance.     Various  plans  for  atford- 


say,  be  considered  it  to  be  one  of  the  ca-  ,  ing  assistance  had  been   suggested.     Bj 
lamities  of  the  West  Indian  colonies,  that '  some  it  was  thought  that  the  appointment 


they  had  from  time  to  time  been  made  the 
victims  of  party  spirit,  and  that  all  their 
complaints  had  been  brought  forward  aa 
party  questions  instead  of  questions  affect- 
ing a  separate  interest.  Even  the  ques- 
tion of  labour  had  been  over  and  over  again 
treated  in  a  party  Bpirlt,  and  as  an  instance 


of  governors  should  he  intrusted  to  the 
colonists  themselves;  but  giving  up  the 
right  of  appointing  the  governor  was  giv- 
ing  up  the  sovereignty  of  the  colony?  and 
if  they  gave  that  up,  he  did  not  see  why 
they  should  he  required  to  maintain  an 
armed    force   for   the   protection   of    the 
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colony.  The  bon.  Member,  in  asking  tbem 
to  adopt  bis  proposition  for  a  10s.  duty, 
ougbt  to  bave  been  prepared  to  sbow  the 
House  that  bis  plan  would  have  been  ac- 
ceptable to  the  colonists,  instead  of  which 
they  bad  put  forward  very  different  views, 
and  some  of  tbem  of  a  nature  that  proved 
very  clearly  that  the  bon.  Member's  posi- 
tion, even  if  adopted,  would  be  by  no  means 
calculated  to  satisfy  the  planters  and  their 
friends.  In  the  petition  dated  the  20tb  of 
June,  1848,  which  bad  been  presented  to 
the  House  from  three  agents  in  this  coun- 
try for  Barbadoes,  for  Antigua  and  Mont- 
serrat,  and  for  St.  Vincent,  and  other  le- 
gislative colonies,  he  found  the  following 
passages : — 

**  The  undersigned,  in  a  petition  to  your  ho- 
nourable House,  bearing  date  the  28th  of  January, 
1848,  showed  that  Her  Majesty's  Grovemment  had 
evidently  miscalculated  the  rate  of  distinctive 
duty  in  1846,  when  Is,  per  cwt.  was  imposed — and 
further  showed  that  a  discriminative  duty  of  lis. 
per  cwt.  should  then  have  been  imposed  in  order 
to  place  the  British  plantation  sugar  (regard  be- 
ing had  to  quality)  on  the  footing  of  Cuba  and 
Brazil  sugar  in  the  British  markets,  and  thus  to 
indemnify  the  British  planter  for  the  use  of  his 
capital — to  afford  him  an  average  commercial  pro- 
fit, and  to  enable  him  to  undersell  slavetrading 
sugar  countries — the  avowed  object  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  abolishing  slavery  in  her 
own  colonies,  that  the  measure  might  serve  as  an 
example  and  encouragement  to  slavetrading  and 
slaveholding  colonies  to  do  likewise.  It  has  now 
become  a  question  of  State  policy  whether  the 
British  sugar  colonies  shall  in  future  be  cultivated 
or  not.  It  has  been  shown  that,  if  the  present 
discriminating  duty  be  not  increased  to  158,  per 
cwt.,  a  very  large  proportion  of  the  sugar  estates 
now  under  cultivation  must  be  abandoned — the 
white  population  will  no  longer  find  it  profitable 
to  reside  upon  them,  and  the  islands  will  be  left 
to  the  fate  of  St.  Domingo — to  the  government  of 
negroes ;  while  the  splendid  fabric  of  civilisation 
and  Christianity  now  existing  in  the  British  West 
Indies,  and  purchased  at  such  great  sacrifices, 
will  become  a  matter  of  history.  It  was,  more- 
over, shown  in  the  petition  referred  to,  that  sugar 
cannot,  on  an  average,  be  raised  under  20<.  per 
cwt.  independently  of  interest  on  capital.  That 
lOs.  per  cwt.  discriminating  duty  in  favour  of 
British  sugar  would  tend  to  place  it  on  a  footing 
with  the  sugar  of  the  slavetrading  grower  ;  but 
the  latter  would  receive  a  fair  interest  on  his 
capital  on  the  prices  in  the  markets  here,  which 
would  not  be  the  case  with  the  free-labour 
sugar-grower  of  the  British  colonies.  It  was 
therefore  proposed  by  the  undersigned,  that  the 
10«.  per  cwt.  extra  duty  should  be  increased 
to  Ids.  per  cwt.,  to  insure  a  continuance  of  cul- 
tivation. The  undersigned  regret  to  be  com- 
pelled to  observe,  that  they  see  no  present  ad- 
vantages as  measures  of  relief  in  the  proposi- 
tions made  by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  inde- 
pendently of  a  permanent  distinctive  duty  of  Ids. 
per  cwt.  on  foreign  sugar.  The  undersigned, 
therefore,  respectfully  claim  that  the  pledge  of 
10».  per  cwt.  protection  duty  against  foreign  free- 


labour  sugar,  and  the  practical  exclusion  of  slave- 
labour  sugar,  as  established  by  6  and  7  Vic,  cap. 
27,  may  be  re-enacted,  instead  of  the  existing 
scale  of  discriminative  duties  :  or  that  a  duty  of 
I5s,  per  cwt.  discriminative  duty  may  be  imposed 
on  all  foreign  sugar,  whether  the  production  of 
free  or  slave  labour ;  and  that  in  the  event  of  the 
rejection  of  both  these  propositions,  the  under- 
signed pray  that* your  honourable  House  will  be 
pleased  to  take  into  your  favourable  consideration 
the  claim  of  the  planters,  that  their  estates  may 
be  purchased  at  the  public  cost,  in  conformity 
with  the  principle  already  acted  upon  under  the 
3rd  and  4th  Wm.  IV.,  cap.  73,  the  5th  and  6th 
Wm.  IV.,  cap.  45,  the  6th  and  7th  Wm.  IV.,  cap. 
5  and  82,  and  the  4th  Vict.,  cap.  18,  for  compen- 
sating the  owners  of  slaves  in  the  British  planta- 
tions— the  valuation  to  be  made  at  the  prices 
current  for  West  India  estates  two  years  before 
the  emancipation  took  place." 

It  was  plain  that  these  gentlemen  would 
not  be  satisfied  with  the  plan  which  the 
bon.  Baronet  proposed.  He  could  not 
avoid  referring  to  the  statement  made  the 
other  night  by  the  right  bon.  Baronet  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  His  right 
bon.  Friend  did  not  seem  certainly  to  be 
very  complimentary  to  the  two  Commit- 
tees that  had  been  sitting  for  some  time 
on  the  Estimates,  and  to  one  of  which  he 
bad  the  misfortune,  or  the  honour,  to  be- 
long. His  right  bon.  Friend  was  certainly 
not  anxious  to  throw  the  responsibility  off 
his  own  shoulders;  but,  as  a  Member  of 
one  of  the  Committees,  he  would  say  that 
he  did  not  think  the  reduction  proposed  by 
the  right  bon.  Baronet  would  enable  him 
to  grant  the  relief  that  he  offered.  In 
some  of  the  cases  of  reduction,  the  consi- 
deration of  the  estimates  would  be  merely 
postponed,  and  he  doubted  the  advantage 
of  putting  off  the  execution  of  works  that 
were  found  absolutely  necessary,  and  the 
postponement  of  which  might  be  attended 
with  injurious  consequences.  He  thought 
that  with  such  works  the  best  mode  would 
be  to  advance  tbem  as  rapidly  as  possible, 
and  then  to  throw  the  whole  matter  before 
the  public,  instead  of  extending  the  works 
over  a  number  of  years,  and  by  this  means 
increasing  the  expense,  rather  than  dimin- 
ishing it.  He  alluded  to  this  subject  be- 
cause he  believed  that  his  right  bon.  Friend 
had  put  forward  these  reductions  as  a 
ground  why  the  House  should  be  more 
ready  to  grant  relief  to  the  West  Indies. 
He  thought,  however,  that  the  only  ques- 
tions for  the  House  to  consider,  were  these 
two  great  questions — whether  any  breach 
of  contract  had  taken  place ;  and  if  they 
found  that  such  a  breach  of  contract  had 
been  made,  they  would  then  bave  to  consi- 
der what  remuueration  ougbt  to  be  given. 
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Laving  regard,  howover,  to  the  future  in- 
terostfl  of  the  country*  Not  thinking  the 
first,  and  believing  that  the  j>rnpoi?al  of  the 
lioix.  Geatleiaau  would  not  be  satisfactory 
oven  to  the  interest  whit'li  it  was  iutcmled 
to  benefit,  and  also  that  it  would  be  attend- 
ed with  eousitlerable  risk  to  the  reveiuie^ 
he  could  not  give  it  liIs  support;  but  at  the 
Bame  time  he  wished  not  tu  be  regarded 
a«  an  adversary  to  that  particular  in- 
terest. 

Mn,  B.  COCHRANE  trusted  the  House 
wouki  Buffer  him  to  expkin  the  principles 
on  which  be  intuuded  to  act.  U  was  the 
principle  which  he  thought  ought  to  intlu- 
cnce  tlic  Imperial  Parliament  in  deaUn^^ 
with  an  imperial  question,  natnely,  good 
fiiith  and  juac  dealing  to  our  fellow  sub- 
jects* Guided  by  it,  ho  would  support  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend.  The 
Honsie  might  now  feel  it  convenient  to  dis- 
claim protection  to  the  West  Indies,  and 
at  the  same  time  protest  against  the  slave 
trade;  but  they  ought  to  recollect  that  up 
to  1807t  r*ot  o^dy  did  the  Parliament  of 
this  country  sanction  the  slave  trade,  but 
positively  enacted  it;  and  in  the  reign  of 
George  II.  a  monopoly  of  it  was  given  to 
the  Queen  Dowager,  and  to  the  Duke  of 
York.  Up  to  1807,  he  repeated  that  the 
slave  trade  had  been  recognised  in  the 
most  unequivocal  manner  by  the  Parlia- 
ment of  England,  which,  in  making  grants 
ofhmdiii  those  c<>lunies,  guaranteed  that 
the  proprietors  sliuuld  keep  a  certain  num- 
ber of  slaves,  The  hon,  Mcndfrer  for  the 
Tower  IJamleta  (Mr,  Tliompson)  put  his 
argument  in  a  eurioua  point  o!'  view.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  **  Suppose  a  man 
wa«  constantly  in  distress,  and  always  ap- 
plying to  you  for  small  sums  of  money, 
which  only  served  ultimately  to  cause  his 
ruin,  would  you  go  on  giving  him  money 
stiirr*  But  the  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to 
have  completed  the  sioiile.  Suppose  it 
was  by  the  advice  and  under  the  control  of 
this  so-called  **  benefactor ^"  that  this  man 
was  invulved  in  ruin,  and  that,  when  he 
was  uttci'iy  east  dowu,  ho  went  to  this 
**  benefactor,"  who  had,  through  him, 
earned  a  character  for  philanthropy,  what 
would  be  said  if  this  '*  hcnefactor"  merely 
replied,  **  Oh,  my  friend,  it  is  true  we  have 
made  a  great  experiment  at  your  cost,  but 
I  cannot  now  give  you  any  help;  you  have 
got  into  a  *  mess  *  through  me,  and  you 
may  stay  there?"  Hon,  Gentlemen  op- 
posite were  flirting  with  philanthropy  and 
free  trade.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
West  Uidirig  of  Yorkshire  said  both  were 
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naturally  associated;  but  it  was  plain  that 
in  this  case,  at  aJl  events,  they  were  dia- 
metrically oppo-site.  It  was  certain  that 
by  the  application  of  this  free-trade  theory 
to  our  colonies,  we  had  rather  increased 
t!ian  diminished  slavery,  and  reduced  those 
once  prosperous  colonies  to  the  very  verge 
of  ruin.  And  were  we  quite  sure  that  aU. 
this  would  end  well,  even  to  the  consuming 
class  in  this  country.  Not  at  all.  It 
seemed  to  him  that,  when  by  our  legisla- 
tion we  had  consummated  the  ruin  of  the 
West  Indian  colonics,  we  had  also  in  tlic  ted 
a  great  injury  upon  the  home  consumer, 
for  the  foreigner  would  then  mouopoliHO 
our  markets,  and  charge  a  high  price  for 
Iiis  slave-grown  sugar.  The  truth  of  tho 
matter  was,  they  had  embarked  in  a  line  uf 
policy  which  they  cuuld  not  carry  out,  and 
they  found  the  obstacles  to  its  devchipnient 
daily  becoming  greater.  Sume  people,  ho 
knew,  held  the  miserable  and  un-English 
doctrine  that  we  could  do  without  our  colo- 
nies, that  they  were  only  an  incumbranco 
to  us,  and  that  America,  although  separated 
from  ns,  wais  one  of  our  best  customers.  To 
such  a  lino  of  policy  he  could  never  give  his 
sanction.  He  thought  our  colonial  depen- 
dencies one  of  the  main  elements  of  our 
power  and  greatness,  and  would  therefore 
never  countenance  a  measure  which  would 
impoverish  or  ruin  the  least  of  them.  lie 
tliought  the  Amendment  of  his  hon,  Friend 
calculated  to  better  the  position  of  our 
West  Indian  fcllow-suhjects,  and  shouldj 
therefore,  give  it  his  hearty  support. 

Mtt.  SPOON ER  said,  that  as  he  had 
voted  for  the  Dill  of  184G,  he  wished  to 
explain  the  reasons  which  induced  him 
now  to  vote  for  the  proposition  of  hi«  hon. 
Priend  the  Member  for  Droitwidi.  Be- 
fore, however,  entering  upon  that  subject, 
he  must  he  permitted  to  say  that  his  hon. 
Friend  had  acted  wisely,  before  making 
bis  present  proposal,  in  ascertaining  the 
sense  of  the  House  upon  the  measure  sub- 
mitted by  Her  Majesty's  Government;  fur, 
on  louking  at  the  division  Hst,  it  at  once 
appeared  that  it  was  condemned  by  the 
House,  though  it  happened  to  be  carried 
by  a  small  mnjority.  The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  J.  Uusscll)  smiled  at  that  statement; 
but  he  would  tell  the  noble  Lord  it  was 
party  alone  that  had  given  him  that  mo- 
jority.  It  was  to  party  alone  that  he  was 
indebted  for  his  miserable  majority  of  fif- 
teen. And  he  further  told  the  noble  Lord, 
there  was  not,  in  tlie  whole  an  mils  of  Par- 
liament, a  single  instance  of  a  Government 
forcing  on  a  measure  involvin;^  such  ;rreat 
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interests  with  so  small  a  majority — and 
that  majority  obtained  by  so  extraordinary 
an  amalgamation  of  parties.  The  country, 
he  believed,  would  look  upon  the  circum- 
stance as  an  unequivocal  expression  of 
opinion  on  the  part  of  that  House,  that  the 
plan  proposed  by  Her  Majesty *s  Govern- 
ment was  not  one  of  which  the  House  of 
Commons  really  approved.  When  the  Bill 
of  1846  was  before  the  House,  he  sup- 
ported it  on  three  grounds.  First,  on  ac- 
count of  the  extreme  injustice  that  would 
be  done  to  all  the  other  great  interests  of 
the  country,  by  depriving  them  of  protec- 
tion, and  at  the  same  time  granting  pro- 
tection to  the  West  Indies.  How  could 
we  justify  this  subjection  of  home  pro- 
ducers to  foreign  competition  against  the 
article  they  produce,  and  at  the  same 
time  to  the  payment  of  a  protection  price 
for  so  necessary  an  article  of  consumption 
as  sugar?  But  he  confessed  that,  however 
strongly  he  might  have  felt  on  that  sub- 
ject, he  would  never  have  voted  for  the 
measure  of  1 846  had  he  foreseen  the  great 
stimulus  it  had  given  to  the  slave  trade. 
One  circumstance  that  had  great  weight 
with  him  at  that  time  was,  that  the  noble 
Lord  the  then  Member  for  Liverpool  (now 
the  Earl  of  Harrowby),  a  sincere  friend  to 
the  abolition  of  slavery  and  the  slave  trade, 
after  having  given  great  attention  to  the 
subject,  stated  his  conviction  that  it  would 
not  stimulate  the  slave  trade.  The  noble 
Lord  had  argued — and  in  that  argument 
he  fully  concurred — that  if  we  rejected 
slave-grown  sugar,  we  should  draw  into 
this  country  a  large  proportion  of  foreign 
free-trade  sugar,  the  effect  of  which  would 
be  that  the  slave-grown  sugar,  instead  of 
coming  into  this  country,  would  supply  the 
vacuum  created  on  the  Continent,  thus 
merely  making  an  exchange  of  markets, 
without  creating  an  increased  demand. 
Upon  that  ground,  and  feeling  that  tho 
West  Indies  should  be  put  upon  the  samo 
footing  as  other  interests,  he  had  voted  for 
the  Bill  of  1846.  He  had  been  further 
induced  to  take  that  step  by  the  argument 
held  out  as  to  the  probability  of  a  treaty 
being  concluded  with  Brazil ;  but  that 
ground  had  since  been  cut  from  under 
them ;  for  this  country  was  now  in  a  worse 
position,  as  regarded  commercial  relations 
with  Brazil,  than  she  had  been  in  before. 
He  had  thought  that  the  most  desirable 
way  to  bring  about  a  commercial  treaty 
with  the  Brazils,  and  also  to  induce  them 
to  give  up  slavery,  would  be  by  showing  a 
willingness  to  open  our  markets  to  their 
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sugar.  The  question  had  been  dealt  with 
by  some  hon.  Members  as  if  it  were  one  of 
protection.  He  should  not  give  his  vote 
upon  that  principle.  He  was  an  advocate 
for  protection  to  native  industry,  and  colo- 
nial industry;  and  he  thought  that  a  great 
part  of  the  now  existing  distress  was  to  be 
attributed  to  the  abandonment  of  that  prin- 
ciple. But,  if  they  must  have  free  trade, 
then  it  must  be  had  altogether,  and  not  bit 
by  bit.  You  could  not  give  protection  to 
one  interest  and  refuse  it  to  another.  The 
only  way  now  to  do  any  good  would  be  to 
apply  the  full  evils  of  the  free-trade  system 
to  all  alike,  and  then  there  would  be  an 
universal  outcry  for  a  restoration  of  those 
sound  commercial  principles  under  which 
this  country  had  so  long  flourished.  And 
on  this  principle  he  was  prepared  to  act, 
with  the  exception  of  the  West  Indies, 
which  involved  the  continuance  of  slavery, 
and  of  the  navigation  laws,  which  involved 
the  consideration  of  national  defences. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Coventry  (Mr. 
Ellice)  had  put  the  question  clearly  before 
the  House,  when  he  said  that  we  were  en- 
gaged in  a  great  struggle  to  maintain 
high  taxation  with  low  prices.  He  (Mr. 
Spooner)  warned  the  Government  that  that 
struggle  had  now  arrived  at  that  point  at 
which  it  must,  ere  long,  be  decided;  and 
his  conviction  was,  that  it  was  impossible 
to  maintain  the  present  rate  of  taxation 
with  the  two  great  principles  they  had 
adopted  in  free  trade  and  the  present 
monetary  laws.  The  adoption  of  either  of 
these  principles  was  quite  sufficient  to  pro- 
duce great  distress,  ay,  and  ruin,  upon 
the  country;  but  the  application  of  both  at 
once  would  be  found  impracticable;  and 
unless  we  speedily  retraced  our  steps,  na- 
tional prosperity,  safety,  and  honour,  would 
be  irretrievably  lost.  But  he  (Mr.  Spooner) 
was  not  then  about  to  enter  upon  that  vital 
question,  the  money  laws.  He  warned  the 
Government  that  the  country  was  be- 
ginning to  be  of  the  opinion  that  low 
prices  and  high  taxation  could  not  co- 
exist. There  was  an  association  lately 
formed  in  Liverpool,  consisting,  not  of 
philosophers,  or  radicals,  or  free  -  trade 
men,  but  consisting  chiefly  of  men  of  great 
property,  of  high  talent,  and  of  sound  con- 
servative principles,  and  they  had  asso- 
ciated together  on  the  express  principle  of 
compelling  the  House  of  Commons,  if  they 
were  for  going  back  to  the  prices  of  1797, 
to  go  back  to  the  taxation  of  1797  also. 
They  had  already  received  communica- 
tions from  all  parts  of  the  kingdom  ex- 
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pressing  full  sympathy  in  these  views  ; 
and  their  correspondence  had  multiplied  so 
much  that  it  might  fairly  rival  the  mass 
of  despatches  they  had  lately  heard  so 
much  of  in  the  Colonial  Office.  With 
respect  to  that  part  of  the  plan  which 
comprehended  what  was  sometimes  called 
a  loan  and  sometimes  a  grant,  hut  which 
he  should  consider  as  a  grant,  heing  as- 
sured that,  once  parted  with,  it  would 
never  come  hack,  he  protested  altogether 
against  it,  unless  the  Government  were 
prepared  to  make  it  general.  There  must 
he  no  grant  to  enable  the  West  Indies  to 
obtain  foreign  labour  when  there  were 
thousands  out  of  employ  in  this  country. 
He  asked  the  Government  to  look  to  the 
state  of  Staifordshire,  for  example.  Not 
a  day  passed  but  some  work  was  stopped. 
In  one  instance  alone  of  partnership  works 
carried  on  partly  in  Staffordshire  and 
partly  in  Wales,  2,000  men  had  been  dis- 
charged within  the  last  three  weeks. 
Would  those  who  contributed  to  the  taxes 
and  poor-rates  endure  to  be  told  that  half 
a  million  of  money  was  to  be  given  to  the 
West  Indies  to  enable  them  to  obtain  la- 
hour  from  other  countries,  when  such  was 
the  state  of  things  in  our  own  country  ? 
Look  at  the  state  of  our  manufactures,  es- 
pecially the  iron  trade.  At  a  large  meet- 
ing, preparatory  to  the  quarter-day  meet- 
ing, it  had  been  resolved  to  reduce  the 
price  of  bar-iron  not  less  than  21.,  making 
it  61.  lOs,;  and  every  person  who  knew 
any  thing  of  that  trade  would  tell  them  it 
was  impossible  to  manufacture  with  profit 
the  article  under  SL  or  9^  Observe  the 
reduction  of  wages  that  must  follow  ;  and 
even  if  that  reduction  were  submitted  to, 
and  the  trade  carried  on,  he  asked  the 
Government  to  consider  the  consequence 
of  putting  large  bodies  of  men  on  such 
low  wages.  What  would  be  their  con- 
sumption, and  where  would  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  look  for  his  duties  ? 
Never,  during  his  experience,  had  the 
great  staple  manufactures  of  this  country 
been  in  so  bad  a  state  with  regard  to  the 
profits  of  the  masters,  or  to  the  employ- 
ment of  the  people;  and  he  called  upon 
the  Government  seriously  to  consider  the 

•eseut  aspect  of  affairs.      He  called  upon 
noble  Lord  and  his  Colleagues  well  to 
sider  all  the  consequences  of  attempt- 
to  reduce  the  national  expenditure  to 
xovel  to  which  they  would  be  required  to 

I       down  the  taxation  of  this  country,  if 
J  uid  not  abandon  their  present  policy. 

le  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 


of  the  Exchequer  had,  indeed,  made  a  con- 
soling statement  the  other  night,  which  he 
was  told  had  given  great  confidence  in  the 
City.  He  only  wished  this  confidence  were 
well  founded;  but  he  could  tell  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  was  not  a  convert 
to  his  statements,  for  those  statements 
were  not  reductions,  but  merely  postpone- 
ment of  payments.  It  was  true  his  state- 
ment regarding  the  increase  of  the  malt 
duty  was  perfectly  correct,  because  every 
brewer  knew  that  the  barley  of  last  year 
contained  a  larger  portion  of  saccharine 
matter  than  was  ever  known  before  ;  and, 
therefore,  every  man  of  capital  was  malt- 
ing as  much  as  he  possibly  could.  [The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer:  I  spoke 
only  of  this  year.]  That  was  just  like  all 
Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer,  who  seized 
upon  what  they  could  get  for  the  year 
without  regard  to  futurity.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  dealing  with  more 
than  the  present  year,  for  the  payments 
of  this  year  he  was  postponing  to  the  next. 
Protection  to  native  and  colonial  industry 
was  the  system  under  which  this  country 
had  prospered;  but  ever  since  the  political 
economy  gentlemen  had  been  conducting 
affairs  on  their  theory,  the  country  had 
been  going  backward  every  year.  The 
only  true  course  would  be  to  revert  to  the 
old  system.  He  asked  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  how  it  happened  that  after  thirty- 
three  years  of  peace,  with  the  markets  of 
the  world  open  to  us,  and  with  all  advan- 
tages, there  had  not  been  a  single  great 
interest  which  had  not  in  its  turn  come  to 
that  House  complaining  of  ruin  ?  It  might 
be  said  that  the  agricultural  interest  had 
no  complaints;  but  every  one  conversant 
with  the  subject  knew  very  well  that  that 
interest  would  be  happy  to  compound  with 
the  noble  Lord  and  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  for  a  large  sum,  if  they  would 
guarantee  that  that  interest  should  not  in 
the  next  twelve  months  be  involved  in  the 
same  ruin  that  was  now  affecting  every 
other  interest.  He  should  support  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Droitwich, 
not  as  a  question  of  protection  or  right, 
but  because  he  believed  that  his  proposi- 
tion was  the  only  one  which  could  check 
that  great  and  fearful  increase  of  the  slave 
trade,  which  he  regarded  as  a  national 
calamity,  a  national  disgrace,  and  a  na- 
tional sin. 

Mr.  GODSON  said,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
V.  Smith)  had  stated,  that  when  emanci- 
pation was  carried,  no  bargain   had  been 


25 


Sugar  Duties, 


{July  3} 


Sugar  Duties. 


26 


made  with  the  West  Indies,  and  therefore 
that  none  could  have  heen  hroken.  As  he 
happened  to  have  taken  a  part  in  the  de- 
hates  of  that  period,  he  had  a  strong  re- 
collection that  not  only  was  a  hargaiu 
made,  but  that  it  had  been  broken  in  every 
particular.  The  first  proposal  was  a  loan 
of  fifteen  millions.  A  difficulty,  however, 
arose  with  regard  to  the  Assembly  of  Ja- 
maica, in  consequence  of  their  power  to 
prevent  any  law  passed  in  England  taking 
effect  in  the  island;  and  it  became  neces- 
sary to  call  to  the  aid  of  Government  the 
gentlemen  connected  with  Jamaica  before 
any  arrangement  could  be  made.  When 
it  was  proposed  to  turn  the  loan  of  fifteen 
millions  into  a  gift  of  twenty  millions,  Ja- 
maica agreed  to  carry  the  Act  of  Emanci- 
pation. On  that  ground  the  bargain  was 
made.  The  first  part  of  the  bargain  was, 
that  twenty  millions  should  be  paid;  and 
the  second,  that  there  should  be  an  appren- 
ticeship for  seven  years.  In  consequence, 
however,  of  the  planters  of  Antigua  hav- 
ing more  negroes  than  they  could  find  worl^ 
for,  they  were  willing  to  give  up  the  ap- 
prenticeship, for  it  was  a  condition  upon 
the  West  Indies  that  they  should  maintain 
the  apprentices.  They  could  not,  there- 
fore, have  put  out  the  money  as  suggested 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr. 
Bright),  at  five  per  cent  compound  inter- 
est. The  hon.  Member  said,  if  they  had 
put  out  their  compensation  money  at  five 
per  cent  compound  interest,  they  would 
now  have  been  well  off.  That  might  be 
the  case,  or  it  might  not;  at  all  events,  he 
would  remind  the  hon.  Member  it  was  part 
of  the  bargain  that  the  West  Indies  should 
carry  out  the  wishes  of  this  country  in  all 
respects.  He  asked  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  whether  they  had 
not  kept  their  part  of  the  contract  ?  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
G.  Thompson)  at  that  time  took  great  in- 
terest in  the  Anti- Slavery  Society,  and  he 
asked  him  if  he  wished  to  be  placed  in  a 
dilemma  ?  Either  the  home  market  was 
intended  to  be  kept  for  the  West  Indies, 
or  it  was  intended  to  open  it  hereafter  to 
the  slavetraders.  Upon  one  horn  of  this 
dilemma  he  must  pin  the  hon.  Member — 
either  it  was  understood  and  agreed  at  the 
time  of  emancipation  that  the  home  mar- 
ket should  belong  to  the  West  Indies  and 
the  other  colonies  of  Great  Britain,  or  it 
was  not.  Either  there  was  a  mental  reser- 
vation that  by  and  by,  when  slavery  had 
been  taken  away  in  the  West  Indies,  that 
slave  produce  should  be  admitted  into  this 


market,  or  there  was  not.  He  believed 
there  was  no  such  reservation;  and  he 
could  state  it  was  fully  understood  that  the 
home  market  should  be  kept  for  the  West 
Indies,  and  that  the  slavetraders  should 
never  bring  their  sugar  into  this  country. 
Thus  two  bargains  had  been  broken.  In 
consequence  of  Antigua  wishing  to  be  re- 
lieved from  the  support  of  the  negroes,  ap- 
prenticeship was  done  away  with.  This 
produced  a  great  disturbance  in  the  other 
islands.  Certain  missionaries  went  about 
Jamaica  and  put  it  into  a  state  almost  of 
rebellion  concerning  the  apprentices,  till, 
at  last,  the  Assembly  was  obliged  to  agree 
to  take  off  two  years.  This  was  in  1838. 
But  what  was  the  next  bargain  ?  That 
labour  should  be  introduced.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  (Mr.  Hawes)  sat  with  himself 
upon  a  Committee,  of  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Droitwich  was 
chairman,  and  he  and  the  antislavery  party 
then  did  everything  in  their  power  to  pre- 
vent the  immigration  of  Africans  into  the 
West  Indies.  This  was  not  part  of  the 
bargain.  The  bargain,  indeed,  was  not 
kept  in  any  one  particular.  The  Govern- 
ment were  now  seeking  to  introduce  a  loan 
of  half  a  million  to  the  West  India  plan- 
ters. In  answer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton, 
he  begged  to  inform  the  House  that  the 
twenty  millions  had  not  been  paid.  A 
great  deal  was  said  about  the  West  Indies 
having  received  twenty  millions,  and  it  was 
believed  by  many;  but  the  sum  actually 
awarded  was  only  18.669.40H.  10*.  7d., 
leaving  a  balance  unpaid  at  this  day  of 
1,330,5982.  5s,  Id.  Suppose,  therefore, 
the  House  were  to  award  that  balance  of 
a  million  to  purposes  of  emigration  now, 
instead  of  the  500,0002.  proposed,  they 
would  only  be  adhering  to  the  original  bar- 
gain. The  West  India  proprietors,  therefore, 
instead  of  being  taunted  with  500,0002. 
to  be  raised  for  the  purposes  of  emigration, 
ought  to  be  paid  their  debt.  There  was 
more  than  a  million  of  money  in  the  Exche- 
quer, due  upon  the  account;  yet  the  boast 
was  made  that  twenty  millions  had  been 
paid !  Certainly  it  could  not  but  be  A 
strong  proceeding  on  the  part  of 
vernment  to  break  the  contract  as  w 
twenty  millions,  and  as  to  the  app: 
ship;  and  then  to  admit  slave  oi 
into  the  home  market.  They  w 
about  to  introduce  the  prod 
slave  trade;  let  it  be  confoi 
original  bargain;  and 
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ine  wlaat  ought  to  be  the  amount  of  duty. 
He  had  shown  two  parts  of  the  contract 
had  already  been  broken,  and  the  third 
part  was  now  to  be  broken — he  did  not 
say  for  the  first  time,  because  undoubtedly, 
in  the  year,  1844,  when  free- trade  sugar 
was  introduced,  the  bargain  was  infringed 
upon.  In  1846,  in  spite  of  the  West 
Indian  proprietors,  the  bargain  was  broken, 
and  the  consequences  were  now  to  be 
seen.  What  did  they  (the  West  Indian 
proprietors)  now  ask  ?  Simply  to  go 
back  to  that  fair  arrangement  which  ought 
to  have  been  made  in  1846.  He  would, 
however,  take  the  scale  of  last  year,  from 
the  5th  July,  1847,  to  the  5th  July,  1848, 
when  the  duties  were  on  foreign  20*.,  and 
on  colonial  14^.  He  found  that  the  dif- 
ference in  value,  according  to  the  quality, 
between  foreign  and  colonial  was  6<.,  so 
that  practically  it  was  admitted  at  equal 
duty;  and  if  free  trade  meant  that  we 
•were  to  have  equality  of  duty,  accord- 
ing to  the  value,  then  we  had  had  free 
trade  in  sugar  last  year.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  by  free  it  was  meant  that  the 
same  articles;  whatever  their  value,  should 
pay  the  same  amount  of  duty,  and  a  pound 
of  cotton  should  pay  the  same  as  a  pound 
of  gold,  let  the  House  say  so.  But  trace 
this  doctrine  to  its  consequences  in  the 
article  of  sugar.  During  the  next  year, 
according  to  the  Act  of  1846,  the  foreign 
duty  would  be  I85.  6<i.  and  the  colonial 
duty  145.,  the  difference  being  4^.  ^d. 
Now  the  mass  of  evidence  before  the  Com- 
mittee went  to  show  that  Cuban  sugar 
was  45.  Qd,  per  cwt.  more  valuable  than 
the  colonial  article;  and  what  would  be  the 
effect  in  1851,  when  the  two  duties  would 
be  reduced  to  1 45.  each  ?  If  the  foreign 
sugar  was  4:1.  IO5.  per  ton  more  valuable 
than  the  colonial,  a  bounty  would  be  given 
to  the  former  to  that  extent.  In  other 
words,  your  Act,  instead  of  securing  free 
trade,  was,  in  fact,  an  act  of  bounty.  You 
gave  to  the  foreigner,  who  worked  the 
slaves  and  carried  01^  the  slave  trade,  in 
the  production  of  his  sugar,  the  English 
market  now,  but  in  the  year  1851  you 
gave  him  a  bounty  of  il.  lOs.  Neither  of 
these  could  be  free  trade.  He  submitted, 
then,  that  there  ought  to  be  a  difference  in 
the  amount  of  duty  according  to  the  value 
of  the  two  articles.  Look  at  what  tlic 
people  of  Havaua  said  of  it.  The  trade 
circulars  of  Messrs.  Drake  Brothers  and 
Co.,  the  leading  merchants  of  the  Havana, 
themselves  extensive  proprietors  of  sugar 
estates  in  that  island,  in  1844  stated  that — 


"  They  had  no  expectation  of  the  price  of 
sugar  being  improved  except  by  having  the  Eng- 
lish market  opened  to  the  produce  of  the  island, 
where,  if  this  could  be  effected  at  a  rate  even  of 
50  per  cent  above  the  duty  on  Eng-lish  colonial 
sugar,  still  they  should  obtain  for  their  produce 
double  the  amount  they  can  obtain  at  present." 

On  the  8th  of  January,  1848,  they 
said — 

**  The  production  of  1847  has  far  exceeded 
that  of  any  previous  year,  and  the  prices  obtained 
by  planters  have  been  so  highly  remunerative, 
that  they  are  enabled  to  adopt  every  means  ix 
the  further  extension  of  their  crops.** 

Another  price  current,  suhsequent  in  date, 
added — 

**  During  the  past  year  the  prices  of  sugar  in 
our  markets  were  supported  at  high  rates,  with 
but  slight  and  temporary  fluctuations,  notwith- 
standing the  large  crop.  This  was  mainly  owing 
to  the  unprecedentedly  heavy  shipments  to  the 
United  States  and  to  Great  Britain,  aided  by  a 
well-sustained  inquiry  from  Spain,  with  a  hir 
demand  from  other  parts." 

Here,  then,  the  people  of  Cuba  themselves 
told  us,  that  before  the  Act  of  1846  thej 
were  able  to  introduce  their  sugar  at  50  per 
cent  increase  upon  English  colonial  sngar. 
The  person  most  interested  in  this  fact 
was  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The 
foreigner,  who  could  raise  his  sugar  so 
much  cheaper  than  the  colonist,  was  in  no 
fear  of  increased  taxation.  A  good  deal  of 
doubt  existed  regarding  the  exact  amoimt 
for  which  sugar  could  be  raised  in  Cuba. 
Some  put  it  at  65.  lOd.,  others  more.  He 
would  take  an  average,  and  say  it  cost  lOf . 
per  cwt.  Add  the  duty  of  20«.  to  that,  it 
would  make  30s.  On  the  other  band,  it 
was  said  that  colonial  sugars — Jamaica, 
for  instance — could  only  be  produced  for 
225.  6c?.  per  cwt.;  but  he  would  take  it  so 
low  as  20s.;  add  the  IO5.  duty  thereto, 
the  amount  would  make  the  two  cases 
equal — 305.  each.  Assume  the  freight 
and  other  charges  to  be  65.  per  cwt.  each, 
this  would  bring  the  whole  cost  to  365.  per 
cwt.,  or  4rd.  per  lb.  to  the  consumer.  This 
would  be  putting  them  both  on  terms  of 
equality.  But  why,  he  asked  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  did  he  not  tax  the 
foreigner  ?  The  foreigner  did  not  thank 
him  for  not  doing  so.  The  Brazilian  Go- 
vernment put  on  a  heavy  tax;  that  tax  was 
paid  by  the  English  consumer  for  the  ben- 
efit of  the  foreign  Government;  and  they 
might  rest  assured  that  when  the  competi- 
tion with  the  foreigner  ceased — when  su- 
gar cultivation  in  their  own  colonics  was 
abandoned — that  sugar  would  not  be  bought 
as  cheap  as  it  was  at  present;  that  it  would 
be  turned  by  foreign  Governments  for  their 
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own  benefit,  and  that  the  English  con- 
sumer would  have  to  pay  that  tax.  He 
had  not  the  slightest  doubt  but  that  who- 
ever might  be  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
in  1851,  would  have  to  come  down  to  that 
House  to  propose  a  tax  upon  the  foreign 
article. 

Mr.  M*CULLAGH  thought  that  the 
claim  for  relief  on  the  part  of  the  West 
Indies,  which  was  founded  upon  the  ac- 
knowledged existence  of  severe  distress, 
was  in  every  point  of  view  more  deserving 
of  legislative  consideration  than  that  which 
rested  upon  the  narrower  ground  of  an 
alleged  breach  of  compact.  Many  who 
denied  altogether  that  any  bargain  had 
been  made  or  broken,  were  not  unwilling 
to  enter  frankly  into  the  question  of  what 
the  colonies  really  required,  and  what  aid 
this  country  could  reasonably  be  asked  to 
aiford  them.  For  the  system  of  policy 
which  would  sever  liabilities  and  obliga- 
tions, among  the  different  communities 
subject  to  the  same  Crown,  he  had  no  re- 
spect or  sympathy.  So  long  as  they  bore 
a  common  allegiance,  and  adhered  to  the 
fortunes  of  the  same  empire,  he  considered 
that  each  had  in  times  of  unforeseen  cala- 
mity or  unavoidable  distress  a  right  to 
claim  from  the  Imperial  Legislature  pecu- 
liar care,  and  succour  in  its  time  of  need. 
On  the  other  hand,  it  must  be  admitted 
that  in  all  such  cases  grounds  as  clear  as 
they  were  special  ought  to  be  stated;  and 
if  in  the  present  instance  it  had  been 
shown  that  the  claim  of  the  West  Indian 
proprietary  was  novel  or  unprecedented — 
that  their  misfortunes  had  arisen  from  dif- 
ferent causes  from  any  which  had  affected 
their  condition  before — or  if  they  had 
proved  that  they  had  done  all  that  in  them 
lay  to  wrestle  with  the  evils  they  complain- 
ed of — he  should  have  felt  much  more  hesi- 
tation as  to  the  vote  which  he  was  about 
to  give  upon  the  question.  But  it  was 
difficult  to  distinguish  the  distress  that  now 
prevailed  from  that  which  Parliament  had 
in  former  years  been  called  on  to  relieve,  so 
far  as  its  great  and  leading  features  were 
concerned.  In  1807,  a  Committee  of  the 
House  reported  that  the  West  Indian 
planters  had  submitted  to  them  ample  evi- 
dence to  show  that  they  were  upon  the 
brink  of  ruin — that  estates  must  go  out  of 
cultivation,  for  that  sugar  was  produced  at 
a  loss — and  that  all  this  had  arisen  from 
the  loss  of  a  monopoly  they  had  previously 
enjoyed,  and  their  inability  to  compete  with 
foreigners.  There  was  no  question  about 
free  labour  then,  for  slavery  was  at  that 


time  universal.  In  1832,  similar  represen- 
tations were  made  upon  similar  authority. 
The  colonies  still  enjoyed  a  practical  mo- 
nopoly of  the  home  market;  but  as  they 
had  a  surplus  to  send  abroad,  the  protect- 
ing duty  proved  inoperative,  and  prices  fell 
so  low  that  they  declared  that  every  cwt. 
of  sugar  was  produced  at  a  loss,  and  that 
unless  a  bounty  of  six  shillings  a  cwt.  was 
granted  upon  the  quantity  re-exported,  and 
sixpence  a  gallon  taken  off  the  duty  on 
rum,  lands  would  go  out  of  cultivation, 
and  their  ruin  would  be  complete.  And  in 
1848  their  complaint  is  the  same,  namely, 
that  they  are  undersold  by  foreigners. 
But  the  Committee  over  which  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  King*s  Lynn  had 
presided,  if  it  had  proved  anything  dis- 
tinctly, had  demonstrated  that  they  were 
undersold  now — not  by  slave  labour  only, 
but  by  free  labour— by  Java,  by  the  Mau- 
ritius, and  by  the  East  Indies.  In  con- 
nexion with  this  part  of  the  subject,  refer- 
ence had  been  made  to  the  amount  of  ma- 
chinery exported  to  the  slave-labour  colo- 
nies. It  had  been  stated,  that  while  the 
amount  sent  to  our  own  colonies  had  de- 
creased, that  which  had  recently  gone  to 
their  rivals  had  proportionably  been  aug- 
mented. Taking,  however,  an  average  of 
the  two  last  periods  of  five  years,  it  would 
appear  that  while  the  export  to  the  British 
West  Indies  had  somewhat  declined,  that 
to  Cuba  and  the  other  foreign  islands  had 
fallen  off  still  more;  and  that  while  the 
value  of  machinery  sent  to  Brazil  had  in^ 
creased,  that  to  India  and  Ceylon  had  in- 
creased still  more  so.  The  colonists  had 
long  contended,  that  by  the  Act  of  Eman- 
cipation they  had  been  taken  by  surprise; 
and  that  the  negroes  were  wholly  unpre- 
pared for  the  condition  of  free  labourers. 
If  this  were  so,  whose  was  the  blame  ? 
From  1823,  warning  had  been  given  in 
terms  not  to  be  mistaken,  that  the  period 
was  fast  approaching  when  slavery  must 
cease.  But  Parliament,  while  it  proclaim- 
ed its  ultimate  determination  and  design, 
was  willing  to  allow  time  for  effecting  a 
progressive  change,  and  counselled  the  co^ 
lonial  assemblies  to  introduce  such  amelio- 
rations in  the  condition  of  the  slaves  aa 
might  gradually  fit  them  for  freedom. 
What  was  done  in  pursuance  of  that  ad- 
vice ?  It  would  doubtless  sound  harsh 
to  characterise  the  conduct  of  the  oolonial 
assemblies  as  a  "  mockery  and  an  insult;" 
yet  such  were  the  terms  in  which  Lord 
Stanley  characterised  all  that  they  had 
done  from  1823  to  1833,  to  prepare  ihs 
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negroes  for  emancipation.  It  was  said 
that  the  period  of  the  apprenticeship  was 
cut  short  two  years,  in  hreach  of  faith  and 
compact.  But  if  this  term  of  apprentice- 
ship was  so  valuahle,  or  if  the  power  of 
compelling  men  to  work  without  wages 
made  such  a  difference  in  profits,  how  did 
it  happen  that  in  Antigua,  the  period  of 
apprenticeship  was  voluntarily  declined  al> 
together  hy  the  planters  ?  and  how  came  it 
to  pass  that  when  the  late  Mr.  Gurney, 
whose  authority  the  opponents  of  slavery 
would  not  dispute,  visited  the  island  in 
1840,  he  was  told  hy  more  than  one  of 
the  proprietors  of  estates  that  they  re- 
garded the  compensation  money  which  had 
heen  given  hy  this  country  as  an  absolute 
gratuity,  for  that  they  had  been  in  no  de- 
gree injured  by  the  change  ?  And  to  this 
testimony  he  added  that  of  Dr.  Nugent, 
then  president  of  the  Assembly  of  An- 
tigua, and  of  Sir  W.  Colebrooke,  the  go- 
vernor of  the  island,  who  declared  his  con- 
viction that  "  the  estates  were  then  as 
valuable  without  the  slaves  as  they  for- 
merly had  been  with  them.'*  And  now  a 
word  as  to  the  consumer.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Spooner)  had 
made  use  of  arguments  founded  on  the 
want  of  employment  at  present  prevailing 
in  this  country,  which  appeared  to  him  ra- 
ther to  make  for  the  proposition  of  the 
Government  than  for  that  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Droitwich.  If  work 
was  scarce  and  wages  low,  was  not  this  a 
time  peculiarly  unsuitable  for  enhancing 
the  price  of  such  an  article  as  sugar,  which 
had  come  to  be  an  essential  of  the  artisan's 
subsistence  ?  With  regard  to  the  people 
of  Ireland,  it  should  not  bo  forgotten  how 
great  and  happy  a  change  had  been 
wrought  in  their  habits  of  late  years,  by 
the  disuse  of  ardent  spirits  in  excessive 
quantities.  It  was  impossible  for  any  man 
who  wished  well  to  the  inhabitants  of  that 
country  not  to  desire  to  see  them  fortified 
by  habit  in  their  good  resolution;  and  to 
that  end  it  must  manifestly  be  an  object  of 
DO  ordinary  importance  that  those  other 
articles  of  comfort  or  necessity  which  had 
recently  come  into  use  as  substitutes  for 
less  healthful  stimulants,  should  be  placed 
m  1  easily  within  their  reach.  It  was  the 
^st  of  commerce  that  it  rendered  those 
)  that  once  were  luxuries  so  cheap  as 
d  men  to  regard  them  as  necessaries; 

II  was  the  reproach  of  unjust  or  exces- 
taxation  that  it  turned  what  had  be- 

3  necessaries  into  luxuries  again.  He 
sorry  to  hear  it  asked  what  signifies 


\d,  or  2d.  in  the  pound,  in  the  price  of 
such  an  article  as  sugar  ?  ["  No,  no  !"] 
He  should  be  sorry  to  misrepresent  what 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had  said,  but  he 
certainly  thought  he  had  heard  expressions 
bf  the  kind  made  use  of  in  the  course  of 
the  discussions  that  had  taken  place  upon 
the  question.  Did  they  sufficiently  con- 
sider, however,  what  a  difference  in  the 
comfort  and  contentment  of  the  poor  man 
sums  like  these  too  often  made  ?  His 
wealth  was  the  aggregate  of  small  savings; 
and  his  sufficiency  or  want  frequently  de- 
pended upon  the  possession  of  a  few  more 
or  a  few  less  of  those  vulgar  coins  which 
fastidious  fingers  shrink  from  touching.  It 
was  easy  for  those  who  lived  in  affluence 
to  look  out  through  the  plate-glass  of  their 
own  luxurious  condition  upon  the  wintry 
day  of  laborious  life,  and  marvel  why  the 
struggling  multitude  appeared  so  Ul  at 
ease.  But  it  was  the  imperative  duty  of 
the  Legislature  to  endeavour  to  keep  stea- 
dily in  view  the  wants  and  hardships  of  the 
many,  even  when  they  could  not  hope  fully 
to  relieve  them;  and  when  generous  deeds 
were  proposed  to  be  done  towards  the  un- 
fortunate of  other  climes  and  countries,  to 
remember  the  paramount  claim  of  those 
who  were  at  home.  It  had  been  truly  re- 
marked by  an  eminent  writer  of  the  pre- 
sent day,  that  "justice  was  not  a  political 
virtue  much  in  fashion,  though  philan- 
thropy was  decidedly  so."  No  one  could 
desire  more  earnestly  the  final  extinction 
of  slavery.  But  he  felt  persuaded  that 
that  great  end  would  never  be  accomplished 
until  free  labour  had  proved  itself  in  everj 
respect  an  overmatch  for  slave  labour. 
That  it  was  capable  of  doing  so  he  had 
not  a  doubt.  It  was  this  hope  that  had 
inspired  the  efforts  of  Burke  and  Wilber- 
force;  it  was  this  faith  that  animated  Fox, 
when  on  the  last  occasion  that  he  addressed 
the  House,  he  avowed  that  he  looked  upon 
the  abolition  of  the  slave  trade  as  certain 
to  lead  to  the  ultimate  extinction  of  slavery 
itself.  The  whole  policy  of  the  country 
for  more  than  forty  years  had  implied  the 
belief  that  as  free  labour  was  the  labour  of 
civilisation,  it  would  eventually  surpass 
slave  labour,  which  was  the  labour  of  bar- 
barism ;  and  he  could  conceive  nothing 
more  disastrous  or  disheartening  to  the 
cause  of  progress  and  of  freedom  through- 
out the  world,  than  that  we  should  aban- 
don that  policy  or  renounce  that  faith. 

Mil.  MANGLES  had  supported  the 
measure  of  1846,  in  ignorance,  as  he 
must   admit  with   regret,    of  the  effects 
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which  it  would  work.     He  was  also  a  hum- 
hie  hut  sincere  advocate  of  the  principles 
of  free  trade.    But  in  the  present  question, 
considerations  even  more  important  than 
free  trade  were  involved;  and  it  certainly 
was  not  in  accordance  with  the  principles 
of  free  trade,  to  expose  the  West  Indians 
to  so  fierce  a  competition,  whilst  we  tied 
their  hands  in  respect  to  free  access  to  the 
labour  market.     On  these  grounds  he  must 
oppose — though  with  unaffected  reluctance 
and  regret — the  measure  proposed  hy  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  of  which  he  was  an 
habitual  supporter.     He  hegged  to  state 
most  distinctly  that  he  had  no  connexion 
whatever  with  the  West  Indies,   and  no 
interest  in  West  India  property;  he  was, 
therefore,  in  a  condition  to  view  the  sub- 
ject  with    indifference    and    impartiality. 
The  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  he  ob- 
served, had  spoken  of  the   question  now 
before    the    House   as   one  between   the 
English    labourer   and    the    West  Indian 
labourer,  which  was  a  statement,  he  appre- 
hended, not  warranted  by  the  real  bear- 
ings of  the  case,  for  the  question  really 
was   one   between   the   consumers  of  su- 
gar and  the  owners  of  West  India  pro- 
perty ;    and    between  those    it    was    the 
duty  of  that  House  to  administer  justice 
at   any  cost.      The   claims   of  the  West 
India  interest  were  admitted  by  every  one, 
but  everybody  stopped  short  when  it  came 
to  giving  the  necessary  compensation;  and 
further,  he  thought  that  the  West  India 
proprietors  had  a  right  to  complain  that 
they  were  used  as  scapegoats,  for  all  the 
blame  of  slavery  was  cast  upon  them,  as  if 
the  real  blame  ought  not  to  attach  to  the 
nation  at  large.  England  paid  20,000,000/. 
as  a  fine  for  the  sin  which  she  had  com- 
mitted against  the  negro  race;  but  the  sum 
which  he  had  mentioned,  though  called  a 
compensation,  was  at  all  events  but  a  one- 
sided compensation,  for  it  was  forced  upon 
the   West   Indies.      They    would    much 
rather  have  kept  their  slaves.     They  were 
further  injured  by  the  premature  abolition 
of  apprenticeship.      But   as   slavery   had 
been  abolished,  he  would  say  that  the  mo- 
ment that  measure  was  resolved  upon,  it 
became  the  duty  of  the  Colonial  Office  to 
provide  for  enabling  the  West  India  pro- 
prietors to  procure  a  sufficient  supply  of 
free  labourers.     He  had  always  been  an 
earnest    promoter    of    emancipation,    but 
never    contended    that    the    emancipated 
negro  would  surpass  the  slave  in  efficiency, 
if  he  were  allowed  to  have  a  monopoly  of 
the  labour  market.     What  he  originally 
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thought,  and  thought  still,  was,  that  free 
labour — if  the  planter  were  allowed  free 
access  to  the  labour  market  of  the  world — 
would  be  found  cheaper  than  slave  la- 
bour. So  far  from  any  of  the  succes- 
sive Governments  of  this  country  tak- 
ing measures  to  procure  a  supply  of  free 
labourers,  they  had  all  been  guilty  of 
gross  omissions  in  that  respect.  The  noble 
Lord  himself  admitted  that  the  Anti- 
Slavery  Association  had  too  much  weight 
with  the  Colonial  Office;  and  the  Under  Se- 
cretary for  the  Colonies  admitted  as  much 
in  his  evidence.  The  testimony  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bristol  upon  this  point  was  wor- 
thy of  attention.    It  was  in  these  words  :— 

''  Have  you  considered  at  all  the  cost  at  which 
Africans  might  be  imported  if  there  was  no  inter- 
ference on  the  part  of  tUc  Government  ?  I  think 
the  Africans  might  be  imported  at  a  very  cheap 
rate.  I  will  only  state  what  occurred  to  myself 
when  Lord  Grey's  despatch  came  out.  I  went  to 
the  Colonial  Office  to  inquire  if  a  vessel  I  had 
sailing  then  might  call  at  the  coast  of  Africa  for 
negroes.  I  did  so,  not  on  my  own  account,  but 
on  the  account  of  a  resident  proprietor  who  was 
very  anxious  to  get  some.  From  the  Colonial 
Office,  however,  I  could  get  no  satisfactory 
answer ;  and  it  finally  ended  in  my  being  told  that 
they  had  taken  two  ships  up,  and  they  did  not 
intend  to  allow  any  more.  I  could  have  done  it 
that  week,  but  I  could  not  have  done  it  since. 
The  cost  of  getting  those  Africans  would  have 
been  very  small.  I  do  not  believe  that  it  would 
have  been  a  fortnight's  longer  voyage  for  the 
vessel  to  have  gone  round  there  than  to  have 
gone  direct :  the  vessel  had  her  supplies,  and  had 
plenty  of  room  for  the  immigrants." 

The  immigration  of  Coolies  was  stopped, 
though  besides  the  wrong  to  the  British 
planters,    it  was  a  great  injustice  to  the 
natives  of  the  East  Indies  not  to   allow 
them  to  take  their  labour  to  the  market 
where  it  was  wanted.      In  1844  a  larger 
immigration  was  urged  by  the  West  Indian 
body,  and  a  requisition   made  for  9,500 
Coolies  for  Jamaica,  Guiana,  and  Trinidad. 
To  what  extent  was  that  requisition  car- 
ried out?      Only  1,026  were  sent,  or  less 
than  l-9th  of  the  number  required.     In 
the  following  year,  a  want  of  labour  being 
still  felt,  15,000  Coolies  were  asked  for, 
and  7,315  were  sent,  or  less  than  one-half 
of  the  amount  required.     These  were  spe- 
cimens of  the  manner  in  which  the  West 
Indies  had  been  systematically  treated.    It 
could  not  be  urged  that  the  Coolie  immi/^ran^' 
were  badly  used,  and  that,  the 
their  account,  the  emigration  < 
restricted  and  stopped;  for  he  haa 
from    two  letters   of  protectors   oi  % 
emigrants,  which  would  completely 
any  such   allegation.      The  first  . 
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dated  the  10th  of  March,  1847,  was  from 
the  protector  of  emigrants  at  Madras  ; 
and  he  made  a  very  favourable  report  of 
the  condition  in  which  the  emigrants  had 
returned  to  Madras  from  the  Mauritius. 
That  officer  stated  that  he  believed  they 
were  well  satisfied  with  their  treatment; 
that  they  had,  with  few  exceptions,  got  a 
good  stock  of  clothes,  and,  independent  of 
the  passage-money  which  the  majority  had 
themselves  paid,  each  possessed,  on  the 
average,  as  the  result  of  his  earnings,  300 
rupees  (about  30^.),  and  that  some  had 
upwards  of  50^.,  and  several  S5l,  These 
were  sums  utterly  beyond  their  hopes  to 
be  able  to  accumulate  in  the  East  In- 
dies. The  second  letter  was  dated  the 
4th  of  April,  1848,  and  was  from  the 
protector  of  immigrants  at  Calcutta.  He 
stated — 

"That  the  immigrants  who  return  from  the 
Mauritius  are  generally  averse  to  show  their 
gains.  Those,  however,  who  had  returned  by  the 
last  two  ships,  besides  ornaments,  clothes,  dsc., 
had,  on  an  average,  brought  in  money  rupees  124, 
although  most  of  them  had  remained  in  the  island 
considerably  less  than  five  years,  and  had  on  that 
account  to  pay  for  their  passage  back." 

He  added,  also — 

"  That  ho  had  known  but  few,  and  they  were 
those  who  had  brought  back  neither  money  nor 
character,  express  themselves  dissatisfied  with  the 
Mauritius." 

Such  being  the   case,  he  (Mr.   Mangles) 
regretted   to  say  that  every  Government 
since  the  passing  of  the  Emancipation  Act, 
instead  of  regulating  and  taking  means  to 
carry  on    immigration  for  the  benefit  of 
both  parties,  had  impeded  and  prevented 
it;  and  now  it  was  proposed  to  grant  a 
large  sum  of  money  for  the  purpose  of  do- 
ing that  which  ought  to  have  been  done 
years  ago.      It  would  then  have  been   ef- 
fectual for  the  relief  of  the  West  Indies. 
He  thought  that,  on  account  of  this  long 
neglect  and  unjust   interference  with  the 
natural  right  of  the  planters  to  get  labour 
where  they  could,  the  West  Indies  had  the 
Strongest  possible  claim  on  this  country.  He 
knew  that  it  would  be  urged  that  it  was  not 
so  much  the  Government  that  had  thrown 
impediments  in  the  way  of  immigration  as 
public  opinion,  for  that  the  people  of  this 
country  were  so  jealous  of  any  thing  that 
might  appear  like  a  covert  resuscitation  of 
the  slave  trade,  that  they  prevented  the 
Government  taking  those  steps  which  were 
necessary  for  the  purpose  of  providing  a 
supply  of  labour  to  the  West  Indies.     He 
idmitted  that  representation;  but  if  it  were 
me,  it  was  gross  injustice  for  the  public 


now  to  turn  round  on  the  West   Indies, 
and,  after   having  prefenied  them   from 
getting  a  supply  of  cheap  labour,  to  0aj, 
"  As  you  cannot,  in  the  absence  of  cheap 
labour,  produce  cheap  sugar,  the  interest 
of  the  consumer  must  be  paramount,  and 
protection  must  be  taken  away  from  jou." 
He  believed  that  the  Anti-Slavery  Associa- 
tion were  responsible,  to  a  great  extent, 
for  the  state  of  things  now  existing,  as 
they  had  prevented  the  West  Indies  from 
getting  a  proper  supply  of  labom*.     That 
association  had,  in  fact,   done  all   in    its 
power  to  falsify  all  its  own  positions,  in 
respect  to  the  superior  cheapness  of  free 
labour,  and  to  verify  the  declarations  of  its 
opponents,  who  had  always  affirmed  that  it 
was  impossible  to  raise  tropical  produce  other- 
wise than  by  means  of  slave  labour.     He 
admitted  that  free  labour  was  the  cheap- 
est, but  that  body  was  opposed  to  immi- 
gration on  the  ground  not  only  that  it  was 
covert  slave  trade,  but  also  because  the 
admission  of  labourers  would  keep  down 
the  wages  of  the   emancipated    negroes. 
He  thought  that  the  West  Indies  ought  to 
have  had   the   advantage   of  a   sufficient 
supply  of  free  labour  at  an  earlier  period, 
for  it  was  not  fair  to  tie  their  hands  be- 
hind them,  and  then  tell  them  to  compete 
with  other   countries.      He  also   thought 
that  the  West  Indies  now  for  a  time  ought 
to  have  some  such  advantages  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Droitwich  asked  to  be  con- 
ceded to  them.     They  ought,  too,  to  have 
unrestricted  resort  to  the  labour  market, 
and  liberal  steps  should  be  taken  to  enable 
them    to    improve    their    cultivation    by, 
among  other  means,  irrigation,  which  was 
most  essential  in  tropical  countries.     We 
must  now,  in  justice,  pay  for  the  conse- 
quences  of    our    neglect    and    injustice. 
At  the  same  time,  etfcctive  and  immediate 
measures  should  be  taken  to  reduce  the 
expenses  of  the  colonial   administrations, 
lie    considered    it    most    desirable    that 
kindlier   relations   should    be    established 
between  the  colonial  authorities  and  the 
colonists;  and  that  the  authorities  should 
be  taught  that    it   was  not   merely  their 
business    to  govern  the   colonists,    but  to 
help    them   through    the   difficulties    they 
might  have  to  encounter.    For  the  reasons 
he  had  stated,  he  felt  compelled,  though 
he  did  so  with  great  pain,  to  support  the 
Amendment  in  opposition  to  the  plan  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  was  anxious  to  explain 
the  grounds  upon  which  he  had  on  a  for- 
mer occasion  voted  against  the  proposition 
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of  the  Government,  and  upon  which  he  ih- 
iended  to-night  to  support  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Memher  for  Droitwich.  He 
had  been  surprised  to  hear  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  obntend  that  the 
West  Indies  had  no  claim  whatever  upon 
Parliament  or  the  country;  and  that  as  our 
West  Indian  colonies  were  incapacitated^ 
by  circumstances  over  which  Parliament 
had  no  control,  from  competing  success- 
fully with  Cuba  and  Brazil,  the  result  must 
be  that  those  colonies  would,  before  long, 
eease  to  produce  the  chief  supply  of  sugar 
for  the  home  market,  and  that  we  must 
expect  to  obtain  our  supply  from  the  pos- 
sessions of  Spain  and  from  the  Brazils. 
The  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  J.  Russell), 
in  enunciating  his  proposition,  stated  that 
his  object  in  framing  the  resolutions  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  by  the  Government, 
was  to  adhere  to  the  principle  of  the  Act 
of  1846,  and  at  the  same  time  to  afford  to 
the  people  of  this  country  a  cheap  supply 
of  sugar;  and  the  noble  Lord  dwelt  with 
Special  emphasis  upon  the  latter  of  those 
objects.  Now,  he  must  say  he  considered 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  altogether  aban- 
doned the  principle  of  the  Act  of  1846,  by 
extending  the  period  when  the  duties  upon 
sugar  were  to  be  equalised  from  1851  to 
1854.  The  noble  Lord  might  say  that  it 
was  only  a  question  of  time,  and  that  in 
proposing  to  equalise  the  duties  on  sugar 
in  1854,  he  adhered  to  the  principle  of  the 
Act  of  1846;  but  he  (Mr.  Robinson)  con- 
sidered that  by  proposing  to  continue  pro- 
tection for  three  years  beyond  the  time 
contemplated  by  the  Act  of  1846,  the 
noble  Lord  had  abandoned  the  principle  of 
that  Act.  There  was  no  man  in  the  House 
more  fully  convinced  than  himself  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  Parliament,  by  every 
means  in  its  power,  to  cheapen  the  neces- 
saries of  life  to  the  consumer;  and  that 
duty  was  especially  incumbent  on  the  Le- 
gislature under  the  present  circumstances 
of  this  country,  when  they  had  a  constant- 
ly-growing population,  and,  he  feared,  a 
concurrent  diminution  in  the  demand  for 
labour.  But  was  the  noble  Lord  quite 
sure,  if  his  proposition  wore  adopted,  al- 
though its  effect  might  be  to  cheapen  the 
price  of  sugar  in  the  first  instance,  that  it 
would  eventually  ensure  a  supply  of  cheap 
sugar  to  the  consumers  of  this  country  ? 
He  (Mr.  Robinson)  entertained  very  great 
doubt  upon  that  subject.  He  thought  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kiddermin- 
ster (Mr.  Godson)  had  satisfactorily  shown 
that  the  effect  of  discouraging  the  growth 


of  sugar  in  oar  West  Indian  possessions 
would  be  this,  that  we  should  derive  com- 
paratively small  supplies  from  our  own 
colonies,  and  that  our  trade  in  sugar  would 
be  transferred  to  Cuba  and  the  Brazils. 
If  this  was  the  result  of  the  Govern- 
ment proposition,  they  would  merely  be 
giving  a  monopoly  to  Cuba  and  Brazil, 
instead  of  to  the  British  West  Indian 
colonies,  and  in  the  end,  probably,  the  price 
of  sugar  in  this  country  would  be  quite  as 
high,  if  not  higher,  than  at  present.  He 
was  not  going  to  enter  into  the  question  of 
West  India  distress;  but  he  might  remind 
the  House  that  various  reasons  had  been 
assigned  for  the  existence  of  that  distress. 
It  had  been  said,  that  the  West  India  plan- 
ters were  utterly  ignorant  of  the  mode  of 
cultivating  their  estates — that  they  had  in- 
dulged in  extravagance  to  such  an  extent 
that  they  had  brought  ruin  upon  them- 
selves— and  that  they  had  no  right  to  come 
to  Parliament  asking  for  assistance.  It 
had  also  been  said,  that  one  cause  of  the 
distressed  condition  of  the  West  India 
islands  was,  that  a  very  large  proportion  of 
the  property  in  those  colonies  belonged  to 
persons  residing  in  this  country,  by  whom 
it  had  been  mortgaged,  and  who  had  little 
or  no  personal  interest  in  the  estates. 
Now,  in  reply  to  this  latter  assertion,  he 
might  state,  that  many  of  the  resident 
planters  whose  estates  were  not  mortgaged, 
had  been  involved  in  the  same  ruin  with 
the  absentee  proprietors.  He  held  in  his 
hand  a  copy  of  an  address  delivered  at 
Jamaica  by  the  Hon. [Mr.  Gordon,  who  had 
resided  in  the  parish  of  St.  Andrew's,  in 
that  island,  for  thirty-six  years,  cultivating 
his  own  property,  and  who  stated,  that  when 
he  first  went  to  Jamaica,  the  value  of  the 
sugar  and  rum  produced  in  the  parish  of 
St.  Andrew's  was  175,000Z.  per  annum, 
while  it  was  now  only  15,900^.,  the  de- 
crease in  value  having  been  no  less  than 
159,000^  Mr.  Gordon  said  that,  for  him- 
self, he  was  a  ruined  man;  for  though  a 
few  years  ago  his  estates  had  yielded  him 
10,000^.  a  year,  he  did  not  at  that  time 
derive  from  them  as  many  pence.  The 
distress  of  the  colonies  had  been  admitted 
by  Sir  C.  Grey,  Lord  Harris,  and  others 
conversant  with  their  condition;  but  the 
statements  of  these  Gentlemen  had  been 
altogether  disregarded  by  the  Government. 
Indeed,  the  conduct  of  the  Government  on 
this  subject  reminded  him  of  the  Hudi- 
brastic  distich — 

**  A  man  convinced  ajorainst  his  will, 
Is  of  the  samo  opinion  still  ;*' 
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other  countries),  without  producing  ^l 
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BOSS  of  prices    waa   the    graiid    cori'^'  ' 
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for  they  seemed  determined  to  pursue  their 
own   course,   regardless  of  the  advice  of 
those  to  whom  the  administration  of  the 
colonies  had  been  committed.    It  appeared 
to  him  that  the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of 
the  Colonial  Office  acted  as  if  ho  was  a 
dictator  empowered  to  govern  the  colonies 
according  to  bis  own  will,  and  paying  no 
attention  either  to  tho  evidence   given  be- 
fore the  Committee  on   Sugar  and  Coffee 
Planting,  or  to  the  repreientationa  of  the 
colonial   governors,     ile   (Mr.    Robinson) 
had  had  experience,  during  many  years,  of 
the  conduct  of  tho  Colonial  OfHcc;  and  be 
would  not  impute  to  Eari   Grey  or  to  the 
present  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
(Mr.  Hawes)  that  which  he  beUeved  was 
imputable  to  the  constitution  of  the  office. 
He  (Mr.    Robinson)  considered   that   the 
Colonial  Office  was  the  worsiit-ndtniniatered 
portion  of  the  Government  departments. 
He  attributed  this  circumstance  in  a  great 
measure  to  the  diversity  of  interests  in  the 
colonies,  and  to  the  impossibility  that  one 
individual  could  effectually  superintend  the 
numerous  colonial  possess sions  of  this  coun- 
try; and  he  (Mr.  Robinson)  saw  no  reason 
why  a  board  similar  to  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty or  the  Board  of  Control  should  nut  bo 
established,  to  whom  should  he  committed 
the  administration  of  the  colonics.     Some 
hon.  Gentlemen  seemed  to  thitik   that  if 
one  halfpenny  or  a  penny   a  pound  was 
saved  in  the  price  of  sugar,  the  people  of 
this   country   would   be  benefited  by  the 
amount  of  that  reduction  i  but  those  Gen- 
tlemen overlooked  tho  fact  that,  although 
wo  might  give  a  somewhat  higher  price  for 
the  sugar  of  our  colonici  than  we  should 
have  to  pay  if  tho  trade  was  thrown  open. 
our  West  India  colonies  took  the  produce 
and  manufactures  of  tliis  conn  try  in  rctnni 
for  their  sugar;  and  this  interchange  wiu 
mutually  advantageous  to  the  colonies  and 
to  the  mother  country*     He  (Mr.  Robb- 
son)  had  understood  the  right  hon.  Jkrn^ 
the  Member  for  Ripon  (Sir  J,  Ora*«- 
state  the  other  night  that  ho  (Si 
ham)  supported  tho  Gavar**-*  ^ 
tion  because  he    considr 
House  adopted  the  rocor 
Committee,  or  continue' 
tcction,  it  would  be  a  ''^ 
as  regarded  free  tra' 
son's)  opinion  was,  tb 
out  what  was  callet" 
trade;  but  what  was 
described  as  the  pn 
(for  there  could  be  ^ 
relaxation  on  our  h- 


nuestion  v^- 
they  woulJ 
country^ 
aneo  mt^i^ 
ni(5nt  dt!a! 
nuppiiuB  t 
tiih  Gi 
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long)  which  would  bind  us  to  admit  the 
produce  of  some  States  that  would  furnish 
but  a  limited  supply,  that  was  no  reason  for 
throwing  the  sugar  trade  into  the  hands  of 
Cuba  and  Brazil.  Surely  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  must  have  rather  lax 
notions  of  morality  to  ply  that  argument. 
The  House  was  now  called  upon  to  affirm 
either  the  proposition  of  the  Government, 
or  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Droitwich, 
which  was  based  on  the  recommendation  of 
the  Committee.  The  measure  of  the  Go- 
vernment, he  contended,  would  not  afford 
adequate  relief  to  the  West  Indies,  while 
he  believed  that  the  one  brought  forward 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  give  relief, 
and  at  the  same  time  restore  confidence  to 
all  interested  in  the  trade  of  those  colonies. 
For  these  reasons  he  should  give  his  sup- 
port to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Droitwich. 

Mb.  OSWALD  had  heard  nothing  from 
Gentlemen  opposite  connected  with  the 
Government  that  could  induce  him  to  give 
his  vote  in  favour  of  their  measure.  He 
had  generally  been  in  the  habit,  when  the 
Government  brought  forward  a  question  of 
difficult  solution,  of  waiting  till  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Tam worth 
gave  his  opinion;  and  he  had  done  so  in 
this  instance;  but  he  must  say  that  in  no- 
thing that  fell  from  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  he  found  more  reason  for  support- 
ing the  measure  than  in  what  had  fallen 
from  the  authors  of  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated,  that  if  they  voted  for  the 
former  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Droitwich,  they  would,  by  so  doing, 
declare  that  the  measure  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  very  inadequate  and  inept. 
Now,  it  was  just  because  he  thought 
that  was  the  proper  character  of  the 
measure  that  he  voted  in  the  minority. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  he  could 
not  agree  to  give  protectiion  to  the  West 
India  interest;  but  what  had  they  in  the 
measure  now  brought  before  the  House 
by  the  Government,  if  they  had  not  in- 
creased protection  for  that  interest  ?  They 
proposed  to  increase  the  protection  by  de- 
parting from  the  Act  of  1846;  and  there- 
fore they  had  incurred  the  censure  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  cast  upon  any 
measure  that  involved  protection  to  the 
West  Indies.  In  1846,  he  (Mr.  Oswald) 
voted  for  the  measure  which  the  Govern- 
ment then  brought  forward;  but  he  must 
confess  that  he  did  so  upon  inadequate  in- 
formation. He  did  so  before  they  had  ob- 
tained that  mass  of  information  which  the 


noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lynn  had  been 
the  means  of  giving  them — information  for 
which  they  owed  him  a  large  debt  of  gra- 
titude, because  he  thought  he  had  shown 
in  a  new  light  a  much  vexed  question. 
They  had  now  under  their  consideration 
the  present  measure  of  the  Government; 
and,  as  he  had  already  said,  that  measure 
was  in  no  degree  supported  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Tamworth 
with  any  good  arguments.  But  what  had 
they  seen  in  that  House  ?  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  the  chair  (Mr.  Bemal),  in  a 
speech  in  which  nothing  was  **  lame  and 
impotent  **  but  its  conclusion,  had  certainly 
proved  to  every  one  who  had  listened  to 
him  that  the  measure  of  the  Government 
was  in  the  highest  degree  inexpedient. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Coventry,  too,  had  uttered  a  warning  voice, 
such  as  he  was  accustomed  to  utter;  but 
they  had  not  attended  to  it.  And  when 
he  turned  to  the  press  of  the  metropolis^ 
and  of  the  country,  he  found  one  universal 
chorus  of  dissent  from  this  measure.  Were 
they  in  that  House  to  sing  another  song  ? 
If  they  were,  then  he  thought  the  time 
was  come  for  taking  into  their  serious  con- 
sideration the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose.  The  Committee  of  the 
noble  Lord  had  recommended  a  differential 
duty  of  IO5.  for  six  years  in  favour  of  the 
West  India  planters.  That  recommenda- 
tion had  been  made  by  a  Committee  who 
had  paid  great  attention  to  the  subject, 
and  it  was  proposed  to  them  by  a  free- 
trader. His  right  bon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Oxford  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  had  sketched  a  plan  which  he 
thought  would  have  been  better  than  that 
of  the  Government;  hot  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  possess  that  official  in- 
formation which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
did  to  enable  him  to  bring  it  in  such  a 
shape  before  the  House  as  that  they  could 
fairly  judge  of  it.  He  would,  therefore, 
take  the  liberty  of  dismissing  that  plan 
from  his  consideration;  and,  seeing  nothing 
before  him  but  the  plan  of  the  Government 
and  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Droit- 
wich (Sir  J.  Pakington),  he  must  say  he 
was  prepared  to  support  the  latter.  He 
would  do  so,  perfectly  ready  to  meet  any 
taUnt  of  inconsistency  that  might  be 
thrown  out  against  him.  He  was  afraid 
there  had  been  too  much  inconsistency  in 
that  House  for  many  years  to  make  such  a 
taunt  have  much  force.  When  he  looked 
to  the  state  of  the  West  Indies  as  laid  be- 
fore the  Committee,  he  could  see  the  full 
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amount  of  the  injustice  they  bad  commit- 
ted. He  would  not  enter  upon  that  evi- 
dence, but  would  read  a  very  few  lines 
from  a  paper  called  the  Economist,  That 
paper  told  them  that  after  emancipation — 

**  the  Legislature  of  this  country,  in  compliance 
with  the  demands  of  public  opinion,  imposed  se- 
rious restrictions  not  alone  upon  the  supply  of 
free  labour,  but  also  upon  the  conditions  on  which 
it  could  be  engaged,  which  tended  in  a  very  great 
degree  to  disturb  the  labour  market,  unduly  to 
enhance  wages,  to  promote  habits  of  indolence 
end  irregularity  on  the  part  of  the  working  popu- 
lation, and  entirely  to  destroy  that  wholesome  and 
valuable  check  which  competition  alone  can 
place  upon  the  habits  and  demands  of  a  free  la- 
bouring people." 

The  same  paper  told  them  that  the  produce 
of  sugar  in  the  West  Indian  colonies  de- 
creased in  the  seven  years  that  elapsed 
from  1834  to  1841;  and  it  went  on  to 
say— 

"  This  was  the  obvious  consequence  of  undue 
restrictions  on  the  supply  of  labour,  aggravated 
by  the  increased  competition  on  the  part  of  the 
planter,  stimulated  as  he  was  by  high  prices  and 
protection." 

It  appeared  to  him  that  the  inadequate  sup- 
ply of  labour,  as  was  here  stated,  origin- 
ating in  the  abolition  of  the  apprenticesh  p 
was  the  great  injustice  that  this  country 
had  imposed  upon  the  colonies.  He  be- 
lieved that  that  House  was  responsible  for 
the  injustice,  and  must  pay  the  price. 
The  had  heard  much  of  consumers,  and 
he  knew  that  every  old  lady  in  Ayrshire 
liked  a  good  deal  of  sugar  in  her  tea  and 
her  whisky  toddy,  but  not  one  old  lady 
would  wish  to  rob  the  grocer  to  obtain  it. 
If,  however,  they  had  robbed  the  West 
Indians,  and  if  it  was  necessary,  in  order 
to  repair  that  injustice,  to  pay  a  penny  a 
pound  more  for  sugar,  he  was  certain  that 
all  his  old  lady  friends  would  say  they 
would  rather  take  a  little  less  than  formerly, 
and  thus  rob  no  one.  It  was  easy  to  come 
to  that  House  and  talk  of  sympathy — to 
admit  and  lament  the  distress  which  had 
fallen  upon  the  West  Indies — but  sympathy 
was  of  no  use  whatever,  unless  it  was  at- 
tended with  a  sacrifice,  to  show  that  it  did 
not  come  merely  from  the  lips,  but  from 
the  heart.  He  did  not  know  what  the 
opinion  in  Manchester  might  be  on  this 
matter;  but  he  could  answer  for  every 
man,  woman,  and  child  in  the  county  that 
he  represented,  that  they  would  all  be 
ready  to  make  a  sacrifice.  People  read 
perhaps  in  a  newspaper  of  the  fall  of  some 
mighty  commercial  house,  and  their  sym- 
pathies were  excited;  but  they  know  not 
all  the  sorrow  which  that  fall  occasioned — 


a  sorrow  which  no  language  eotild  express, 
and  which  those  only  who  had  felt  it  could 
comprehend.  He  knew  one  bouae,  of  most 
respectable  character,  the  founders  of 
which  were  men  sprung  from  the  peof^, 
of  whom  Gentlemen  on  the  other  aide  of  the 
House  were  always  talking.  These  men 
left  what  was  supposed  to  be  an  ample 
fortune;  but  at  the  hour  he  was  speaking 
there  were  twelve  families  descended  from 
and  connected  with  them,  not  knowiDg 
where  to  get  their  bread,  or  where  to  lay 
their  head;  and  this,  as  was  told  in  the 
circular  which  related  their  tale,  was  the 
result  of  the  legislation  of  that  House  in 
1846.  He  believed  them,  for  they  were 
Scotch  merchants,  who  never  said  a  thing 
that  was  not.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Ripon  (Sir  J.  Graham)  had 
said  he  was  unable  to  discover  that  the 
change  of  1846  had  caused  any  psJpable 
increase  in  the  slave  trade.  Good  God ! 
where  had  that  right  hon.  Gentleman 
been  ?  60,000  slaves  in  1846,  and  63,000 
in  1847,  against  32,000  in  the  two  quin- 
quennial periods  that  preceded  those  years ! 
Was  that  not  an  increase  in  the  slave 
trade  ?  Was  the  evidence  of  Captain 
Birch,  of  Captain  Portesfield,  and  other 
men  who  had  a  full  knowledge  of  the  facts, 
to  go  for  nothing  ?  Had  not  Captain  Biroh 
told  them  that  there  had  been  a  resurrec- 
tion of  the  slave  trade  with  Cuba,  which 
was  extinct  eighteen  months  ago  ?  and  had 
not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  read  what 
our  own  Commissioners  had  said  on  this 
subject  ?  Had  he  not  read  the  letters  of 
**  Jacob  Omnium  V*  If  not,  he  would  re- 
commend him  to  read  them,  written  as 
they  were  in  pure  sterling  English.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester  attempted  to 
show  that  there  was  no  increase  of  the 
slave  trade  in  consequence  of  the  Act  of 
1846.  That  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  cotton 
spinner.  He  knew  something  of  cotton 
spinners,  for  he  was  the  son  of  a  cotton 
spinner;  and  they  knew  very  well  the  ugly 
fact  that  in  1846  the  slave  trade  did  in- 
crease. The  evidence  of  the  naval  officers 
examined  before  the  Committee  established 
that  fact;  and  with  all  the  respect  he  had 
for  the  aftirmation  of  the  body  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  belonged,  he  would  take  the 
word  of  British  naval  officers  against  even 
that  affirmation,  and  against  that  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ripon. 
They  had  heard,  indeed,  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  T  am  worth 
some  hopes  held  out  to  them  of  brighter 
days,  when  slavery  would  vanish  from  the 
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earth.  lie  told  us  that  a  time  was  coming 
wheu  the  slave  iu  Cuba  and  the  slave  in 
Brazil  would  no  longer  be  a  slave.  He 
told  us  that  a  time  was  coming  when  the 
slave  would  spring  a  freeman  from  his 
fetters.  But  the  unfortunate  thing  is  that 
the  same  glorious  vision  presented  itself  to 
the  view  of  Curran  when  he  uttered  those 
eloquent  words  with  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  closed  his  speech.  Curran 
sleeps  in  his  grave,  but  the  slave  is  in  his 
fetters  still — still  borne  over  the  Atlantic 
from  his  home  to  a  sterner  fate  than  when 
Curran  lived. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  As  it  has  been  my  duty,  on  more 
than  one  occasion  to  address  the  House  on 
this  subject,  I  trust  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  spoken  will  not  think  me 
guilty  of  any  discourtesy  if  I  abstain  from 
following  him  into  the  discussion  of  those 
topics  which  have  been  raised  in  former 
debates,  and  to  which  on  former  occasions 
I  have  adverted,  and  if  I  confine  myself  to 
the  consideration  of  the  views  which  have 
been  stated  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
moved  this  Resolution  as  an  amendment 
on  the  proposition  of  the  Government. 
I  shall  also  follow  the  example  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  in  confining  myself  to  the  ques- 
tion as  it  has  now  been  brought  forward; 
because  I  entirely  agree  with  what  has 
been  said  as  to  the  infinite  value  of  time 
in  this  matter.  The  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Droitwich  is  to  reduce  the 
duty  on  colonial  sugar  from  145.  to  lOs. 
per  cwt.,  instead  of  reducing  it  from  145. 
to  135.,  in  order  to  preserve  a  differential 
duty  of  IO5.  on  foreign  sugar  in  favour  of 
colonial  sugar.  The  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
poses to  retain  it  for  a  period  of  three  years; 
though  he  considers  the  continuance  of 
that  differential  duty  for  an  indefinite  period 
esseutially  necessary  to  restore  and  main- 
tain the  prosperity  of  the  West  Indies. 
He  also  anticipated  to  a  certain  extent  the 
objections  which  may  be  made  to  the  pro- 
position he  has  submitted  to  the  House. 
Those  objections  are  that  the  increase  of 
protection  which  it  gives  to  the  producer 
is  opposed  to  the  interest  of  the  consumer, 
and  that  it  is  calculated  to  operate  against 
the  revenue  of  the  country.  On  both 
grounds  I  object  to  the  hon.  Gestlemun  s 
proposition.  He  thought  tliat  the  arsrumeui 
was  with  him  when  he  reminded  us  tuai 
we  were  charged  with  the  interest!-  ol  tim 
empire  at  large,  and  that  liiereion*  w- 
ou;rlit  not  U)  neglect  thoM'  oi  tii"  *^v*ii 
Indies.     I  feel  that  must  atnm'j^  . .     jjixz 


I  there  are  other  interests  besides  those  on 

I  which  he  makes  his  appeal;  and  if  the  in- 
terests of  the  producers  in  the  West  Indies 
ought  on  the  one  hand  to  bo  consulted,  I 
must  say  also  that  the  interests  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  who  are  the  great 
body  of  the  consumers,  are,  on  the  other, 
not  to  be  left  out  of  consideration;  that  they 
are  a  body  who  are  entitled  to  our  careful 
consideration.     But  I  am  not  prepared  to 
maintain  permanently  a  system  of  protec- 
tion,  thereby  enhancing  the  price  of  the 
articles  they  consume,    for  the  exclusive 
benefit  of  the  West   Indies.      The  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down  talks  as  if 
no  sacrifice  would  be  made  by  this  country 
if  the  price  of  sugar  were  enhanced  by  a 
protective  duty  of  IO5.     On  former  occa- 
sions I  have  stated  to  what  amount  that 
protection  goes.      If  any  hon.  Gentleman 
will  refer  to  the  papers  now  on  the  table, 
he  will  find  a  statement  showing  the  price- 
of  colonial  and  foreign  sugar  at  the  sami 
time,  under  different  duties.  [Mr.  Oswaij  : 
I  did  not  say  a  word  about  that.]     Tii- 
hon.   Gentleman   talked   of   monev   i)em. 
sacrificed  as  well  as  consistency.   Tiio  torn- 
which  housed  were  very  vague,  hut  hcpftot- 
ed  to  think  some  sacrifice  would  uo.  Tnai. 
He  spoke  of  old  ladies  in  Ayrshiro.  wim  ii 
sugar  with  their  tea  or  their  whifcLv  t^mI. 
I  venture  to  express  a  doubt  who.ti.      i 
population  of  this  country  wnT...i         -.• 
pared  to  pay  the  enhanced  nn-*        zii' 
which  the    long  continuano*-  r.*  n— r:     1 
would  produce.     He   seeuji-.i   -.  i:l 
additional  price  was  ]m\t\  im     -         *    - 
sition  of  the   ri^ht   in. 

I  Member  for  Tamwon. 
the   trouble   t(i   cnicii:.'  - 
sugar  which  was  imim: 
which   was   paid   t.,- 
years,    h<?  wili   t:  •  : 
those    years   in*    t 
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pared  to  maintain  tbo  amoimt  of  dutj  insiat- 
ed  upoti  by  tlie  hoii.  Member  for  Droitwicli 
&»  requisite  to  enable  tbe  colonial  producer 
to  enter  into  that  com  petition.  Tiie  House 
of  Commons  has  determined  that  the  sys- 
tem of  proteetiou  shall  cease  and  deter- 
mine, I  Imve  been  aeeuaed  of  misquoting 
what  fell  from  tbe  hon.  Member  for  Leo- 
minster {Afr*  Uarkly).  I  did  not  misquote  i 
him*  I  understood  him  to  state  that^  as  he 
had  been  for  free  trade  in  eorn»  he  was  for 
free  trade  in  sugar.  I  am  not  prepared 
to  go  back.  I  would  not,  under  any 
circumstances,  ask  the  restoration  of  the 
protection  which  has  been  removed  from 
corn  and  from  sugar  ;  but  I  am  not 
prepared  to  remove  at  once  all  protec- 
tion from  the  West  Indian  producer.  My 
right  bon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Co- 
ventry and  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
have  commented  in  rather  severe  terras  on 
Members  of  the  Government  for  adverting 
to  the  extravagant  system  of  management 
in  the  West  Indies.  The  wasteful  manage- 
ment of  estates  appeared  from  the  evi- 
dence of  the  West  Indians  themselves. 
Butp  so  far  from  being  considered  a  charge 
against  themi  tlie  vtiry  circumstance  that 
there  has  been  an  unnecessary  expenditure 
on  estates  opens  a  source  of  hope  to  tbe 
West  Indies^  because  if  there  is  to  be  a  re- 
duction of  the  cost  of  producing  sugar,  in 
order  to  cuable  them  to  compete  witb  slave- 
growing  countries,  they  have  the  satisfac- 
tion of  knowing  that  they  have  the  prospect 
of  attaining  that  object  by  retlucing  their 
present  rate  of  expenditure,  Hon,  Gen- 
tlemen, indeed,  who  have  spoken  on  former 
occasions^  looked  forward  to  such  a  reduc- 
tion of  expenditure.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Guildlord  said  he  was  perfectly  con- 
vinced that  before  long  free-labour  sugar 
woulil  be  tbe  cheapest  grown  sugar  in  the 
world;  be  looked  to  that,  and  to  that 
alone,  for  putting  down  slavery;  and  if  it  is 
not  true  that  there  lias  been  waste  and 
extravagance  in  the  management  of  West 
Indian  estates  hitherto — ^waste  and  extra- 
vagance which  may  no w^  be  retrenched — 
the  best  ground  of  hope  the  West  Indians 
can  have,  is  cut  away  from  under  their  feet. 
A  main  objection  to  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Droitwich  is  on  tbe  score 
of  revenue.  It  ia  said  we  have  given  too 
flonnshing  an  account  of  the  revenue  for  this 
year.  I  can  only  say»  I  did  not  consider  it 
a  Nourishing  account  at  all;  but  1  was  re- 
quested by  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
to  show  what  was  the  present  prospect 
as  to  the  revenue,  aad  to  give  some  ear- 


nest to  the  House  that  the  Government 
has  not  been  neglectful  of  wltat  is  the 
primary  duty  of  a  Govenmicut — equalis- 
ing the  income  and  expenditure ;  and, 
so  far  as  we  could  show,  and  so  far  as 
we  could  state,  what  was  the  prospect  of 
such  equalisation,  I  was  bound,  in  answer 
to  such  aa  appeal,  to  show  that  the  stat 
of  things  was  not  so  bad  as  wo  bad  reason 
to  expect  at  an  earlier  period  of  the  year. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  also  thought  that  I 
had  cast  a  slur  on  the  Committee  to  which 
he  belonged,  and  felt  as  if  we  were  relieved 
from  the  responsibility  of  proposing  reduc- 
tion a,  I  never  felt  for  a  moment  that  any 
responsibility  had  been  taken  off  tbe  Go- 
vernment, or  that  we  had  been  relieved 
from  our  duty  of  doing  what  we  could  in 
the  matter;  and,  so  far  from  having  under- 
valued the  labours  of  that  Committee, 
which  I  estimate  as  highly  as  any  one  can, 
I  said  nothing  m  derogation  of  the  services 
they  have  rendered  in  the  performance  of 
tbcir  duty.  But,  after  all,  the  Miscellaneous 
Estimates  have  been  laid  on  the  table  of  the 
House.  I  stated  nothing  hut  what  every 
Member  who  chose  to  examine  them  was 
as  well  aware  of  as  myself.  So  far  as 
that  Committee  is  concerned,  I  am  satis- 
fied that  nothing  I  said  can  he  construed 
into  a  reproach  or  want  of  courtesy  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend.  The  lion.  Member  for 
Droitwich  seems  to  think  I  have  misrepre- 
sented tbe  probable  loss  of  revenue  under 
bis  proposition.  I  stated  distinctly,  that 
the  first  loss  on  the  proposal  be  has  made 
was  950,00001.,  and  that  the  first  loss  on 
the  proposal  of  tbe  Government  was 
240,0U0L  It  is  utterly  impossible  to  dis- 
pute that  fact.  The  first  is  n  reduction  of 
4?,  per  ton;  tbe  second  of  IL  per  ton; 
consequently,  tbe  risk  attending  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Gentleman  is,  by 
720,000^,  greater  than  tlie  risk  wbieli 
ntteuds  that  of  the  Government.  That  is 
indic^putable.  I  said,  it  was  mnch  more 
easy  to  make  up  a  loss  of  240,000/.  than 
of  960,000^,  1  don't  think  it  is  disput- 
able that  the  probabirtties  are  nmcii  less  in 
favour  of  making  up  so  large  a  loss  as  that 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman's  proposal  would 
entail.  The  only  mode  in  which  the  loss 
can  ho  made  up  is  by  increased  consump- 
tion. The  amount  which  wdl  be  received 
from  the  probably  increased  consumption 
depend*?,  first,  on  the  amount  consumed, 
and,  secondly,  on  the  proportion  in  which 
that  consumption  consists  of  foreign  and  of 
colonial  sutrar.  First,  as  to  the  amount. 
The  hon,  Member  for  Droitwich  followed 
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the  estimate  given  in  the  resolutions  pro- 
posed by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
King's    Lynn,    in    the    Committee    over 
which  he  presided.     That  estimate  stated 
the  probable  consumption  for  the  next  year 
at  325,000  tons.     That  I  think  an  exces- 
sive estimate.     I  should  be  happy  to  farm 
the  sugar  duties  at  the  rate  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  puts  the  consumption.     But  I 
have   no   hope   that   it    will    reach    that 
amount.     The  calculation   implies  an  in- 
creased consumption  of  35,000  tons  in  the 
course  of  a  year.     If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
looks  to  former  years,  he  will  see  there  is 
only  one  year  in  which  anything  like  that 
increase  of  consumption   took  place.     In 
1845  there  was  an  increase  of  38,000  tons. 
But  that  was  a  year  in  which  those  duties 
were  largely  reduced,  and  the  imports  of 
free-labour  sugar  were  increased — it  was 
a   year    of   very  considerable   prosperity. 
Everything  tended  to  produce  an  increased 
consumption  of  sugar,  and  that  to  so  ex- 
traordinary a  degree,  that  nobody  in  his 
senses  would  think  of  basing  his  calcula- 
tions  for  the  present  period   on  the   ex- 
perience  of  that    single    year.      But    in 
any    other   year    the   increase    has    not 
exceeded  23,000   tons,  and   the  average 
increase    does   not  exceed   20,000    tons, 
which    is    the    highest    amount   I     ven- 
ture to  hope  will  be  the  increase  on  the 
consumption  for  next   year.      Remember 
that  the  proposal  which  the  Government 
makes,  arrests,  so   far  as  legislation  can 
affect  prices,  any  fall  in  sugar  from  the  pre- 
ceding year.     The  price  for  next  year  will 
depend  on  the  price  of  the  cheapest  sugar 
of   any  given    quality,  together  with  the 
amount  of  the  foreign  duty.     Looking  at 
the  necessity  for  obtaining  a  large  supply 
of  sugar,  and  also   at   the  necessity  for 
maintaining  the  cultivation  of  sugar  in  the 
West  Indies,  I  think  that  we  are  justified 
in  continuing  a  burden  upon  the  consumer 
for   a   time;   but  1   admit,  that   the  pro- 
bable effect  of   our   measure  is  to  arrest 
the  fall  of  sugar.     The   increase  in  the 
consumption  for  next  year  may  amount  to 
from  15,000  to  20,000  tons;  but  it  appears 
to  me  that  there  are  no  grounds  whatever 
for  thinking  that  the  increase  will  be  equal 
to  that  which  took  place  in  1845.  I  think, 
too,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  equally 
mistaken  in  the  proportions  which  foreign 
and   colonial  sugar  bear   to   each   other. 
The  report  of  the  Committee  states,  that 
the  importation  of  colonial  sugar  is  likely  to 
be  200,000  tons;  and  the  report  goes  on  to 
say,   that  the  stock  of  colonial  sugar  in 


hand  is  from  60,000  tons  to  65,000  tons, 
which  would  give  an  amount  of  colonial 
sugar  which  might  enter  into  consumption 
in  the  course  of  the  next  year  of  265,000 
tons.     Now,  let  it  be  remembered  that  the 
owners  of  colonial  sugar  will  have  every  in- 
ducement to  enter  for  consumption  as  much 
as  possible  this  year;  and  therefore,  when 
we  see  that  there  are  265,000  tons  of  co- 
lonial sugar  which  may  be  entered  for  home 
consumption,  I  do  not  know  why  the  hon. 
Gentleman  should  suppose  that  only  225,000 
tons  of  colonial  sugar  will  be  entered.     I 
have  received  an    estimate  of    the  sugar 
which  will  probably  come  in  very  diifercnt 
from  that  on  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
lies, and  that  estimate  places  the  entry  at 
from  230,000  tons  to  260,000  tons.     Add 
that  to  the  stock  in  hand,  and  it  will  give 
upwards  of  300,000  tons  of  colonial  sugar, 
which  we  might  possibly  hove  entered  in 
the  course  of  the  next  year.     It  is  impos- 
sible for  me  to  say  whether  the  estimate 
to  which  I  have  referred  is  accurate  or 
not;  but  it  was  sent  to  me  some  time  ago 
by  a  high  authority  in  the  City,  without 
reference  to  this  debate,  and  it  has  been  in 
my  possession  six  weeks  or  more.     But, 
even   taking   the   statement  of   the   hon. 
Gentleman  to  be  the  more  correct  calcula- 
tion,  I  cannot  see  why  250,000  tons  of 
colonial  sugar  should  not  be  entered  next 
year,  or  at  least  as  large  an  amount  as 
that    entered    in    the    year    preceding — 
namely,  240,000  tons.     I  have  been  told 
that  I  made  a  sanguine  calculation  when 
I  reckoned  on  an  increase  of  from  15,000 
to  20,000  tons  in  the  course  of  the  year, 
the  whole  of  which  would  be  foreign  sugar, 
because  the  entries  of  foreign  sugar  had  of 
late  been  falling  off.     I  stated  before  that 
my  calculation  was,  that  from  305,000  to 
310,000  tons  might  be  entered  for  home 
consumption  in  the  course  of  the  ensuing 
year,    and  I  do  not  think  it  will  exceed 
310,000  tons.     Unless  the  consumption  is 
large,  and  the  amount  of  foreign  sugar  is 
increased,  there  is  no  probability  of  an  ac- 
cession  of  revenue.     I   may   gain   about 
40«000Z.,  but   I  shall  be  quite  satisfied  if 
the  revenue  next  year  is  no  lower  than  the 
year  preceding.     I  do  not  feel  disposed  to 
take  a  desponding  view  of  the  subject,  but 
I  shall  be  quite  satisfied  if  I  do  not  lose  by 
the  reduction  of  the  duty.     I  confess  that  I 
have  made  that  reduction  with  unwilling- 
ness; but  the  emergency  is  certainly  great, 
and  I  am  ready  to  go  as  far  as  I  can  with 
safety  to  the  revenue  in  order  to  meet  that 
emergency.      The  right  hon.   Gentleman 
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the  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
thinks  that  I  have  gone  too  far;  but  taking 
into  consideration  all  the  circumstances  of 
the  West  Indies,  I  think  I  may  run  the 
risk  of  reducing  colonial  sugar  Is.  per  cwt. 
I  think,  upon  the  whole,  I  have  taken  a 
reasonable  and  fair  estimate  of  the  pro- 
bable consumption  and  proportion  of  sugar; 
and  I  hope  ;!  am  justified  in  calculating 
that  the  reduction  of  duty  will  not  entail 
any  ioss  on  the  revenue,  pr  at  least  any  se- 
rious loss.  I  must,  therefore,  resist  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 

Mr.  M.  GIBSON  said,  that  as  a  Mem- 
ber  of  the  Committee  which  inquired  into 
the  alleged  distress  in  the  sugar  and  coffee- 
growing  colonies,  he  was  desirous  of  making 
a  few  observations,  and  they  should  be  but 
few,  on  the  question  now  before  the  Com- 
mittee. His  hon.  Colleague  (Mr.  Bright) 
had  submitted  a  Motion  on  Friday  night  on 
which  he  should  have  wished  to  address  the 
House  if  an  opportunity  had  been  afforded 
h^n;  but  he  would  not  now,  as  that  was 
pot  the  question  immediately  before  hon. 
Members,  draw  any  comparison  between 
^e  measure  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
as  a  whole,  and  the  law  of  1846  as  it  stood 
on  the  Statute-book.  He  would  dimply 
express  his  regret  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  thought  fit  to  depart  from 
the  law  of  1846.  He  had  been  in  hopes 
that  the  law  of  1846  was  a  final  settlement 
of  the  sugar  question,  and  that  the  House 
would  never  be  called  on  again  to  discuss 
the  sugar  duties  with  reference  to  any 
other  question  than  the  revenue  of  the 
State.  He  contended,  that  when  the 
House  of  Commons  went  into  a  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means,  they  had  nothing  to  do 
with  sugar-growing  countries,  or  the  pro- 
mts of  particular  interests,  and  that  the 
x)nly  thing  they  had  to  consider  was,  in 
what  manner  they  should  levy  a  duty 
which  was  adequate  to  the  necessities  of 
the  public  revenue.  And  yet  what  had 
this  debate  been  about  ?  Por  one  word 
that  had  been  spoken  about  the  revenue  of 
the  State,  there  had  been  ten  uttered  about 
the  necessity  of  providing  a  revenue  for 
individuals.  It  was  a  monstrous  thing 
that  they  never  could  discuss  the  question 
of  raising  a  tax  upon  the  people,  without 
encountering  some  proposition  for  trans- 
ferring a  portion  of  that  tax  into  the 
pockets  of  some  section  or  other  of  the 
community.  He  was  prepared,  notwith- 
,8tanding,  to  meet  the  case  on  the  grounds 
alleged  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  in  re- 
ference to  the  distress  of  the  colonial  in- 


terests; and  he  contended,  that  if  they 
were  to  discuss  that  distress,  and  the  pro- 
position for  relieving  that  distr^s  at  the 
public  expense,  they  ought  to  scrutinise  th^ 
claims  made  with  great  accuracy  and 
minuteness.  It  must  be  recollected,  that 
hon.  Members  were  not  sitting  there  with 
a  mine  fit  their  feet,  into  which  they  could 
dip  their  hands  for  gold,  without  reference 
to  the  interests  of  the  other  people  of  this 
country.  W^hen  they  relieved  parties  from 
the  public  Exchequer,  they  merely  trans- 
ferred a  portion  of  the  taxes  into  their 
pockets,  which  taxes  were  paid  bj  the  rest 
of  their  fellow-countrymen.  They  took 
from  some  to  give  to  others,  and  therefor^ 
they  were  bound,  as  trustees  of  the  public 
funds,  to  watch  these  claims  on  the  ground 
of  distress,  or  of  alleged  justice,  witk  .great 
vigilance.  Let  the  House  then  consider 
what  this  distress  was,  and  let  him  remind 
hon.  Gentlemen  of  the  time  at  which  thi^ 
appeal  on  the  part  of  the  West  Indies  had 
been  made.  This  distressed  interest  was 
not  the  only  distressed  interest  in  the  coua- 
try.  There  had  been  distress — there  had 
been  failures — there  had  been  bankrupt- 
cies elsewhere.  He  could  tell  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  that  he  believed  the  cotr 
ton  trade  of  Manchester  had,  in  1847,  lost 
an  amount  equal  to  that.  [C^ers,]  He 
understood  that  cheer,  but  he  was  merely 
stating  a  fact.  It  was  his  belief  that 
many  great  losses  had  been  sustained  by 
that  interest;  and  the  House  was  not  to 
suppose  that  they  had  not  been  sufferers 
because  they  did  not  come  there  to  ask  in 
forma  pauperis  for  a  portion  of  the  tribute 
which  had  been  levied  on  their  fellow-sub- 
jects.  When  he  was  interrupted  by  the 
cheer,  he  was  about  to  state,  that  he  be- 
lieved the  losses  in  the  cotton  trade  ip 
1847  reached  as  great  a  value  as  all  the 
exported  produce  of  the  British  West  In- 
dies. He  believed  more.  He  believed 
that  by  keeping  their  hands  employed  at  a 
loss,  they  had,  out  of  their  own  capital, 
maintained  the  population  and  tranquillity 
of  these  districts.  He  only  reminded  hon. 
Gentlemen  of  these  facts,  because  it  was  at 
the  expense  of  those  concerned  in  the  fo- 
reign trade  of  the  country — at  the  expense 
mainly  of  those  parties  who  themselves 
had  great  difficulties  to  contend  with — ^that 
it  was  proposed  to-night  to  give  relief  to 
the  West  India  interest.  It  was  by  pro- 
scribing, to  some  extent,  the  foreign  trade 
of  the  country — by  lessening  the  commer- 
cial returns — by  limiting  the  supply  of  fo- 
reign  sugar,    which   was   exchanged    for 
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BritUh  manufactures — that  it  was  now  | 
proposed  to  confer  a  benefit  on  the  West 
India  cdonies.  But  he  begged  to  caution 
hon.  Members  not  to  place  too  much  confi- 
dence in  the  allegation  of  individuals  be- 
fore the  Committee  as  to  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction in  the  British  West  Indies  as  com- 
pared with  slavedealing  countries,  for  if 
there  was  one  species  of  evidence  he  dis- 
trusted more  than  another — if  there  was 
one  kind  of  testimony  brought  before  Com- 
mittees of  that  House  which  was  less  wor- 
thy of  4;onfidence  than  another — it  was  evi- 
dence as  to  cost  of  production  and  remu- 
nerating prices.  Could  anything  be  more 
obvious  than  that  it  was  perfectly  easy  to 
get  Gentlemen  to  go  into  a  Committee- 
room  who  were  interested  in  the  growing 
gr  sale  of  a  particular  article,  and  tell  them 
that  they  could  not  produce  or  sell  it  under 
n  very  extraordinary  remunerating  price  ? 
Why,  whom  did  they  examine  ?  Only  in- 
terested parties.  They  brought  witnesses 
into  the  Committee-room,  and  said,  **  Now, 
tell  us  the  least  you  can  produce  your  com- 
modity at,  and  what  is  the  least  you  can 
Afford  to  sell  it  at,  because  we  are  engaged 
in  investigating  those  points,  and  if  you  toll 
US  that  the  price,  as  compared  with  the 
cost  of  production,  is  insufficient,  we  will 
make  it  sufficient."  They  might  depend 
japon  it  that  witnesses,  with  ideas  like  these 
in  their  heads,  would  be  sure  to  state  a 
good  remunerating  price  to  the  Committee, 
in  order  to  get  from  them  as  high  protection 
^  possible.  Hon.  Members  would  recol- 
lect what  was  said  about  corn.  At  one 
period,  farmers  and  country  gentlemen 
were  ready  to  come  before  Committees  of 
that  House,  and  tell  them  that  they 
could  not  grow  corn  under  1205.  a  quar- 
ter— ^then  it  was  90s,  a  quarter — then  60^. 
Bat  hon.  Members  now  knew  what  exag- 
gerations these  were — they  knew  how  little 
credit  they  deserved,  from  the  facts  which 
had  since  come  out.  But  persons  came 
from  the  colonies  and  told  Gentlemen  who 
liad  pever  seen  a  sugar  cane  the  most  ex- 
traordinary stories  about  the  cost  of  culti- 
vation. Every  conceivable  sum  had  been 
aamed  that  could  enter  the  mind  of  man 
as  the  cost  of  producing  a  hundred-weight 
of  sugar.  Let  any  Gentleman  state  what 
8um  he  wished  sugar  to  be  produced  at, 
And  he  would  name  it  to  them  out  of  the 
report  of  the  evidence.  The  cost  of  pro- 
duciog  sugar  in  the  British  West  Indies 
■had  been  stated  at  4:8.  per  cwt. — it  had 
been  stated  at  Ss.  per  cwt. — it  had  been 
stated  at  lOs.  per  cwt. — it  had  been  stated 
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at  H.  per  cwt. — and  one  man  had  said  that 
the  cost  of  producing  sugar  in  one  year 
was  16^.  sterling  per  cwt.!  If  any  Gen- 
tleman would  turn  to  the  evidence,  he  would 
find  that  he  (Mr.  Gibson)  was  not  in  the 
least  overstating  the  case.  He  was  per- 
suaded that  if  the  statement  contained  in 
that  evidence,  as  to  the  cost  of  production, 
were  submitted  to  twelve  impartifd  men, 
who  had  no  political  or  personal  interest  to 
serve,  who  were  not  afraid  of  divisions  in 
Parliament,  but  who  were  ready  to  ad- 
minister justice  fairly  on  their  oaths,  they 
would  find  it  impossible  to  state  what  wa^ 
the  actual  cost  of  production.  But  what 
was  the  evidence  of  Lord  Harris,  a  disin- 
terested party,  on  this  point  ?  Lord  Har- 
ris said  that  sugar  might  be  produced  in 
the  British  West  Indies,  by  good  manage*- 
ment,  at  10^.  5d.  per  cwt.  If  this  was 
correct,  then  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Geur 
Ueman  to  give  the  West  Indies  a  protecr 
tive  duty  of  lOs.  was  equivalent  to  giving 
them  their  sugar  for  nothing.  Mr.  Marr 
ryat,  an  interested  party,  but  a  man  of 
great  respectability,  said  that  the  cost  of 
production  was  208.  per  cwt.,  or  201.  per 
ton;  but  he  said  that  out  of  these  201, 
lOl.  were  spent  in  labour.  According  to 
this  estimate,  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet was  equivalent  to  giving  the  Wes^ 
Indians  the  labour  bestowed  on  sugar  for 
nothing.  So  that,  in  order  to  enable  the 
West  Indians  to  compete  with  slaveowa- 
ers,  we  were  asked  to  give  them,  if  Lord 
Harris's  estimate  was  correct,  their  sugar 
the  same  as  if  they  had  stolen  it;  or  the 
cost  of  labour  for  nothing,  if  Mr.  Marry  at 's 
estimate  was  correct.  He  thought  that  a 
more  monstrous  proposition  had  never  been 
submitted  to  Parliament.  It  did  seem  to 
him  that  the  proposition  to  give  these  par- 
ties an  amount  of  protection  that  would 
pay  for  all  the  labourers  on  their  estates 
at  the  expense  of  the  taxpayers  of  this 
country — to  be  paid,  in  fact,  out  of  the 
hard-won  earnings  of  our  artisans,  our 
factory  labourers,  our  agricultural  labour- 
ers— was  a  proposition  founded  on  injus- 
tice. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Oxford  said  that 
these  practices  had  a  claim  in  money 
founded  in  justice,  which  he  recognised. 
But  there  was  one  remarkable  shortcoming 
in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech — 
he  admitted  the  claim,  but  he  scrupled 
about  paying  it.  lie  said  that  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  finances  he  could  not  hold 
out  any  encouraging  expectations  that  that 
money  claim  would  be  satisfied.     Now,  he 
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completely  differed  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  view  he  had  taken.  He 
(Mr.  Gibson)  denied  the  claim;  but  if  he 
admitted  it  he  would  say  that  the  people 
of  this  country  must  pay  it.  But  he  dis- 
puted the  claim.  What  was  it  ?  Some 
Gentlemen  made  very  light  of  it;  but  these 
20,000,000?.  at  4  per  cent  entailed  a  per- 
manent burden  upon  the  people  of  this 
country  of  no  less  a  sum  than  800,000/. 
per  annum.  When  Gentlemen  talked  of 
the  cost  of  production  they  never  made 
any  deduction  for  the  money  given  them 
then  in  order  to  make  up  for  the  supposed 
disadvantage  between  their  position  as 
slaveowners  and  their  present  position. 
Now,  he  would  take  the  case  of  the 
British  West  Indies,  excluding  the  Mau- 
ritius, which  also  received  a  part  of  the 
20.000,000Z.  Well,  the  British  West  In- 
dies  received  16,461,000/.,  which,  at  4 
per  cent,  made  a  sum  of  668,452/.  per  an- 
num. He  found  that  the  British  West 
Indies  for  the  last  nine  years — from  1839 
to  1847— had  exported  2.541,274  cwts. 
of  sugar  yearly.  Now,  the  interest  on 
668,452/.  amounted  to  bs,  3d.  on  every 
cwt.  of  sugar  which  the  British  West  In- 
dies had  exported  in  that  period.  So  that 
he  looked  upon  this  as  a  compensation  or 
bounty  of  5s.  3d,  per  cwt.  on  the  sugar 
annually  produced  and  exported  from  the 
West  Indies.  This  was  the  half  of  the 
whole  cost  of  labour,  according  to  Mr. 
Marryat,  or  the  half  of  the  whole  cost  of 
the  sugar,  according  to  Lord  Harris.  If, 
then,  they  deducted  5s.  3d.  per  cwt.,  they 
would  find  that  even  the  large  estimates  of 
the  cost  of  production  were  materially  re- 
duced; and  he  contended  that,  after  mak- 
ing that  deduction,  the  present  price  of 
sugar,  255.  per  cwt.,  was  perfectly  ade- 
quate to  replace  the  cost  of  production, 
and  to  pay  a  fair  profit  and  interest  on 
capital  besides.  Taking  Lord  Harris's  es- 
timate of  the  cost  of  production  on  good- 
managed  estates  at  10^.,  and  adding  6^. 
or  7s.  for  freight  and  other  charges,  this 
would  leave  7^.  after  all  for  profit  and  in- 
terest on  capital,  which  ho  thought  a  very 
fair  remuneration.  He  would  next  take 
the  case  of  Jamivica.  On  an  average  of 
nine  years,  from  1839  to  1847  inclusive, 
there  had  been  exported  from  Jamaica 
751,539  cwts.  of  sugar  per  annum.  Ja- 
maica received  of  the  20,000,000/.  com- 
pensation, 6,109,000/.,  being  an  annual 
charge  on  this  country  of  246,000/.  This 
was  equivalent  to  a  bounty  of  75.  6c/.  per 
t,  on  the  sugars  it  produced.     If  they 


I  deducted  the  75.  6d.  per  cwt.  from  the  cost 
of  production  in  Jamaica,  which  they 
were  entitled  to  do,  then  it  was  clear  that 
the  cost  of  production  even  upon  the  most 
highly-coloured  statement  of  the  Gentle- 
men examined  before  the  Committee,  would 
be  found  far  beneath  what  had  been  put 
forth  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and 
that  such  cost  was  amply  replaced  by  the 
present  price  of  sugar  in  the  British  mar- 
ket, besides  paying  a  very  fair  profit  upon 
the  capital.  He  could  not  come  to  any 
other  conclusion.  How  was  the  margin 
between  the  cost  of  production  and  die 
price  of  sugar  got  rid  of?  Recollect,  they 
had  nothing  to  do  with  interest  upon  mort- 
gages, or  with  any  fixed  charges  by  way 
of  jointures  or  marriage  settlements;  the 
only  point  they  had  to  do  with  was  sim- 
ply this  —  did  the  market  price  of  25s. 
per  cwt.  pay  the  cost  of  production,  the 
freight,  and  interest  upon  the  capital? 
•He  represented  that  if  they  deducted  6s. 
bounty  on  West  India  sugar  generally,  and 
7s.  bounty  on  Jamaica  sugar  in  particular, 
they  would  find  that  the  cost  of  production 
was  so  reduced  as  that  in  the  result  a  profit 
on  the  capita]  was  amply  realised.  He 
would  call  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
to  what  the  West  Indians  stated  to  be  the 
cost  of  production  in  1830.  There  was  a 
Parliamentary  statement  produced  by  the 
Government  as  to  remunerating  prices, 
and  as  to  the  cost  of  production,  and  he 
found  that,  on  an  average  of  years,  taken 
from  a  large  number  of  estates,  it  was 
stated  that  the  average  cost  of  production 
of  one  hundred- weight  of  sugar  in  the 
British  West  Indies,  without  any  charge 
on  account  of  interest  on  capital,  was 
155.  6c/.  Now,  this  was  during  a  period 
of  slavery.  Were  there  any  witnesses 
before  the  late  Committee  who  had  giren 
evidence  of  that  being  the  charge  at  the 
present  time  ?  He  must  leave  it  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  reconcile  this  ex- 
traordinary discrepancy.  But,  with  re- 
gard to  this  money  compensation,  of  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Oxford  had  spoken,  he 
must  ask  that  right  hon".  Gentleman  how 
he  proposed  to  deal  with  it  in  the  case  of 
those  parties  who  had  recently  purchased 
their  estates  ?  When  a  man  got  to  the 
West  Indies  he  bought  an  estate  at  a  rery 
small  price;  somebody  then  told  him  that 
once  upon  a  time  the  property  had  return- 
ed a  very  large  income,  some  10,000/.  or 
20,000/. ;  he,  however,  found  that  he  could 
not  realise  more,  perhaps,  than   1,000/. 
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"  Ob!  then,"  said  he,  *'  I  must  go  to  Par- 
liament, and  endeavour  to  induce  them  to 
raise  the  profit  of  mj  estate  to  what  it  was 
at  a  former  period.''  He  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  thought 
such  persons  were  entitled  to  compensa- 
tion ?  If  he  recollected  rightly,  there  was 
a  case  of  a  ruined  man  mentioned  in  the 
Committee;  but  when  it  came  to  he  in- 
vestigated, it  was  found  that  he  bought 
the  estate  at  a  nominal  value — he  had  got 
possession  of  it,  but  he  had  not  paid  for  it. 
It  would,  therefore,  be  extremely  difficult, 
with  regard  to  this  money-compensation, 
to  distribute  the  funds  justly.  He  thought 
it  perfectly  impossible  either  to  make  com- 
pensation in  money  or  give  protection  with 
any  approximation  to  justice.  Now  they 
were  told,  upon  a  broad  principle,  that  free 
labour  could  not  compete  with  slave  la- 
bour, therefore  they  must  give  compensa- 
tion to  the  West  India  proprietors.  He 
admitted  that  that  was  a  plausible  state- 
ment. He  admitted  that  they  were  caught 
at  first  with  the  idea  that  there  was  little 
cause  to  expect  that  free  labour  should 
compete  with  slave  labour;  but  had  they 
had  no  instance  where  free  labour  had 
completely  displaced  slave  labour  ?  What 
did  they  say  to  indigo  ?  In  former  times 
indigo  was  entirely  supplied  by  slave  la- 
bour; but  the  free  labour  of  British  India 
now  supplied  England  and  the  whole  of 
Europe  with  indigo.  The  Anti-Slavery 
Convention  drew  attention  to  that  parti- 
cular fact,  and  that  the  superior  cheapness 
of  free  labour  had  been  strikingly  evinced 
in  the  cultivation  of  indigo.  [The  right 
right  hon.  Gentleman  quoted  a  resolution 
passed  by  the  Anti-Slavery  Convention, 
in  which  these  facts  were  embodied.]  If, 
then,  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
made  a  broad  statement,  that  free  labour 
could  not  compete  with  slave  labour,  he 
would  answer  them  with  another  broad 
statement,  that  free  labour  had  competed 
with  slave  labour,  and  that  it  had  displaced 
alave  labour.  With  respect  to  the  allega- 
tion that  the  slave  trade  had  been  increas- 
ed by  the  Bill  of  1846,  no  one  yet  had 
answered  the  arguments  of  his  hon.  Col- 
league (Mr.  Bright)  on  that  point.  Would 
any  one  contend  that  the  increase  of  the 
slave  trade,  in  1846,  was  produced  by  an 
Act  of  Parliament  which  passed  in  August, 
1846?  That  increased  trade  must  have 
been  proceeded  with  in  1845;  how,  there- 
fore, could  it  be  attributed  to  the  Act  of 
1846?  But  the  slave  trade  in  1847  was 
less  than  in  1846;  by  what  logic,  there- 


fore, could  it  be  said  that  the  Act  of  1846 
had  increased  the  slave  trade  ?  It  was  of 
no  use  hon.  Gentlemen  getting  up  and 
making  broad  general  assertions  that  the 
slave  trade  had  increased.  They  must  an- 
swer the  argument  of  his  hon.  Colleague, 
and  show  that  he  was  in  error,  and  not 
attempt  to  mislead  the  British  public,  and 
raise  an  erroneous  cry  with  a  view  to  ope- 
rate upon  the  humane  feelings  of  their  con- 
stituents. He  was  quite  aware  how  very 
unpopular  it  was  in  that  House  for  any 
Gentleman  to  advocate  what  did  not  ap- 
pear to  be  a  very  popular  interest,  namely, 
the  interest  of  the  foreign  trade  of  this 
country.  He  knew  that  the  cotton  trade 
was  not  the  most  popular  interest  that 
could  solicit  the  favour  of  that  House.  It 
never  had  asked  and  never  had  received 
any  favour  from  the  Legislature.  It  had 
never  come  to  that  House,  or  been  enter- 
tained by  it  as  a  popular  measure.  If  it 
ever  had  had  protection,  it  was  only  like 
the  protection  which  formerly  existed  at 
Newcastle  against  foreign  coals — it  was 
totally  inoperative.  The  cotton  trade  had 
gained  its  present  ascendancy  by  the 
energy,  enterprise,  skill,  and  science  of 
those  who  had  pursued  it.  But  the  fo- 
reign trade  and  manufactures  of  this  coun- 
try were  not  to  be  proscribed  in  order  to 
benefit  colonial  agriculture.  He  considered 
the  foreign  trade  as  good,  as  legitimate, 
and  as  valuable  to  this  country  as  colonial 
agriculture.  He  would  not  consent  to 
cripple  the  one  in  order  to  benefit  the 
other.  And  when  they  talked  of  a  system 
of  emigration  to  benefit  the  colonies,  how 
long  were  they  to  wait  in  order  that  the 
population  of  those  colonies  should  become 
so  dense  that  the  people  would  consent  to 
work  for  wages  and  sacrifice  their  inde- 
pendence ?  They  had  too  many  islands  to 
let  that  day  be  within  a  very  near  period. 
If  they  were  to  attempt  the  plan  with  Ja- 
maica, and  endeavour  to  make  it  as  dense, 
in  proportion  to  its  area,  as  Barbadoes, 
how  many  people,  he  would  ask,  would 
they  have  to  send  there?  Something  like 
five  millions.  It  was  not  possible  to  in- 
crease the  population  of  the  earth  in  par- 
ticular spots  in  that  extraordinary  manner 
by  any  process  of  emigration.  They  must 
be  content  to  wait  for  the  natural  growth 
of  the  population.  If  they  had  attempted 
to  form  a  larger  colonial  empire  than  they 
could  establish  by  the  capital  and  skill  which 
they  had  at  their  disposal,  it  was  their  own 
fault.  He  would  not,  because  there  had 
been  a  too  avaricious  policy  to  extend  the 
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fiiere  etirhee  of  our  colonial  possessioDS — 
ke  would  not,  on  that  account,  be  a  party 
io  any  legislation  which  should  restrict  or 
interfere  with  the  freedom  of  exchange 
with  foreign  countries,  which  he  considered 
one  of  the  most  valuable  civil  rights  which 
Englishmen  could  possess.  He  would  con- 
lend  ihat  an  Englishman  had  the  right  to 
freedom  of  exchange,  and  the  only  ground 
upon  which  it  should  be  interfered  with 
was  the  state  of  the  public  revenue.  There 
was  no  other  reasonable  gromid  upon  which 
he  could  consent  to  cripple  the  free  trade 
of  this  country.  He  was  as  anxious  to 
put  down  slavery  and  the  slave  trade  as 
any  man  in  that  House;  but  as  public  opin- 
left  had  put  it  down  in  the  dominions  of 
England,  so  would  public  opinion  put  it 
down  in  foreign  nations.  If,  however,  they 
pursued  a  course  of  policy  towards  those 
nations  such  as  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Lynn  had  recommended,  with  a  view 
to  discourage  the  slave  trade,  the  only 
result  would  be  that  they  would  identify 
slavery  and  the  slave  trade  in  those  na- 
tions with  feelings  of  national  pride  and 
Batiooal  independence,  and  would  raise  a 
feeling  against  the  abolition  of  the  trade 
which  they  were  so  anxious  to  suppress. 
It  woidd  never  be  put  an  end  to  by  such  a 
coarse  of  legislation.  Hostile  tariffs  did 
not  give  freedom  to  the  slave  in  the  British 
dominions,  and  it  would  not  in  the  domin- 
ions of  any  other  Power.  They  must  con- 
fine dieir  attention  to  their  own  country; 
and  he  called  upon  them  to  give  up  the 
idea  of  making  their  trade  depend  upon 
the  municipal  laws  of  foreign  nations,  and 
the  abolition  of  slavery  in  other  lands. 
Let  them  maintain  commercial  freedom  in 
their  own  coontrf .  The  two  things  were 
distinct,  and  he  believed  would  be  the  best 
means  for  working  out  the  abolition  of 
slavery  in  the  different  nations  of  the  work). 
Mm.  T.  BARING  said,  that  having 
taken  part  in  a  former  discussion  on  this 
subject,  and  having  then  expressed  a 
strong  opinion,  which  had  been  strength- 
ened by  what  had  occurred  since,  that  a 
great  alteration  in  the  Bill  of  1846  was 
Bccessary,  he  was  anxious  to  state  the 
♦iew  he  took  of  the  measure  which  the 
Government  had  submitted  to  the  House. 
He  would  much  rather  not  enter  into  any 
diseossion  of  the  question  of  free-trade 
measures,  not  that  he  would  shrink  from 
expressing  his  opinion  upon  that  subject; 
not  because  he  should  he^itate  in  saying 
that  everything  that  had  occurred  and  was 
oeeurring  had  confirmed  him  in  the  opinion 


of  the  danger  of  a  great,  sudden,  and 
sweeping  change  in  our  commercial  legis- 
lation ;  not  because  he  was  the  less  con- 
vinced that  a  rash  application  of  the  sound- 
est principles  might  be  fraught  with  dan- 
ger, but  because  he  thought  that  tbia  ques- 
tion stood  upon  specisl  grounds — that* 
looking  to  past  legi^ation,  and  the  past 
system  of  our  sugar-growing  colonies,  and 
the  competition  which  they  were  called 
upon  to  bear,  no  one  could  hesitate  to  say 
that  it  was  a  distinct  and  special  case,  and 
ought  to  be  treated  as  such.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Manches- 
ter said  that  when  once  the  question  was 
settled,  they  were  only  to  look  to  the  re- 
venue ;  let  the  tax  be  fixed,  and  whateveif 
might  be  the  evils  that  resulted  from  the 
system,  they  were  bound  not  to  change  it 
in  any  way  or  in  any  degree.  He  (Mr. 
Baring)  thought  that  they  were  met  in 
that  House  not  only  to  tax  but  to  redress 
grievances.  He  thought  that  if  a  case  of 
positive  injury  could  be  proved,  it  was  the 
first  duty  of  that  House  to  remedy  that 
injury ;  and  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  if  our  own  colonies  were  suffering, 
every  other  class  of  the  community  was 
suffering  also — that  the  manufacturing  in- 
terest in  Lancashire  was  suffering — ^he 
(Mr.  Baring)  would  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  most  sincerely  deplored 
it.but  if  he  could  show  that  the  Legislature 
of  this  country  had  so  interfered  with  the 
labour  of  the  manufacturer — if  he  could 
show  that  it  had  abstracted  the  labour 
without  supplying  its  place — then  he  would 
say  that  the  manufacturer  had  a  stiting 
ground  for  redress  from  that  House.  They 
heard  not  many  years  ago  of  the  injury 
that  would  be  inflicted  on  the  manufactur- 
ing interest  by  reducing  the  limits  of  la- 
bour by  two  hours.  What  should  they 
say  then  if  in  the  colonies  six  hours  of  free 
labour  were  put  against  sixteen  hours  of 
slave  labour  ?  \Vhat  would  themanufsciorert 
of  Lancashire  say  if  they  were  obliged  with 
six  hours*  labour  to  compete  with  MXteen 
hours*  labour  ?  And  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  referring  to  the  Committee, 
said  that  it  was  not  to  be  trusted,  that  the 
witnesses  were  packed,  that  they  put  their 
own  questions  to  them,  and  that  no  one 
could  believe  the  report — he  would  leftTe  it 
to  the  Members  of  that  Committee  and  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  who  le- 
gularly  attended  t1>e  Committee,  and  had 
an  opportunity  of  cross-examining  and  put- 
ting questions  to  the  witnesses,  to  say 
whether  the  right  hon.  Crentlemaa  did  not 
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Yote  m  fayour  of  the  resolution  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westbury,  in  which  he  said 
that  the  Colonies  were  suffering  under  most 
grieyous  distress,  and  that  immediate  re- 
lief ought  to  be  provided  ?      [Mr.  Gibson  : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  mistaken; 
for  that  resolution  was  never  submitted  to 
a  division.]   But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
quoted  Lord  Harris's  statement  that  lOs, 
was  sufficient  for  the  growth  of  sugar;  but 
it  was  from  the  very  same  statement  that 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Droitwich 
had  quoted  iSs,  Qd,  or  19^.  as  being  the 
Average  of  growing  it;  whilst  Lord  Harris 
said    that  in   the  neighbouring    colonies 
sugar  might  be  grown  for  4«. ;   and  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wished  the  Com- 
mittee to  believe  that  10^.  was  a  remune- 
rative price  for  growing  sugar,  without  any 
interest  for  capital,  or  any  sinking  fund  to 
repay  it,   he   (Mr.  Baring)  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  likely  to  lead 
the  Committee  to  a  very  wrong  conclusion. 
But  let  him  say  one  word  with  respect  to 
the  observation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Northampton,  that 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.   Friend  the 
Member  for  Droitwich  was  a  party  move- 
ment.    He  did  not  view  it  as  such.     His 
great  wish  was  to  separate  this  question 
from  all  party  feeling.     There  would  be 
great  injury  in  so  connecting  them.     But 
if  the  hon.  Baronet  had  retained  his  origi- 
nal notice  of  proposing  an  amendment  that 
the  House  should  be  bound  to  adopt  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Committee,  it  would 
be   most    offensive    to    the   Government, 
because  it  would  be  dictating  to  the  Go- 
Temment  that  that  step,  and  that  alone, 
should  be  adopted  to  remedy  the  evils  that 
existed.     The  course  the  hon.  Baronet  had 
taken,  if  not  in  conformity  with  the  major- 
ity,  was  certainly  in   conformity   with  a 
great  body  of  the  House  ;  but  if  it  were 
aaid  that  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet, 
if  carried^  would  have  been  so  offensive  to 
the  OoTemment  that  they  would  have  re- 
Bigned,  he  could  not  believe  that  any  Go- 
vernment of  the  present  day  could  expect 
to  carry  through  its  measures  without  any 
defeat  or  change  in  the  details;  but,  if  it 
were  so,  it  would  be  another  proof  to  the 
eolonies  how  impossible  it  was  for  them, 
amidst  the  party  struggles  of  political  views 
and  principles  in  that  House,  to  obtain  a 
fair  hearing  of  their  grievances.    He  would 
not  enter  into  any  details  and  calculations. 
He  agreed  with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
eheqiier  that  it  was  difficult  to  afford  relief 
to  the  colonies  and  relief  to  the  consumer, 
Without    affecting    the  revenue;    but   he 


thought  with  the  hon.  Baronet  that  thisr 
was  a  case  where  there  must  be  some 
sacrifice   of  the   revenue;   and  it  Was   a 
serious   consideration   whether,    upon    an 
article  of  such  great  and  general  consump- 
tion as  sugar  raised  by  the  suffering  in- 
terests in  the  colonies,  they  could  perma- 
nently raise   so    large  a  portion  of  the 
revenue.     It  was,  he  believed,  a  calcula- 
tion of  the  Economist  that  in  1854  the 
consumption  of  sugar  in  this  country  would 
be   400,000  tons,  which,  at  10*.,  would 
produce  4,000,000?.,  which  was  less  than 
the  revenue  derived  from  sugar  last  year. 
That  calculation,  therefore,  did  not  seek  to 
maintain  it  at  its  present  rate;  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  calculated  his 
diminution  in  comparison  with  last  year. 
But  there  were  two  things  he  sltould  con- 
sider :  in  the  first  place,  the  possibility  of 
an  increased  consumption  from  last  year; 
and,  secondly,  whether  that  would  fall  on 
the  higher  duty-paying  sugar.     He  knew 
it  was  very  hazardous  to  form  an  estimate 
of  what   the   revenue  would  be,    and  he 
would  not  do  it;  but  of  this  he  was  con- 
vinced, that  if  relief  were  to  be  afforded  to 
the  colonies,  it  could  not  be  done  without 
risk  to  the  consumer  or  the  revenue,  and 
the  hon.   Baronet  preferred  its  falling  on 
the  revenue.     But  the  measure  of  the  Go- 
vernment must  be  taken  altogether,  and 
not  in  any  one  particular  point.     It  would 
have  afforded  him  much  pleasure  if  the 
Government  had  proposed  a  measure  which 
he  could  have  supported;  because  a  mea- 
sure   proceeding    from    the    Government 
would  have  produced  a  better  effect  in  the 
colonies,  than   could  be  anticipated  from 
any  arrangement  which  might  be  adopted 
after  a  struggle  in  that  House.     The  Go- 
vernment   proposed    that    foreign    sugar 
should  pay  a  duty  of  20*.,  and  British  co- 
lonial sugar  a  duty  of  135.,  leaving  an  ap- 
parent protection  to  the  latter  to  the  extent 
of  7s,     It,  however,  was  proved  before  tho 
Committee  that  when  foreign  sugar  was 
compared   in  value  with   British   colonial 
sugar,  there  was  a  difference  of  2s,  4d.  in 
favour  of  the  former,  and  that,  therefore, 
it  was  necessary  to  deduct  that  sum  from 
the  nominal  amount  of  protection,  which 
would  leave  4s.  Sd,  as  the  real  protection. 
Then  it  was  said  by  the  Government  that 
the  changes  proposed  with  respect  to  mo- 
lasses  and   rum  would   be   equivalent   to 
Is,  6d,  per  cwt.  on  sugar  in  favour  of  tho 
colonies;  but  a  statement  which  had  been 
published   that   morning  by  Mr.  Green  (in 
the  Times),  showed  that  the  calculation  of 
Government  in  that  respect  was  very  much 
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exaggerated.  If,  therefore,  the  GoTemment 
really  intended  to  gire  the  colonies  an  ad- 
yantage  eqniTalent  to  If.  6d.  per  cwt.  of 
sugar  hj  their  propositions  respecting  mm 
and  molasses,  it  was  incumhent  on  them 
to  carry  their  intention  out  in  some  other 
manner.  Finally  came  the  question,  were 
the  propositions  of  the  Government,  taken 
in  combination,  sufficient  to  produce  the 
effect  of  reriTifying  the  industry  and 
restoring  the  confidence  of  the  colonies  ? 
In  the  opinion  of  all  persons  connected 
with  the  colonies  they  were  not.  It  was 
his  opinion  that  eren  with  a  10s.  protec- 
tion the  colonies  would  undergo  a  serere 
struggle,  and  that  a  large  portion  of  pro- 
perty would  cease  to  be  cultivated;  but 
still  under  that  protection  cultivation  would 
be  continued  to  a  great  extent,  and  the 
price  of  sugar  would  not  be  enhanced  to 
the  consumer.  It,  however,  was  impos- 
sible that  the  measure  now  proposed  could 
be  looked  upon  as  a  final  measure  by  the 
colonies,  or  that  it  would  restore  confidence 
there.  It  was  to  be  feared  that  the  colo- 
nists would  look  upon  the  Government  pro- 
position as  intended  not  to  meet  their  wants,  ■ 
but  to  do  as  little  as  possible,  and  to  save 
what  Ministers  called  the  principle  of  the 
Act  of  1846.  The  colonists  would  believe  ' 
that  the  object  of  the  Government  had 
been  not  to  save  them,  but  to  preserve  their 
own  consistency.  The  whole  proceeding 
would  be  looked  upon  as  a  party  move.  It 
would  be  said  that  the  Government,  seeing  . 
they  must  do  something,  sent  for  an  hon. 
Member  who  was  very  able  and  learned  in 
figures,  who  had  great  talent  in  either  elu-  ^ 
cidating  or  mystifyiuiira  fact  or  an  argument, 
and  said  to  him,  '*  We  must  do  something 
in  this  case,  if  it  be  only  what  the  Mem-  ; 
her  for  Manchester  calls  throwing  dust  in 
peop]e*s  eyes — we  do  not  wish  to  do  some-  ; 
thing  because  distress  is  urgent,  for  that ' 
we  knew  in  November — nor  do  we  wish  to 
do  what  our  governors  tell  us  ought  to  be 
done  because  we  do  not  attach  importance 
to  the  despatches  of  our  governors :  they 
see  things  as  they  are — the  Colonial  Office 
sees  things  as  it  wishes  them  to  be — 
we  are  not  prompted  to  act  in  consequence 
of  the  report  of  the  Committee,  for  although 
we  granted  a  Committee  to  allay  the  im- 
patience of  the  public,  we  had  made  up  our 
minds  before  they  met  not  to  be  influenced 
by  the  evidence  they  might  receive,  or  the 
report  they  might  agree  to — we  are  not 
called  upon  to  act  in  this  matter  under  the 
pressure  of  public  meetings  and  popular  cla- 
mour,  organised  by  a  monied  league,  fv>r 
die  colonists  are  too  poor  to  agitate;  but  i 


many  of  our  staunchest  supporters  think 
the  Act  of  1846  has  not  worked  well,  and 
that  something  must  be  done;  therefore  try 
a  shuffle  of  the  scale,  throw  out  a  bait  to  in- 
.  duce  the  hon.  Member  for  Rochester  and 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  CoTentry  to 
join  us;  do  something  to  satisfy  the 
friends  of  the  Government,  and  those  who 
vote  with  them.  There  were  two  distin- 
guished Members  of  the  Committee  who 
voted  neither  one  way  nor  the  other;  and 
if  our  measure  does  neither  one  thing  nor 
the  other,  we  shall  have  their  support.  At 
,  any  rate,  the  two  great  leaders  of  that 
party,  whilst  they  give  their  sympathy  to 
the  colonies,  wUl  give  their  votes  to  us 
from  dread  of  reaction."  A  measure  ori- 
ginating in  such  motives,  and  carried  by  a 
majority  of  15,  would  not  satisfy  the  colo- 
nists. Ue  hoped  that  even  yet  the  GoTem- 
ment  would  resolve  to  pass  a  .  measure 
which  would  meet  with  the  general  assent 
of  the  House.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  had  talked  of  a  contract 
existing  between  the  Legislature  and  the 
colonies.  Bow  absurd  it  was  to  speak  of 
.  a  contract  between  an  omnipotent  Parlia- 
ment on  the  one  hand,  and  feeble  cokmics 
on  the  other  !  All  that  the  latter  bad  to  do 
'  was  to  bow  to  the  decree  which  was  isaaed 
against  them.  But  the  contract,  such  as  it 
was,  had  been  violated  in  all  its  essential 
particulars  by  the  Legislature.  Did  the 
House  think  they  would  benefit  the  con- 
.  sumer  by  any  measure  which  should  be  de- 
structive of  sugar  cultivation?  There 
would  be  great  falling-off  in  the  production 
^  of  sugar  in  such  an  event.  But  it  might 
be  said  that  our  colonial  sugar  would  be 
replaced  by  foreign  sugar.  In  the  mean- 
:  while,  however,  and  before  this  could  hap- 
pen, they  would  pay  dear  for  their  sugar : 
for  it  was  easier  to  destroy  sugar  cultiva- 
tion than  to  replace  it;  and  when  the  ca- 
pital heretofore  employed  in  sugar  cultiva- 
tion in  a  colony  was  diverted  from  that 
channel,  it  was  not  easy  to  recnltivate  sugar, 
even  if  they  could  restore  industrial  habits 
among  the  population.  The  question  of 
cheapness  did  not  depend  upon  cheapness 
to-day.  and  deamess  to-morrow;  what  they 
wanted  was  permanent  cheapness,  and  if 
they  destroyed  the  sugar  cultivation  of  their 
colonies,  they  would  soon  make  sugar 
dearer.  The  question  really  was,  whether 
they  would  not  have  in  the  long  run  to 
{Ukv  more  by  not  protecting  their  colonies, 
than  by  consenting  to  pay  Id.  per  lb, 
more  for  their  sugar  ?  They  could  not 
discard  their  colonies.  How  did  they  sup- 
pose that  parties  who  were  ruined  could 
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go  on  payiiig  taxes  for  police,  for  maintain- 
ing order,  for  diffusing  instruction,  and 
promoting  religion  ?  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Tamworth  had  pro- 
poeed  that  the  House  should  take  upon 
Itself  to  pay  a  proportion  of  the  expenses 
of  the  colonial  goyemments;  but  if  the 
Tote  came  annually  before  the  House,  the 
matter  would  be  debated  like  the  sugar 
duties,  and  the  colonies  oould  never  rely 
on  the  payment  of  this  portion  of  their 
expenditure.  Whatever  might  be  the  re- 
Bult  of  their  present  state  ol  distress,  the 
colonies  would  cling  to  this  country  for 
guardianship,  and  would  say  that  we  were 
bound  to  protect  them  from  internal  com- 
motion and  foreign  danger.  It  was  with 
deep  regret  that  he  voted  for  anything  that 
endangwed  the  revenue;  but  until  the  Go- 
Tomment  proposed  some  measure  likely  to 
command  more  general  concurrence,  he 
would  vote  for  the  measure  recommended 
by  the  Committee,  which  the  general  evi* 
donee  showed  oould  hardly  be  dispensed 
with,  and  which  was  indispensably  neces- 
sary for  a  short  time  to  continue  the  culti- 
vation of  these  islands.  He  did  not  ex- 
pect that  a  permanent  protection  would 
be  necessary  for  the  colonies.  A  better 
organisation  of  labour,  a  more  effectual 
system  of  immigration,  or  else  the  effect 
upon  the  prices  of  labour  which  the  pros- 
pect of  immigration  would  have,  an  im- 
provement in  the  vagrancy  laws,  and  better 
means  for  teaching  the  negro  to  perform 
his  duUes  to  his  master,  were  no  doubt  re- 
quired, and  would  do  much.  For  the 
reasons  he  had  stated  he  should  give  his 
humble  support  to  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  J.  Pakington). 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  I  can  assure  the 
Gonunittee  that  I  shall  not  break  the  rule 
that  has  been  generally  observed,  namely, 
that  id  addessing  it  but  for  a  few  moments. 
With  respect  to  the  two  positions  which 
an  taken  by  the  noble  Lord — ^first,  with 
regard  to  the  revenue;  and,  secondly,  as 
to  the  extensive  nature  of  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  Member  for  Droitwich,  I  should 
Mj  with  respect  to  the  first  objection  of 
the  noble  Lord,  that  I  do  not  consider, 
firom  the  experience  that  we  have  had  this 
year  of  the  noble  Lord's  calculations  with 
regard  to  the  revenue — ^his  opinion  upon 
thai  head  should  be  of  vital  importance  in 
the  praaent  discussion.  I  cannot  accept 
the  iaun  which  he  has  so  easily  implied  as 
to  what  must  be  the  consequences  of  the 
prQ|KNrition  of  my  hon.  Friend.  I  im- 
aginaita  eieet  upon  the  revenue  will  be 

yOL.C.   {232} 


very  slight.  It  is  certainly  an  objection 
to  the  proposition  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
that  it  is  of  a  temporary  character.  But 
I  want  to  know  what  is  the  proposition  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  ?  The  scheme 
of  my  hon.  Friend  is  a  step  in  the  right 
direction,  and,  at  any  rate,  it  gives  greater 
certainty  than  the  scheme  of  the  noble 
Lord.  So  much,  then,  for  the  two  great 
objections  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
brought  against  the  proposition  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  I  cannot  agree  with  those  hon. 
Members  who  are  disposed  to  depreciate 
the  investigation  and  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee that  sat  upon  this  question.  I  be- 
lieve I  have  read  the  evidence  of  the  Com- 
mittee as  sedulously  as  any  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  think  this  habit  of  depreciating 
the  labours  of  Committees  of  this  House 
has  of  late  become  a  great  evil.  There 
is  one  point  upon  which  we  are  all 
agreed,  with  the  exception,  I  believe,  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies — we  are  all  agreed  that 
our  sugar-growing  colonies  are  in  a  state 
of  unprecedented  depression.  [Mr.  Hawes  : 
So  I  admit.]  The  hon.  Gentleman  has 
then  become  more  enlightened  during  the 
progress  of  the  discussion.  The  House,  I 
believe,  is  pretty  well  agreed  upon  the 
point,  that  these  sugar-growing  colonies 
are  in  a  state  of  unprecedented  depression. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Droit- 
wich has  advanced  a  proposition  to  the 
House  in  connexion  with  the  report  of  the 
Committee,  that  this  depression  has  arisen 
from  the  inability  of  our  sugar  colonies  to 
compete  with  the  sugar  colonies  of  other 
countries  enjoying  the  advantage  of  slave 
labour;  and  what  we  are  now  called  upon 
to  decide  is,  whether  we  will  give  that  as- 
sistance to  our  colonies  that  will  allow 
them  fairly  to  compete.  A  Committee, 
the  majority  of  which  was  composed  of 
men  in  favour  of  the  commercial  ideas  of 
the  present  day,  decided  that  a  protection 
of  lOs.  should  be  given  to  our  sugar  colonies. 
That  decision  was  founded  upon  a  prolong- 
ed, minute,  and,  I  apprehend,  a  very  impar- 
tial investigation.  I  do  not  think  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  representation  is  a 
fair  account  of  what  took  place  before  the 
Planting  Committee.  He  himself  was  there, 
and  gave  to  its  proceedings  all  the  benefit 
of  that  acute  criticism  by  which  he  is  so 
much  distinguished.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Manchester  says 
we  all  know  how  investigations  are  carried 
on  before  Committees;  that  a  certain  num- 
ber of  leading  questions  are  asked,  a  cer- 
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tain  namber  of  witnesses  brought  together; 
and  the  result  is  a  report  which  re-echoes 
the  convictions  of  the  chairman,  for  the 
purpose  of  advancing  and  facilitating  some 
foregone  conclusion.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  time  was  a  Member  of  the 
Goyemment,  and  there  served  on  the 
Committee  other  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment, who  had  an  opportunity  of  producing 
their  own  witnesses.  One  gentleman,  cal- 
led **  Lord  Grey*8  witness,'  was  called  be- 
fore the  Committee.  He  came  from  the 
Colonial  Office;  and  he  had  been  examined 
in  chief  by  a  Member  of  the  Government 
during  three  hours  and  25  minutes.  His 
business  was  to  substantiate  the  truth  of 
the  principles  which  are  at  present  acknow- 
ledged to  be  the  principles  of  the  Colonial 
Office — namely,  that  free  labour  can  com- 
pete successfully  with  slave  labour — that 
the  great  cause  of  West  Indian  distress  is 
absenteeism — and  that  the  great  remedy  for 
that  distress  is  to  be  found  in  a  repeal  of 
the  navigation  laws.  A  majority  of  the 
Committee  consisted  of  free-traders;  and 
yet  the  evidence  had  forced  on  them  the 
conviction  that  a  protection  of  IO5.  ought 
to  be  given  to  our  colonists.  Mr.  Pick- 
wood,  the  gentleman  who  had  been  called 
**  Lord  Grey's  witness,"  endeavoured  to 
show  that  free  labour  could  compete  with 
slave  labour;  but  he  admitted  in  the  course 
of  his  cross-examination  that  he  did  not 
himself  produce  sugar  on  his  estate  at  St. 
Eitt's  for  less  than  521  per  ton.  That 
admission  settled  the  first  point,  so  far  as 
that  gentleman  was  concerned.  He  also 
endeavoured  to  show  that  absenteeism  was 
the  great  cause  of  the  distress  in  the  West 
Indies;  but  he  afterwards  admitted  that 
every  resident  West  Indian  proprietor  was 
insolvent,  and  that  all  the  sugar  was  pro- 
duced on  the  estates  of  absentees.  That 
was  the  result  of  his  evidence  on  the  se- 
cond point.  Mr.  Pickwood,  in  attempting 
to  substantiate  his  third  point,  namely,  that 
a  repeal  of  the  navigation  laws  could  alone 
save  the  West  Indies,  had  made  a  state- 
ment with  respect  to  the  tonnage  and  the 
charge  for  freightage  from  the  island  with 
which  he  was  connected,  which  statement 
bad  been  entirely  contradicted  by  the  next 
witness  that  had  been  examined,  and  one 
generally  acknowledged  as  the  highest 
authority  on  this  subject.  This  was  the 
result  of  the  evidence  given  by  the  Go- 
Termnent  witness.  I  mention  the  fact  be- 
eftose  the  late  Vice-President  of  the  Board 
joi  Trade  endeavoured  to  convey  in  his 
edh  (probably  addressed  to  the  electors 


of  Manchester),  that  the  inquiries  of  this 
Sugar    and    Coffee    Planting  Committee 
were   not  conducted  in  a  fair   or  proper 
manner — that,    in    fact,    they   had    only 
heard  the  evidence  on  the  one  side,  and 
then  adjourned,  and  never  made  a  report. 
But,  Sir,   this  Committee  heard  the  evi- 
dence   on   all  sides,    and    conducted    its 
inquiry  in  the  most  determined  manner  to 
obtain  the  truth  :  any  person  might  have 
appeared  before   it  for   examination,  and 
have  been  examined  if  his  evidence  wa0 
worth  listening  to;  and,  so  far  from  shirk- 
ing or  evading  the  production  of  a  report, 
that   Committee  produced    more    reports 
than  any  other  which  has  been  appointed 
by  this  House.     It  is  proved  by  the  evi- 
dence submitted  to  it,  indeed  I  may  say 
demonstrated,     that    our    sugar-growing 
colonies    cannot    compete    with     foreign 
countries  enjoying  slave  labour,  showing, 
in  a  manner  the  most  satisfactory,  that  the 
differenee  between  them  in  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction was  little  less  than  1 65.   per  cwt. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Westbury  (Mr.  Wil- 
son)  subsequently  challenged  the  accuracy 
of  that  calculation;  but  I  think  the  reply 
made  by    my   hon.  Friend  (Sir  J.   Pak- 
ington)  convinced  the  House  that  it  was 
just  and    accurate.      The  hon.    Member 
for  Westbury — a  great  authority — soever 
appears  so  happy  on  sugar  as  upon  other 
subjects.     I  never  can  forget  the  first  de- 
bate of  the  present  year,  and  the  tremen- 
dous statistics  with  which   he   supported 
the   cause   of  beetroot   sugar.      If  beet- 
root sugar  is  to  be  the  great  source  of 
supply  in  case  the  colonies  fail  to  aupply 
us  with  all  that  we  need,  might  we  not  ask 
the  hon.  Gentleman  whether  the  energies 
of  Cuba,   stimulated  by  the  Mnncbausen 
quantity  of  railroads  which,  according  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  she  possesses,  might 
not    aid    her    in   successfully    competing 
with  the  beetroot  sugar  of  Europe?     It 
is   said   how  inconsistent   it    b    on    jour 
part    to   prove  to    us  that   you  reqmre 
a  protection   of  15s,   or   16s.,  and   then 
ask  us  for  a  protection  of  10«.  per  cwt. 
Sir,    that    argument  has   been    met    by 
my  hon.   Friend;    but  I,  too,  will  say   a 
few  words   in  reply  to    it.      In  the  first 
place,  remember  that  all  the  calculations 
brought  before  the  Committee  were  made 
before  any  of    these  changes,    of   which 
we  now  hear  so  much,  had  been  er&t  com- 
menced— before  that  reduction  in  the  wages 
of  labour  were  going  on,  had  occurred.  With 
what  success  and  triumph  would  jou  not 
have  replied  to  us  if  we  had  come  forward 
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and  asked  for  15^.  or  I6s,  protection  ? 
You  would  have  got  up  and  exclaimed, 
•*  You  forget  that  there  is  now  going  on  in 
the  sugar-growing  colonies  a  great  change 
in  the  wages  of  lahour — a  reduction  equal 
to  25  per  cent.  You  forget  the  advan- 
tages you  have  from  the  alteration  of  the 
rum  duties — ^you  forget  the  advantages 
you  have  from  the  immigration  of  labour.*' 
You  would  easily  add  other  items  to  the 
catalogue,  and  then  you  would  say,  '*  And 
Tet  you  come  here  to  ask  the  House  for  a 
large  measure  of  protection,  totally  forget- 
ful of  these  important  facts.**  But,  Sir, 
we  anticipated  these  objections — we  give 
you  full  credit  for  the  increased  exertions 
of  the  planters,  and  the  boon  of  the  Legis- 
lature, and  we  fix  upon  a  sum  which,  from 
all  the  evidence,  appears  to  us  to  afford  a 
fair  protection  to  the  industry  of  the  colo- 
nists; which  gives  a  moderate  and  not  un- 
reasonable amount  of  protection;  and  which 
will  stand  the  test  of  an  investigation  in 
all  these  respects.  It  appears  to  me  that 
the  colonists  are  in  this  condition — that  it 
has  been  established  by  the  best  evidence, 
laboriously  collected  and  critically  examin- 
ed, that  their  distress  arises  from  their  in- 
ability to  compete  with  slave-grown  sugar 
— ^that  as  far  as  we  can  form  an  opinion, 
the  protection  proposed  by  my  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  J.  Pakington)  is  a  fair  and  a  just  pro- 
tection— and  that  we  are,  according  to  your 
own  admission  of  the  distressed  state  of 
the  colonies,  entitled  to  ask  the  House  for 
its  assent  to  this  Amendment.  You  ad- 
mit every  circumstance  necessary  for  the 
support  of  the  argument  upon  which  he 
founds  this  demand.  You  (the  Govern- 
ment) do  not  come  forward  and  tell  us, 
like  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester 
(Mr.  Bright)  and  his  colleagues,  that  the 
eolonies  do  not  require  protection  —  you 
admit  that  protection  is  required;  and 
the  question  between  us  is  merely  whe- 
ther the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend 
gives  a  sufficient  amount  of  protection,  or 
whether  your  proposal  be  not  inefficient. 
With  respect  to  the  Government  measure, 
I  admit  that  it  is  of  a  remedial  character. 
But  in  what  respect  is  it  remedial?  I 
wiU  tell  you.  It  is  remedial  of  the  mis- 
takes of  the  Legislature  of  1846.  That  is 
the  only  manner  in  which  I  acknowledge 
it  to  be  remedial.  If,  for  example,  it  is 
of  great  importance  that  every  negro  be 
taken  from  the  coast  of  Africa  to  our  su- 
ffar-growing  colonies,  instead  of  to  Sierra 
Iieoiie»  why  was  not  that  arrangement  ef- 
fseted  in  1846  ?     Now  you  bring  forward 


this  as  a  remedy  for  the  distress  of  the  co- 
lonies. I  say  again  it  is  a  remedy  for  the 
blunder  in  your  previous  legislation.  You 
say  you  are  going  to  confer  a  great  boon 
upon  the  colonies.  You  ascertain  that  in 
the  classification  there  has  not  been  a  suf- 
ficient distinction  made  between  foreign 
muscovado  sugar  and  foreign  clayed  sugar. 
That  makes  the  difference  of  a  consider- 
able sum  in  your  tariff.  You  amend  this, 
and  you  call  it  a  measure  of  relief  to  the 
colonies.  But  I  ask  you  why  was  not  that 
difference  acknowledged  and  set  right  in 
1846  ?  Again,  you  say  we  are  prepared  to 
advance  half  a  million  to  the  sugar-grow- 
ing colonies  in  order  that  they  may  obtain 
labour.  It  is  only  a  few  months  ago  since 
you  said  the  sum  necessary  for  that  pur- 

fose  would  not  be  more  than  170,000Z. 
Mr.  Hawes  :  For  two  colonies.  ]  You 
said  the  other  colonies  did  not  require  it. 
[Mr.  Hawes  :  No,  no!]  Well,  if  it  be  ne- 
cessary to  advance  670,000Z.  in  order  to 
supply  labour  to  those  colonies  whose  con- 
dition has  been  so  often  before  you,  I  can- 
not acknowledge  that  that  is  so  much  a 
remedy  for  the  colonies,  as  a  remedy  for 
your  blundering  legislation  of  1846.  Some- 
thing has  been  said  about  the  position  in 
which  the  Legislature  is  placed  as  to  en- 
gagements entered  into  with  the  sugar- 
growing  colonies,  and  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  alluded  to  **  the  contract  " 
between  Parliament  and  the  colonies.  I 
do  not  say  that  in  the  vulgar  sense  there 
was  a  contract.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to 
admit  that  there  was  no  contract  between 
the  colonists  and  Parliament — that  there 
were  not  two  contracting  parties;  but  does 
it  at  all  follow  that  because  the  omnipotent 
party  dictated  terms,  that  party  is  not 
obliged  to  fulfil  those  terms  ?  And  you 
cannot  deny  that  the  Minister  of  the  day 
called  the  attention  of  Parliament  to  the 
question  of  the  colonies — that  he  called 
upon  Parliament  to  revolutionise  their  so- 
cial state  by  particular  forms  and  con- 
ditions. Perhaps  there  were  not  two 
parties  to  this  contract;  but  I  am  not 
sure,  after  all,  that  there  may  not  be 
a  contract  without  two  parties — Magna 
Charta  was  surely  a  contract,  but  yet  it 
was  not  signed  by  the  Barons.  If  there 
be  any  man  who  pretends  that  there  was 
no  engagement  that  the  West  Indies 
should  not  have  certain  advantages — if 
there  be  any  who  will  say  that  the  markets 
of  this  country  were  not  to  be  secured  to 
the  produce  of  the  West  Indian  planter — 
that  he  was  not  to  have  the  benefit  of  the 
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,  Inring,  and  Co.     They  are  gentle- 
of  high  character,  they  were  mer- 
pjlata  of  high  credit,  and  were  once  held 
T  great  estimation  as  Members  of  this 
^'  It  appears  from   the   statement 

I  hare  copied  with  my  own  hand 
-  their  books,  that  in  August,  1843, 
B^'Manee  of  their  credit  against  their 
1  agents  in  all  their  estates  in  the 
itaiM  was   78,000^.     After    an  im- 
a  larish,  but   I  belieye  a  most 
Qiona   expenditure   under   then  exist- 
IpHtfug  circumstances,  in  August,  1845,  one 
yjupniir  after  the  Act  of  1844,  which  ad- 
lilted  foreign  free-labour  sugar,  the  ba- 
.jai)i:e   rose   to   183,000Z.    against   them; 
jiiiil    in   1847,  twelve   months   after   the 
.\'*r  of  1846  was  passed,  by  which  slave- 
!i'">iir  sugar  was  admitted  to  the  home 
:kct.  that  balance  rose  to  410,0002. 
•1   the  whole  capital  which  upon   the 
II  of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  at  the 
iigation  of  the  British  Legislature,  they 
1   expended  in  the    improrement  and 
.ulvation  of  those  colonies,  was  swept 
^y.      I  do  not  wish  to  enter  into  the 
.ntion  whether  this   principle  of   free 
■lo  be  right  or  wrong;  but  1  say  this  is 
aso  of  rerj  great  hardship  which  has 
'on  out  of  your  legislation,  and  that  it 
•  >ii1y  one  case  out  of  many  such  cases. 
'  re  is  a  great  commercial  firm  which  lost 
-^Ycen  tfO,0002.  and  500,0002.  between 
yean  1845  and  1847,  in  consequence 
'    your  passing  an  Act  of   Parliament 
-ich  yiolated  every  previous  engagement, 
v'l  which  was  opposed  to  the  counsel  of 
'*   former  Ministers,    Governments,   and 
•gislatnres.     Now,  I  come  to  the  point 
-  •uched  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — the 
• '^rease  m  the  area  of  the  empire — be- 
ouse  the  whole  question  lies  in  this.     I 
vnke  the  Mauritius.     The  Mauritius  is  the 
i- ny  of  India;   it  is  the  colony  which  is, 
Ttr^rhapa,  the  most  suffering  of  all — it  is 
^trobaolT  the  colony  which,  if  we  are  to 
T>{it  faith  in  the  principles  of  the  right  hon. 
(Tentleman,  we  should  be  the  first  to  de- 
sert ;    and  then   the  question   arises — if 
other  considerations  than  commercial  con- 
RiderationB  are  to  decide  the  policy  of  this 
empire— if  the  Mauritius  had  been  in  our 
powMsion  fifty  years  sooner  than  it  was, 
shoold  we  not  have  conquered  India  sooner 
than  we  did,  and  should  we  not  have  re- 
tained it  at  less  cost  ?    In  fact,  no  country 
can  iinnlj  hold  India,  unless  it  retains  pos- 
■eaaion  of  the  Mauritius.  Suppose  that  that 
ialand  was  again  in  the  possession  of  France, 
what»  I  should  like  to  know,  would  be  our 


position  in  India  ?  Then  the  other  colo« 
nies,  to  which  so  much  allusion  has  been 
made,  are  in  dose  contact  with  the  United 
States  of  America.  Only  imagine  that 
America,  which  you  say  cannot  become 
too  powerful — imagine  her  in  possession 
of  these  islands,  and  that  she  could  com- 
mand the  whole  Gulf  of  Mexico.  If  you 
say  you  care  not  what  may  be  the  increase 
in  the  power  of  a  customer,,  so  long  as  that 
increases  the  demand  for  your  market- 
able commodities,  then  you  must  assume 
that  political  power  is  nothing,  and  that 
commercial  advantage  is  everything.  But 
then  comes  the  question,  when  your  politi- 
cal power  is  gone,  what  security  have  you 
for  the  continuance  of  your  commercial  ad- 
vantage ?  I  do  not  forget  the  promise  I  made 
to  the  House;  but  I  must  notice  some  ob- 
servations of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Ripon.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman gave  some  peculiar  reasons  for  sup- 
porting the  proposition  of  the  Government. 
He  acknowledged  that  he  supported  it 
against  his  own  convictions;  buli  he  said 
he  did  support  it  because  I  had'  observed 
in  a  debate  that  occurred  two  years  ago, 
when  I  supported  my  noble  Friend  in  his 
opposition  to  the  fatal  measure  of  1846, 
that  the  time  would  come  when  Pariiament 
would  rescind  this  measure,  because  the 
spirit  of  reaction  would  be  too  powerful 
for  them;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  he  does  not  wish  to  vote  for  the  pro- 
position of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Droitwich,  because  he  thinks  that 
would  be  to  assist  in  fulfilling  my  predic- 
tion. But  I  must  inform  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  fulfilment  of  my  pre- 
diction does  not  depend  upon  carrying  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  themselves  have  fulfilled 
my  prediction.  My  prediction  was  not  in 
favour  of  any  particular  amount  of  duty. 
I  said  you  will  have  to  change  the  course 
of  your  legislation — you  will  have  to  go 
back;  and  you  have  gone  back.  Whether 
the  amount  of  duty  be  10*.  or  7«.,  the  re- 
action is  complete;  and  I  tell  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  reaction  is  not  a  thing 
to  be  made  by  Act  of  Parliament  more 
than  it  is  to  be  controlled  by  the  opinions 
of  Ministers  of  State.  Reaction  is  inevit- 
able. Reaction  is  the  ebb  and  fiow  of 
opinion  incident  to  fallible  beings — the 
consequence  of  hope  deferred,  of  false  re- 
presentations, of  expectations  baulked. 
Reaction  is  the  consequence  of  a  nation 
waking  from  its  illusions.  I  apprehend 
that  the  moral  phenomena  of  national  ex- 
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perience  are  not  different  in  commercial 
from  what  thej  are  in  religious  and  political 
circumstances;  and  when  I  find  a  com- 
munity celebrated  for  its  industry — cele- 
brated once,  I  should  rather  say,  for  its 
industry  and  wealth — when  I  find  its  la- 
bour unemployed,  its  capital  wasting  away, 
its  mills  shut  up,  its  counting-houses  idle, 
I  cannot  be  suprised  that  a  feeling  of  dis- 
trust and  discontent  should  fall  upon  the 
spirit  of  the  people.  It  is  very  easy  for 
a  Gentleman  of  the  great  position  and 
eminent  ability  and  varied  experience  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  .for 
Ripon  to  cry  out,  **  No  reaction!"  I  know 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  who  used  to  cry  out, 
•*  No  surrender  ! "  and  who,  after  that, 
went  and  laid  down  their  arms.  But  it  is 
not  by  bravado  exclamations  of  this  kind 
that  you  can  arrest  the  course  of  public 
opinion,  or  stop  the  inevitable  progress  of 
human  affairs.  Continue  the  course  you 
opened  with  so  much  audacity  and  so  much 
elation,  and  which  you  now  quit  with  so 
much  hesitation  and  so  much  timidity — 
pursue  that  course,  and  let  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  continue  his  cry  of  **  No  re- 
action !  '* — this  I  tell  you,  if  you  do  that, 
before  two  years  have  passed  away  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  crying  **  No 
reaction !  "  amid  a  dissolving  empire  and 
a  despairing  people. 

Mr.  VILLIERS,  as  he  was  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  just  sat  down  had  referred, 
thought  it  incumbent  on  him  to  make  a 
remark  upon  the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech, 
particularly  as  he  had  said  that  this  reac- 
tion might  be  traced  to  false  representa- 
tions. The  hon.  Gentleman  had  asked  the 
House  to  support  the  Motion  now  before 
it,  on  the  authority  of  the  report  of  that 
Committee,  and  on  the  ground  that  the 
Committee  was  composed  of  a  large  ma- 
jority of  what  are  called  "free-traders.** 
That  would  certainly  be  a  sign  of  reaction, 
and  a  startling  fact  to  go  forth  to  the 
world;  and  he  was  sure  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  thank  him  when  he  told  him 
that  it  was  impossible  to  state  anything 
more  distinctly  inaccurate  than  that.  Why, 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  G.  Bentinck)  was  al- 
lowed to  have  his  own  way.  [**  No  !**]  He 
meant  to  say  the  noble  Lord  was  the  person 
who  urged  upon  the  House  the  appointment 
of  the  Committee.  No  other  person  seemed 
to  take  any  interest  in  naming  the  mem- 
bers, and  there  were  on  the  Committee 
ten  protectionists  and  five  free-traders. 
[**No  !*']     He  repeated,  there  were  upon 


it  ten  protectionists — men  who  were  either 
protectionists  in  principle,  or  notoriously 
protectionists  on  the  subject  of  sugar. 
Then  came  the  question  whether  the  pro- 
position made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Droitwich  was  carried  by  a 
majority  of  the  Committee.  He  ventm^ 
to  say  that  the  one  thing  on  which  a  ma- 
jority of  the  Committee  could  not  be  in- 
duced to  agree,  was  the  very  question  of 
10*.  differential  duty.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  not  contradict  him  when  he  said 
that  the  hon.  Member  or  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Liverpool  was  only 
able  to  carry  the  differential  duty  of  10s., 
by  two  Members  leaving  the  Committee 
who  would  have  voted  against  him;  and 
when  the  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the 
evidence,  and  when  he  stated  that  all  the 
evidence  went  to  support  this  very  proposi- 
tion, he  would  remind  him  that  idl  the  evi- 
dence received  from  protection  witnesses 
went  to  support  a  measure  of  a  different 
character.  The  evidence  went  to  show 
that  the  colonists  were  ruined  for  want  of 
forced  labour,  and  the  want  of  the  mono- 
poly of  the  British  market.  There  was  no 
person  who  went  into  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction, who  did  not  agree  that  lOs. 
would  not  afford  sufficient  relief;  and  the 
only  reason  for  proposing  this  amount  was 
this — it  was  announced  to  the  Committee 
that  if  a  10*.  duty  were  proposed,  the  mer- 
chants of  the  country  would  advance  capital 
to  the  planters  of  the  island.  It  was  said 
that  nothing  less  than  I5s.  would  afford 
protection;  and  the  fact  was  that  the  evi- 
dence was  against  the  lOf.  duty,  and  for  a 
measure  of  a  different  character.  The  re- 
port, therefore,  could  only  be  obtained  from 
a  minority  on  the  Committee;  and  he  chal- 
lenged the  noble  Lord,  who  had  the  report 
in  his  hand,  to  contradict  him  if  he  eoiud. 
Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  in  ex- 
planation, what  he  intended  to  state  was, 
that  though  the  Committee  had  recom- 
mended a  differential  duty  of  10«.  for  six 
years,  yet  that  if  he  were  asked  to  say 
what  he  would  propose  at  the  tenmnation 
of  that  differential  duty  in  1854,  be  would 
not  like  to  take  upon  himself  the  part  of  a 
prophet  by  declaring  what  might  then  be 
necessary — that  he  was  not  himself  dis- 
posed to  think  that  protection  would  be 
necessary  for  so  long  a  period — and  that 
he  would  for  his  own  part  be  ready  at  a 
future  stage  in  Committee  to  take  a  fixed 
differential  duty  of  10«.  for  three  years, 
and  to  adopt  a  descending  scale  for  tiie  re- 
maining period. 


77 


Sugar  Duties. 


{July  3} 


Sugar  Duties, 


78 


Lord  GEORGE  BENTINCK :  At  this 
late  hour  of  the  night,  I  will  not  trouble 
the  Committee,  except  absolatelj  to  an- 
swer the  questions  that  I  have  been  chal- 
lenged to  answer.  There  were  on  that 
Committee  of  fifteen — the  names  of  which 
Committee  were  settled  between  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  and  myself 
— ^but  three  Members,  who  voted  in  this 
House  against  the  Act  of  1846,  namely, 
Sir  John  Pakington,  Mr.  Philip  Miles,  and 
myself.  There  were  on  that  Committee  of 
Members  who  voted  in  favour  of  the  Act 
of  1846,  five  Members — Mr.  Labouchere, 
Mr.  Goulbum,  Mr.  Milner  Gibson,  Mr. 
Charles  Yilliers,  and  Mr.  Ewart.  There 
were  of  avowed  free-traders,  whose  opin- 
ions on  this  subject  were  not  known  when 
the  Committee  was  formed,  and  who  did 
not  vote  either  one  way  or  the  other,  with 
respect  to  the  Act  of  1846 — many  of  them 
not  having  been  in  Parliament  at  that  pe- 
riod— Mr.  Cardwell,  Sir  Thomas  Birch, 
Mr.  Henry  Hope,  Mr.  James  Wilson,  Mr. 
James  Matheson,  and  Sir  Edward  Buxton. 
The  resolution  of  the  Committee,  which 
was  eventually  carried,  was  proposed  by 
Sir  Thomas  Birch,  the  Member  for  Liver- 
pool— the  free-trade  Member  for  Liverpool. 
And  I  appeal  to  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  Sir  Thomas  Birch  was 
not  the  Gentleman  regarding  whom,  be- 
tween him  and  me,  there  was  the  greatest 
struggle  whether  he  was  to  be  put  on  the 
Committee  or  not;  and  whether  it  was  not 
by  the  special  desire  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  speaking  on  behalf  of  the 
Government,  that  Sir  Thomas  Birch  was 
ultimately  placed  on  the  Committee  ?  The 
only  other  Gentleman  on  the  Committee 
was  a  Gentleman  who  had  not  been  in  Par- 
liament before,  and  whose  opinions  on  this 
question  had  never  been  tested  in  any  way, 
or  in  any  speech  in  the  House  or  out  of 
the  House — I  mean  Lord  George  Manners. 
Nor,  Sir,  I  have  stated  fairly  the  composi- 
tion of  the  Committee;  and  I  appeal  to 
every  Gentleman  in  the  House,  under  these 
circumstances — there  being  on  that  Com- 
mittee of  fifteen  Gentlemen  but  three  Gen- 
tlemen whose  opinions  were  known  on  the 
subject  of  the  Act  of  1846,  as  having 
YOted  agunst  that  Act,  and  only  one  other 
Gentleman  on  the  whole  Committee  who 
was  supposed  to  favour  the  opinions  of  the 
Chairman — whether  there  ever  was  a  Com- 
mittee more  fairly  constituted,  and  whose 
judgment  and  whose  decision,  if  it  should 
ftore,  as  it  eventually  did  prove,  in  favour 


of  the  resolution  which  has  now  been 
moved  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Droitwich,  was  better  entitled  to  the  re- 
spect of  this  House  and  of  the  country,  as 
the  opinion  of  a  Committee  impartially 
formed  and  constituted.  But  certainly,  if 
there  was  a  bearing  and  a  bias  on  the 
part  of  the  Committee  when  appointed, 
that  bias  was  altogether  against  the  West 
Indian  and  the  sugar-planting  interests, 
and  in  favour  of  the  opinions  of  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  cardwell,  in  the  absence  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Goulbum), 
wished  to  state  what  was  the  precise  posi- 
tion of  his  right  hon.  Friend  and  himself 
on  the  Committee;  and  it  was  only  fair 
that  he  should  be  allowed  an  opportunity 
of  doing  so,  because  certainly  the  noble 
Lord  had  not  conveyed  a  fair  impression 
of  what  their  views  on  the  Committee  were. 
They  placed  on  record  their  belief  of  the 
distress  which  existed  in  the  West  Indian 
colonies — of  the  causes  which  led  to  that 
distress — of  the  degree  to  which  that  dis- 
tress had  been  aggravated  by  the  Act  of 
1846 — of  the  reasons  why,  in  their  opi- 
nion, protection  was  not,  from  its  nature, 
a  satisfactory  means  for  the  permanent 
improvement  of  the  West  Indian  islands — 
and  then,  being  invited  by  the  Government 
to  leave  to  them  the  selection  of  measures 
for  promoting  permanently  the  interests  of 
the  colonies,  they  moved  an  amendment  to 
the  effect  that  a  measure  of  temporary  pro- 
tection was  not  to  be  considered  as  ex- 
cluded; but,  in  the  absence  of  any  know- 
ledge of  what  permanent  measures  the  Go- 
vernment intended  to  propose,  they  thought 
that  the  Committee  could  not  suggest  the 
amount  of  temporary  encouragement  that 
would  be  necessary,  and  they  absented 
themselves  from  the  last  division,  when  a 
specific  measure  was  proposed,  because 
they  thought  that,  in  the  absence  of  all 
knowledge  of  what  the  permanent  mea- 
sures would  be,  they  were  not  in  a  position 
to  propose  temporary  measures.  And,  with 
their  views  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
revenue  might  be  affected  by  a  resolution 
for  temporary  protection,  they  thought 
that  they  would  not  be  justified  in  coming 
to  any  other  conclusion. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question, 
as  proposed  by  Sir  John  Pakington,  that 
the  duty  on  muscovado  sugar  be  lOs,  for 
every  cwt : — Ayes  169  ;  Noes  231  :  Ma- 
jority 62. 
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Aoland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Adderley,  C.  B. 
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Dancombe,  hon.  0. 

Du  Pre,  C.  G. 

East,  Sir  J.  B. 

Edwards,  U. 

Egerton,  Sir  P. 

Egerton,  W.  T. 
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HUdyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hodgson,  W.  N. 
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Spooner,  R. 
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Stuart,  H. 
Stuart,  J. 
Sutton,  J.  H.  M. 
Taylw,  T.  E. 
Thomhill,  G. 
Tollemache,  J. 
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Turner,  G.  J. 
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Urquhart,  D. 
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Waddington,  D. 
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Walpole,  S.  H. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Welby,  G.  E. 
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Wodehouse,  E. 
Wymi,  Sir  W.  W. 


BaiUie,  H. 
Pakington,  Sir  J. 


Abdy,  T.  N. 
Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Anderson,  A. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 
Anson,  Visct. 
Armstrong,  Sir  A. 
Armstrong,  R.  B. 
Arundel    and    Sorreiy, 

Earl  of 
Bagshaw,  J. 
Bailey,  J. 
Baines,  M.  T. 
Baring,  rt.hn.  Sir  F.T. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt 
Berkeley,  hon.  G.  F. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Bouverie,  hon.  E.  P. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Brand,  T. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brown,  W. 
Browne,  R.D. 

Buller,  C. 
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CaUaghan,  D. 

Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
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Clements,  hon.  G.  S. 
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Clifford,  H.  M. 
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Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
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Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 

Craig,  W.  G. 

Dalrymple,  Capt. 
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Evans,  W. 
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Heathcoftt,  J. 
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Howard,  hmi.  J.  K. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hutt,  W. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Keogh,  W. 
Kershaw,  J. 
Kildare,  Marq.  of 
King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 
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Lewis,  rt.  hon.  Sir  T.  F. 
Lewis,  6.  0. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
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Martin,  C.  W. 
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MonMM,W. 
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Perfect,.  R. 
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Pigott,F. 
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Pusey,  P. 
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Ricardo,  J.  L. 
Ricardo,  0. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Rich,  H. 

Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  F.  C.  H. 
Rutherfurd,  A. 
Scholefield,  W. 
Scrope,  G,  P. 
Scully,  F. 
Seymour,  Sir  H. 
Shafto,  R.  D. 
ShoU,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Shelbume,  Earl  of 
Simeon,  J. 
Slaney,  R.  A. 
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Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
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Spearman,  H.  J. 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
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Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Talbot,  J.  H. 
Talfourd,  Sen. 
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Thompson,  G« 
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Wood,  rt,  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
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TBLLXBS. 

HiU,  Lord  M. 
TufheU,  H. 


The  HouM  resumed.     Committee  to  sit 
again. 

House  adjourned  at  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Tuesday,  July  4, 1848. 

MaruTSt.]    Took  the  Oa/A«.->  The  Lord  Clements. 

PoBUc  Bills.—  1^  Priaont. 

9>  and  pMMdi— Game  Certifleatei  tot  Killing  Hsra. 


PariTioif  s  PatSBNTSD.  From  Merchsato  of  Cork,  agafaist 
any  Alteration  in  the  Navigation  Laws ;  and  from  the  Grand 
Jury  of  the  same  City,  for  the  more  Bffldent  Support  of  the 
Medieal  Charities  of  Ireland,  by  an  BquitaUe  Assesmcnt 
of  the  several  Unioos  in  Ireland. — From  Lancaster  and 
Rodidale,  for  the  Adoption  of  a  System  of  Secular  Educa* 
tion  in  the  County  of  Lancaster,  to  be  supported  by  the 
Local  Rates.— From  Fortingal,  and  other  Places,  for  the 
Reaction  of  the  Marriage  (Scotland)  BiU,  and  the  R^la- 
tering  Births,  Jkc  (Scotknd)  BilL— From  Visiting  JtM- 
tices  of  the  County  Gaol  of  Reading,  for  the  Adoption  of 
Measures  for  the  Reformation  of  Jnyenile  OAndeia^— 
From  Chairman  and  Members  of  the  Committee  of  the 
Bristol  Association  for  Improving  the  Public  Health,  la 
fovonr  of  the  Public  Health  BUI. 

JUVENILE  OFFENDERS. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  rose  to  pre- 
sent  a  petition  of  very  great  importance  to 
the  country,  and  which  had  reference  to 
the  very  great  increase  of  juvenile  of- 
fenders. He  was  not  one  of  those  who 
thought  it  was  impossihle,  hy  education, 
or  in  any  other  way,  entirely  to  prevent  a 
great  many  of  those  children  from  commit- 
ting those  offences  for  which  they  were  so 
repeatedly  hrought  hefore  the  courts  of 
justice.  Although  he  knew  the  suhjeot 
was  surrounded  with  considerable  difficulty, 
he,  for  one,  could  not  see  why  they  should 
not  endeavour  to  rescue  this  portion  of 
their  population  from  the  misery  they  were 
doomed  to  undergo  in  this  world,  and  from 
that  fate  which  probably  awaited  them  in 
the  next.  A  child  of  about  eight  or  nine 
years  was  sent  out  by  his  parents  to  plun- 
der; he  was  taken  and  tried  for  stealing 
some  toy,  not  worth  perhaps  three  half- 
pence, and  for  that  offence  the  jury  was 
bound  to  find  him  guilty  of  a  felony.  From 
that  time,  that  child  had  little  hopes  of 
doing  any  thing  else  but  going,  week  after 
week,  and  month  after  month,  before  a 
Criminal  Court,  until  finally  he  was  trans- 
ported, when  he  was  perfectly  hardened  in 
every  species  of  crime.  He  begged,  there- 
fore, to  call  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  this  system.  He  certainly  did  not 
intend  to  proceed  with  any  measure  in 
reference  to  the  subject  this  year;  but  his 
intention  was — if  the  Government  did  not 
take  the  matter  into  their  hands — to  lay 
on  the  table,  for  the  consideration  of  the 
country  at  large,  a  proposition  for  sending 
those  children,  in  some  cases,  to  reforma- 
tory institutions.  He  would  propose  that 
they  should  be  sent — and  paid  for  as  they 
should  now  be  paid  for  when  they  were 
sent  to  prison — ^for  a  certain  period  to  a 
reformatory  place,  where  they  would  have 
some  chance  of  reforming  them.  It  might 
be  said  that,  by  adopting  this  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding, they  would  place  the  parents  of 
guilty  children  in  a  better  position  than 
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tbe  parents  of  well-conducted,  because 
thej  would  relieve  the  parents  of  the  for- 
mer class  from  the  burden  of  supporting 
them;  but  he  saw  no  difficulty  in  having 
an  Act  of  Parliament  so  framed  that  those 
parties  should  be  obliged  to  pay  a  certain 
portion  of  the  expense  of  sustaining  them. 
No  person  could  more  plainly  see  than  he 
did,  the  necessity  of  having  strict  disci- 
pline in  their  prisons;  but  if  they  wanted 
to  stay  crime  in  this  country,  tney  must 
go  to  the  root  of  it.  When  they  sent 
children  of  this  description  to  the  gaols  of 
a  great  metropolis,  it  was  impossible  for 
them  to  learn  there  anything  that  could  be 
of  use  to  them  ;  and  although  they  went 
into  the  prison,  comparatively  speaking, 
guiltless,  they  would  come  out  of  it  schooled 
in  vice.  The  petition  which  he  presented 
to  the  House  was  adopted  at  a  meeting 
called  in  the  city  of  London,  and  signed 
by  many  of  those  who  attended  there,  in- 
cluding magistrates  of  the  metropolitan 
county,  merchants,  bankers,  gentlemen 
connected  with  the  Philanthropic  Society, 
and  the  Society  of  Refuge  for  the  Desti- 
tute. When  they  saw  what  had  been  al- 
ready done  by  the  Philanthropic  Society, 
there  was  a  very  cheering  prospect  that 
they  might  be  able  to  extend  their  useful- 
ness. In  conclusion,  he  would  remind 
their  Lordships  that  this  was  not  a  party 
question,  but  one  to  which  they  might  all 
apply  their  minds  with  a  view  to  remedy 
so  distressing  an  evil. 

Lord  KINNAIRD  said,  that  the  sub- 
ject was  one  which  well  deserved  the  at- 
tention of  their  Lordships.  Their  Lord- 
ships were  not  perhaps  aware  that  there 
were  in  this  metropolis  upwards  of  100,000 
children  who  had  no  education  whatever; 
and  that  there  were  30,000  vagrant  chil- 
dren, who  either  had  no  parents  to  apply 
to,  or  who  were  neglected  by  their  parents. 
These  children  would  be  the  men  and 
women  of  an  after  generation;  and  it  was 
impossible  to  calculate  the  extent  of  the 
vice  and  crime  to  which  such  a  state  of 
things  might  lead.  The  plan  now  recom- 
mended for  adoption  in  the  petition  had 
already  been  tried  with  success.  In  the 
town  and  county  of  Aberdeen,  where  some 
time  ago  the  number  of  vagrant  children 
was,  in  the  town,  280,  and  in  the  county, 
328  ;  after  a  school  had  been  established 
for  one  or  two  years,  the  numbers  were 
reduced  to  48  in  the  county,  and  to  14  in 
the  town.  There  had,  therefore,  been  an 
actual  saving  of  expense,  to  say  nothing 
of  the  performance  of  a  high  moral  obliga- 


tion. It  had  been  calculated  that  the 
training  up  of  these  children  as  criminals 
cost  from  100^.  to  1501,  each,  while  to 
keep  one  of  them  at  school,  cost  at  Aber- 
deen under  51.  a  year,  and  in  the  metro- 
polis 62.  a  year.  The  petitioners  desired 
that  the  magistrate  should  have  the  power 
of  committing  children  to  a  reformatoiy 
school,  with  the  penalty  of  a  prison  hang- 
ing over  their  heads  if  they  left  the  schooL 
He  thought  it  quite  possible,  without  giv- 
ing undue  encouragement  to  vice,  that 
schools  of  this  sort  might  be  provided, 
partly  by  a  rate,  and  partly  by  an  educa- 
tional fund;  and  that  schoolmasters  should 
also  be  obtained,  partly  by  the  same  means, 
and  partly  by  private  contributions.  He 
hoped  that  Her  Majesty's  GoTemment 
would  consider,  during  the  recess,  whether 
some  measure  of  that  sort  might  not  be 
adopted. 

Earl  GREY  admitted  the  importance 
of  the  question  to  which  the  petition  re- 
ferred, and  considered  it  to  be  worthy  of 
the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. He  believed  their  Lordships  were 
aware  that  sometimes  the  practice  was 
adopted  of  taking  boys  from  prison,  uid 
sending  them  out  as  apprentices  to  Western 
Australia.  With  regard  to  the  proposiUon 
contained  in  the  petition,  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  that  they  should  very  carefully 
consider  any  measure  of  the  kind  they 
adopted.  If  they  adopted  this  proposal,  it 
would  place  the  parents  of  guilty  children 
in  a  much  better  position  than  the  honest 
and  industrious  parent  who  took  care  of 
his  children.  He  felt,  also,  that  there 
would  be  extreme  difficulty  in  making  the 
parents  liable  for  the  support  of  their  chil- 
dren; and  when  they  were  made  liable, 
there  would  also  be  some  difficulty  in  for- 
cing them  to  pay  the  amount  of  the  claim 
upon  them. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  called  the  attention 
of  their  Lordships  to  the  opinion  of  the  Cri- 
minal Law  Commission  with  respect  to  ju- 
venile offenders.  They  laboured  under  a 
strong  impression  that  it  would  be  advisable 
to  punish  small  offenders  by  corporal  punish- 
ment, instead  of  sending  them  to  be  tried 
for  felonies.  They  knew  there  was  a  great 
objection  amongst  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try to  that  punishment ;  but  it  was  the 
unanimous  opinion  of  the  Committee  that 
it  would  be  much  the  better  way  of  dealing 
with  the  petty  offences  of  young  offenders, 
for  nothing  was  so  absurd  as  sending  a 
child  of  eight  or  nine  years  old  to  be  tried 
for  felony  for  stealing  two  apples. 


85  Ifonh  Wales  {June  4} 

NORTH  WALES  RAILWAY.  . 
Lord  MONTE AGLE,  pursuant  to  no- 
tice, presented  a  petition  from  Henry 
Archer,  complaining  of  the  conduct  of  the 
directors  of  the  North  Wales  Railway. 
The  petitioner  was  one  of  the  original 
shareholders  in  this  line  of  railway,  which 
was  intended  to  run  hetween  Carnarvon 
and  Bangor.  The  Act  authorising  the 
construction  of  the  railway  passed  in  1 845, 
and  two  instalments  of  10  per  cent  were 
paid  up  bj  the  shareholders.  Soon  after, 
a  change  in  the  direction  of  the  company 
took  pUce;  and  one  of  the  £rst  proceed- 
ings of  the  new  direction  was  to  lend  the 
money  of  the  North  Wales  Railway  Com- 
pany for  the  purpose  of  completing  another 
railway  with  which  the  North  Wales  Rail- 
way had  nothing  to  do.  Many  of  the 
members  of  the  new  direction  were  also 
directors  of  the  London  and  Richmond 
Bail  way  Company,  and  to  this  latter  com- 
pany the  money  of  the  North  Wales  Com- 
pany was  lent.  But,  as  the  North  Wales 
Kailway  Company  were  not  empowered  by 
law  to  lend,  nor  the  London  and  Rich- 
mond Company  to  borrow,  the  course 
taken  was  not  to  lend  the  money  to  the 
London  and  Richmond  Company  in  its  cor- 
porate capacity,  but  to  private  individuals 
connected  with  the  company  on  their  notes 
of  hand.  After  a  time  the  Richmond  Rail- 
way was  made,  and  sold  to  another  com- 
pany. •  The  directors  of  the  North  Wales 
Company,  having  lent  the  money  of  the 
company  on  insufficient  security,  and  con- 
trary to  law,  nevertheless  thought  proper, 
when  this  took  place,  to  repeat  the  experi- 
ment, and  they  lent  the  money  of  the 
company  to  two  other  individuals.  A 
ahareholder  applied  to  inspect  the  accounts, 
and  after  some  resistance  he  was  allowed 
to  have  access  to  them.  Their  Lordships 
would  hardly  believe  in  what  manner  those 
accounts  were  kept.  He  held  in  his  hand 
a  copy  of  the  very  account  in  question, 
and  he  found  these  entries : — "  Loan  to 
*A'for  investment,  1,500^."  "Loan  to 
•B'for  ditto,  1,200^"  "Loan  to  *  C  ' 
for  ditto,  4,000^."  ''Loan  to  *  D  *  for 
ditto,  8,000?."  "  Loan  to  '  E  '  for  ditto, 
3.000f."  "Loan  to  '  F '  for  ditto, 
l,000i."  "  Loan  to  'G '  for  ditto,  l.OOOi." 
In  fact,  the  account  was  a  cypher  which 
explained  nothing.  The  parties  asked  for 
an  explanation  as  to  who  were  represented 
by  the  letters  "A,"  "B,'*  "  C,"  "  D," 
"B,"  "F,"  and  "  G,"  but  that  was  re- 
fosed.  These  were  the  two  main  allega- 
tions contained  in  this  petition,  namely. 
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first,  a  misapplication  of  the  funds  from  the 
purposes  for  which  they  were  intended  by 
Parliament,  from  the  North  Wales  Rail- 
way Company  to  the  London  and  Rich- 
mond Railway  Company;  and  secondly, 
the  mode  in  which  the  accounts  wefe  kept. 
The  answer  of  the  directors  to  the  latter 
charge  related  a  most  curious  fact.  They 
stated  that  this  mode  of  keeping  accounts, 
namely,  that  of  putting  forward  an  un- 
intelligible account  to  be  inspected  by  the 
shareholders,  and  keeping  a  private  ledger 
for  their  own  use,  was  the  common  course 
taken  by  other  railway  companies;  and 
they  justified  themselves  by  this  most  ex- 
traordinary plea.  He  thought  it  behoved 
their  Lordships  and  the  Parliament  to  take 
notice  of  this  matter.  He  should  content 
himself  at  present  with  presenting  the  pe- 
tition; but  if  the  subject  should  be  allow- 
ed altogether  to  drop,  he  conceived  their 
Lordships  would  be  partly  making  them- 
selves accessory  to  a  system  of  fraud.  Of 
the  parties  he  knew  nothing.  He  had  no 
connexion  with  either  of  the  companies. 
The  facts  were  admitted  by  both  sides; 
and  they  clearly  showed  a  departure  from 
the  law  of  the  land,  and  a  violation  of  a 
public  trust.  The  prayer  of  the  petition 
was  that  a  Bill  might  be  passed  to  exclude 
these  parties  from  the  direction,  and  to  ap- 
point others  to  carry  out  the  railway.  So 
important  did  he  consider  the  question  that 
he  should  be  inclined  at  a  future  day  to 
move  for  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  these  facts,  and  to 
report  upon  them  to  the  House. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  suggested,  that 
whether  the  noble  Lord  brought  forward  a 
Bill,  or  moved  for  a  Select  Committee,  it 
would  be  better  that  he  gave  a  formal 
notice  of  the  course  he  intended  to  pur- 
sue. 

Lord  WHARNCLIFFE  considered  this 
to  be  one  of  the  most  scandalous  cases  that 
had  occurred  in  the  mismanagement  of 
railways.  He  considered  it  to  be  highly 
incumbent  on  their  Lordships  to  apply  a 
coiTcctive  and  check  upon  these  proceed- 
ings. 

Lord  REDE SD ALE  said,  that  unless 
some  noble  Lord  should  hereafter  make  a 
statement  on  the  other  side  that  should 
satisfy  their  Lordships,  he  considered  this 
was  a  case  in  which  the  Legislature  ought 
to  interfere.  These  great  bodies  ought  to 
be  compelled  to  render  accounts  of  their 
proceedings.  If  they  concealed  them  from 
the  shareholders,  they  could  never  hope  to 
possess  the  confidence  of  the  public. 
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The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  Mid. 
it  appeared  to  him  to  he  a  suhject  of  Tery 
ooiiftiderahle  importance.  It  had  heen  said 
that  there  was  a  Bill  pending  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  to  facilitate  the  disso- 
lution of  one  of  these  companies.  He  had 
not  seen  that  Bill,  hut  he  thought  that  no 
such  steps  should  be  taken  without  first 
ascertaining  the  state  of  the  accounts  of 
the  company,  because  Parliament  might 
otherwise  be  sanctioning  a  great  injustice. 
Their  Lordships  ought  not  to  allow  any 
facilities  whatever  to  the  parties  until  after 
a  fiill  investigation  into  these  facts,  especi- 
ally after  a  Bill  had  been  rejected  which 
would  have  enforced  a  distinct  and  band 
fide  audit  of  all  these  vast  budgets  that 
were  going  on  in  the  country  under  the 
direction  of  these  companies. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  said,  that  before 
the  Bill  empowering  the  company  to  effect 
a  dissolution  reached  their  Lordships* 
House,  he  should  move  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee to  consider  and  report  on  the  facts 
stated  in  the  petition. 

The  petition  laid  on  the  table. 

House  adjourned. 

HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  July  4,  1848. 

MiNUTBt.]  Pbtitions  PRBStifTKO.  By  ViMOiint  Mor- 
peth, firom  WTcnl  Offlcen  of  the  Thome  Union,  Weit 
Rldhiff  of  Vorkthire*  for  a  Supcrannuatioa  Fund  for 
IHwr  Uw  OAcrra.— By  Mr.  ManhaU,  ftom  Uie  Borough 
oC  Great  YarmouUi.  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Public 
Health  BUI By  Mr.  Vernon  Smith,  ftomthe  Northamp- 
tonshire Mcchanici'  Institution,  for  Alteration  of  the 
Sdentifie  Societies  BilL^By  Sir  Ocoiit  Clerk.  fIrom 
Dorer,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Dealers  in  Spirits  Bill. 
—By  Mr.  Osman  Rioardo,  from  the  Borough  of  Woroes> 
t«r,  for  an  Honest  and  ProtsctiTe  System  of  Paiiiament- 
ary  Eleetiom.~By  Dr.  Bowrlag.  and  Lord  Dudley  Stuart, 
ftvm  a  Number  of  Placet,  for  Adoption  of  Univeml 
Saflhige.~By  Lord  Dudley  Stuart,  (Vom  the  Paii«h  of 
St.  Paitcraa,  for  Inquiry  into  the  Bakers*  Grierancea.— 
By  Mr.  ColvUe,  ttom  DaTraport,  for  a  Suspension  of 
the  Habeas  {.\xftm  Act  (IreUnd).— Bj  Mr.  C.  Anstey. 
fhim  Sunderland,  for  Redress  in  the  Case  of  William 
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On  the  Motion  for  reading  the  Onler  of 
the  Dav  for  tho  Committal  of  this  Bill, 

Mr.*FKEWEN  objectiHl  to  tho  House 
proceodins:  with  a  Bill  of  that  importance, 
while  so  many  wore  absent  attending  Com- 
mittees who  were  anxious  to  take  part  in 
the  pnx\x\ling. 

On  tiie  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House 
to  gv»  into  Committee. 

Sir  LUCIUS  O'BRIEN  trusted  to  the 
ii)duls::^nce  of  the  House  while  he  made 


the»  Motion  of  whieh  he  had  given  notiee, 
namely,  that  it  he  an  instmction  to  thtt 
Committee  to  extend  the  operation  of  this 
BUI  to  England  and  ScotUnd  ;  and  be 
trusted  that  he  should  be  enabled  to  in* 
duce  the  House  to  sanction  his  Motion. 
Before  he  proceeded,  he  could  not  hdp  ex- 
pressing his  feelings  of  satisfaction  at  the 
conduct  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
during  the  season  of  distress,  for  it  bad 
been  such  as  to  command  the  respect  of 
all  classes;  he  therefore  regretted  that  be 
felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  differ  from  that 
noble  Earl  and  the  GoYemment,  with  re- 
spect to  this  measure.  The  propositioii 
which  he  was  about  to  offer  to  the  Home 
appeared  to  him  to  be  so  clear,  that  be 
felt  it  would  be  only  justice  if  the  Home 
sanctioned  it.  It  was  constantly  stated  ia 
that  House,  and  a  similar  observation  wti 
made  in  nearly  all  the  answers  of  tbe 
Lord  Lieutenant  to  addresses,  that  Ireland 
must  be  considered  and  treated  as  an  m- 
tegral  part  of  the  empire,  and  that  there 
should  be  a  perfect  identity  between  tbe 
laws  and  institutions  of  the  two  countries. 
It  was  well  known  that  Irish  lawyers  hsd  to 
come  to  this  country  to  reeeiYO  a  cortaia 
portion  of  their  professional  education;  and 
they  had  more  than  once  been  told  that  aa 
Irish  Chancellor  might  be  called  noon  to 
give  judgment  in  the  Honse  of  LordSi 
Therefore,  it  was  most  desirable  to  make 
the  laws  of  the  two  countries  analogooa 
If,  however,  they  proceeded  to  exanune 
that  Bill,  they  would  find  that  th»  prin- 
ciple had  been  departed  from.  This  BiH 
was  laid  before  the  House  of  Lords  at  tiw 
commencement  of  the  Session,  and  after 
considerable  delay  it  passed  through  thai 
House ;  it,  therefore,  was  but  reasonable 
to  suppose  that  the  Bill  before  the  House 
came  from  the  House  of  Lords,  whieh  hid 
had  it  under  consideration  for  several 
months,  in  almost  a  state  of  perfection. 
But  what  were  the  facts  of  the  case  ?  At  a 
late  hour  one  night  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General,  without  any  explanation, 
asked  the  House  to  allow  the  Bill  to  be 
committed  for  the  purpose  of  making  cer- 
tain alterations,  and  of  introducing  certain 
clauses  into  it :  the  House  assented,  and 
the  result  was,  an  entirely  new  Bill  fixed 
on  the  old  one.  Some  legal  gentlemen, 
who  had  seen  the  alterations,  told  him 
that  they  were  utteriy  astonished,  and  they 
complained  that  the  alterations  were  at 
direct  variance  with  the  chief  principles  of 
the  former  Bill.  He,  therefore,  must  com- 
plain of  the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
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Ternment  in  this  respect,  and  also  that 
they  had  hrought  it  forward  for  discussion 
in  that  House  at  a  moment  when  a  great 
part  of  the  Irish  Memhers  were  in  their 
respective  counties  attending  to  important 
duties.  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  now 
urged  the  House  to  pass  this  Bill  imme- 
diately, which,  he  contended,  would  alter 
the  whole  law  of  property  in  Ireland.  He 
denied,  however,  that  there  was  anything 
in  the  peculiar  situation  of  that  country  to 
justify  such  a  change;  and  it  would  he 
part  of  his  argument  to  show  that  the 
financial  condition  of  that  country  was  not 
80  different  from  that  of  England  or 
Scotland  as  to  call  for  a  Bill  of  this  kind. 
A  number  of  deputations,  composed  of 
Irish  Members,  had  waited  on  the  Govern- 
ment with  respect  to  this  and  other  mea- 
anres;  and  nothing  had  been  left  unsaid  to 
show  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  the  evils 
which  would  result  from  them.  Such  de- 
putations had  not  gone  unauthorised  to 
the  Government,  for  the  greatest  alarm 
prevailed  in  many  parts  of  the  country  at 
the  manner  in  which  this  Bill  had  been 
proceeded  with.  He  would  first  refer 
to  the  county  Clare,  and  read  a  few 
figures,  with  the  view  of  showing  what 
was  its  condition.  It  appeared  that  for- 
merly the  ordinary  presentments  at  the 
aaaises  for  that  county  were  15,0002.,  but 
this  year  ihey  amounted  to  56,000/.  The 
grand  jury  thus  saw  the  charges  more  than 
trebled,  within  a  very  short  period.  In- 
deed, the  sum  of  45,0002.  was  required  for 
new  presentments,  making  a  large  deduc- 
tion from  the  property  of  Irish  landowners. 
Upon  his  own  estate  the  rent  paid  was 
About  10s.  an  acre.  The  rates  in  former 
years  might  be  taken  at  7s„  but  the 
eharge  for  rates  now  amounted  to  14«. 
Thb  was  a  fair  indication  of  what  pre- 
TBiled  there.  He  was  on  the  Continent 
at  the  eommencement  of  the  famine,  but 
he  immediately  returned,  and  took  an 
aetive  part  in  the  relief  committees.  He 
made  it  a  rule  to  attend  every  meeting  of 
magistrates,  and  day  after  day  he  went 
to  the  different  sessions,  and  he  had  ex- 
erted lumself  to  keep  down  extravagance 
in  the  expenditure  of  the  relief  and  la- 
bour fonds;  but  the  effort  of  an  individual 
waa  perfectly  powerless.  Seven  or  eight 
other  magistrates  exerted  themselves  to 
the  ntmost  for  the  same  purpose.  No  one 
who  had  not  been  in  the  midst  of  famine 
eoold  jodge  of  the  excitement  and  fears 
eonatantlj  engendered.  It  was  very  easy 
teieaaon  upon  such  a  subject  in  a  chamber; 


but  the  question  of  practically  dealing  with 
it  was  a  most  difficult  problem  to  solve.  It 
was  not  the  fault  of  the  Government  alone 
that  there  was  so  much  confusion  and  ex- 
travagance, for  he  gave  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  every  credit  for  the  exertions 
they  made  in  endeavouring  to  meet  the 
famine.  The  fact,  however,  was,  the  Acts 
of  Parliament  passed  for  the  relief  of  the 
famine  were  so  much  hurried  through  the 
Legislature  as  to  be  full  of  errors.  The 
Labour-rate  Bill  was  false  in  principle,  and 
had  been  productive  of  much  mischief. 
He  believed,  after  the  experience  they  had 
had  of  the  operation  of  that  measure,  no 
Government  would  ever  venture  to  propose 
again  a  Labour-rate  Act.  He  contended, 
that  every  farthing  advanced  by  the  Go- 
vernment under  that  Act  ought  to  be  can- 
celled, and  more  especially  as  to  the  wes- 
tern counties  in  Ireland.  The  whole  of  the 
labour-rate  was  administered,  under  a  state 
of  famine,  in  a  most  objectionable  way. 
If,  however,  that  measure,  or  some  other, 
had  not  passed  at  the  period  at  which  it 
did,  thousands  upon  thousands  more  of  the 
peasantry  would  have  perished  beyond  the 
number  which  actually  did  perish.  The 
advances  made  under  that  Act  were  to  be 
repaid  in  two  instalments;  and  although 
the  Government  and  the  Parliament  had 
very  liberally  cancelled  one-half  of  the  sum 
granted,  still  the  effect  of  these  charges 
had  been  such  as  to  double  the  rates.  He 
would  refer  the  House  to  the  charges  un- 
der the  Labour-rate  Act  in  the  counties  of 
Clare,  Cork,  Galway,  and  Limerick,  where 
the  rates  had  increased  to  a  very  alarming 
degree.  In  Clare,  the  charge  for  repay- 
ment made  at  each  assizes  was  14,000l., 
in  Cork,  16,000Z.,  in  Galway,  11,000Z., 
and  in  Limerick,  11,5002.  Then,  again, 
with  regard  to  outdoor  relief,  which  under 
the  pressure  of  famine  they  were  obliged 
to  adopt,  the  effect  had  been  such  as  to 
render  the  condition  of  the  county  of  Clare 
most  disastrous.  In  that  county  they 
were  spending  11,0002.  a  month,  or 
132,0002.  on  the  poor-rates  alone.  If  the 
House  considered  the  pressure  which  these 
rates  must  occasion  on  the  population,  they 
could  conceive  what  difficulties  the  landed 
proprietary  had  to  contend  with.  It  must 
be  recollected,  that  the  payment  of  the 
poor-rates  was  imperative,  and  that  the 
payment  under  the  labour-rate  was  also 
imperative.  The  state  of  distress,  and  the 
privations  the  people  had  been  exposed  to, 
had  been  productive  of  most  disastrous 
effects  to  the  population  of  the  country; 
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and  above  all,  to  the  younger  part  of  it, 
for  children  four  or  five  years  old  were  so 
shrivelled  up  that  they  did  not  appear  to 
be  more  than  one  or  two  years  old.  With 
respect  to  the  Bill  before  the  House,  if  this 
measure  was  good  for  the  Irish  landlords 
for  the  purpose  of  relieving  them,  it  was 
equally  so  for  the  English  landlords.  If 
the  measure  was  good,  let  them  have  it  on 
both  sides  of  the  Channel;  but  if  it  was  a 
bad  one,  why  force  it  forward  ?  He  was 
convinced  the  measure  would  be  productive 
of  much  mischief.  If  they  passed  a  mea- 
sure to  compel  the  landholders  of  Ireland 
to  deal  with  their  estates  under  such  an 
Act,  they  would  inflict  a  great  injustice. 
He  recommended  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  withdraw  this  Bill  for  the  present 
year,  or  so  to  modify  it  as  to  make  it  a 
boon  to  Ireland.  He  was  sure  it  was  not 
the  wish  of  the  Government  to  oppress  the 
landlords;  but  they  were  now  endeavouring 
to  force  a  Bill  through  Parliament  which 
would  shake  the  foundation  of  property, 
and  expose  Irish  landlords  to  every  annoy- 
ance to  which  creditors  could  expose  them. 
It  might  be  said  that  this  measure  should 
pass  in  justice  to  creditors.  He  denied  it, 
for  the  mortgagees  of  estates  in  Ireland 
had  been  for  years  receiving  a  much  higher 
rate  of  interest  than  the  same  class  of  per- 
sons received  in  this  country.  He  did  not 
think,  also,  that  this  class  of  creditors,  who 
had  money  invested  (»n  the  security  of  Irish 
property,  were  in  such  a  condition  as  to 
call  for  such  a  measure.  There  might  be 
individual  cases  of  hardship  on  creditors; 
but  even  if  there  were  such  cases,  remedies 
existed  under  the  present  law,  by  which 
the  property  of  the  creditors  would  be  ef- 
fectively protected.  Some  of  the  clauses 
in  this  Bill  involved  most  important  consti- 
tutional principles.  Under  some  of  its 
provbions  they  proceeded  to  restate  the 
law  of  entail.  He  did  not  say,  whether 
the  law  of  entail  was  right  or  wrong;  but 
still  it  was  the  law  of  the  land,  and  under 
it  the  landed  gentry  were  enabled  to  keep 
up  their  station,  and  upon  them  the  mon- 
archy itself  rested.  The  House,  then,  was 
asked  to  do  away  with  this  law  without  re- 
gard to  the  past,  or  without  notice  of  the 
constitutional  matter  involved.  Under  the 
30th  Clause  of  this  Bill,  a  tenant  for  life 
might  sell  the  whole  of  an  ancient  family 
domain  without  consulting  the  person  who 
was  to  succeed  him  in  the  possession  of  the 
property.  The  clause  gave  such  a  person 
the  power  of  placing  the  money  derived 
from  such  sale  in  the  Bank  of  Ireland,  and 


he  might  draw  as  much  as  he  pleased  from 
it.  Suppose,  for  instance,  the  ease  of  an 
estate  worth  200,0002.  in  the  possession  of 
a  tenant  for  life  who  owed  5,0002.  or  even 
1,0002. — ^he  might  sell  this  estate  under 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill.  Thus  an  an- 
cient family  mansion,  which  might  have 
cost  50,0002.  in  its  erection,  might  be  sold 
for  2,0002.  or  3,0002.  This  person's  suc- 
cessor might  find  a  certain  sum  of  money 
lodged  for  him  in  the  Bank  of  Ireland,  in- 
stead of  succeeding  to  an  estate  of  which 
he  was  the  heir.  Under  such  circom- 
stances,  he  most  strongly  objected  to  give 
such  power  to  any  person..  Again,  under 
the  third  clause,  any  person  having  an  en- 
cumbrance on  an  estate  might  force  it  into 
the  market,  and  sell  it  at  a  most  minoos 
loss  to  the  owner.  Many  of  these  estates 
were  in  the  character  of  royalties,  and  it 
was  most  objectionable  to  get  rid  of  them 
in  such  a  way.  He  therefore  called  upon 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  pause  be- 
fore it  proceeded  further  in  thus  dealing 
with  such  a  large  amount  of  property.  If 
the  measure  was  for  ill  or  good,  surelj  H 
was  only  fair  and  just  that  it  should  be 
equally  applied  to  all  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  instead  of  its  operation  being 
confined  to  Ireland.  As  the  Bill  stood,  a 
property  might  be  sold,  however  much  be* 
low  its  value  the  amount  offered  might  be. 
He  had  heard  many  observations  since  he 
had  been  a  Member  of  that  House  aboot 
the  landlords  of  Ireland,  which  he  coold 
only  regard  as  gross  calumnies  on  that 
much-abused  class.  A  more  kind  or  able 
body  of  men  did  not  exist;  and  no  men 
could  be  better  adapted  for  public  or  pri- 
vate business,  or  for  the  management  of 
their  own  affiairs.  Much  had  been  said  in 
that  House  of  acts  of  oppression  perpetrated 
by  landlords.  As  an  answer  to  this  he 
would  mention  the  subject  of  a  recent  con^ 
versation  which  he  had  had  with  the  assist- 
ant barrister  of  the  county  in  which  he  re- 
sided. When  he  asked  that  learned  gentle- 
man whether  he  had  frequent  instances  of 
oppression  on  the  part  of  landlords  brought 
before  him;  the  reply  was,  that  althoogfa 
he  had  resided  twenty  years  in  the  county, 
he  did  not  at  that  time  recollect  more  than 
one  case  of  the  kind.  With  respect  to 
cases  of  ejectment,  he  must  plainly  state, 
that  the  legislation  of  that  House  for  some 
years  past  had  tended  to  force  landlords  to 
eject  the  smaller  tenants  for  non-payment 
of  rent.  For  some  years  past  that  legis- 
lation had  had  a  tendency  to  oblige  the 
landlords  of   Ireland  to   force   their  ten* 
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ants  out  of  their  possessions.  The  ope- 
ration of  the  Quarter-Acre  Clause  had 
forced  a  great  numher  of  landlords,  in 
idMefence,  to  get  quit  of  their  tenants. 
He  had  himself  to  pay  lOOZ.  for  tenants 
who  had  not  paid  him  a  farthing  of  rent. 
He  spoke  from  practical  knowledge.  Then, 
if  landlords  were  compelled  to  eject  their 
tenants,  they  must  immediately  pull  down 
the  house  which  the  tenant  had  occupied 
when  they  had  got  the  tenant  out  of  it;  for 
if  the  tenant  so  ejected  went  and  took  pos- 
session of  the  house  again,  the  landlord, 
unless  he  used  yiolence,  must  obtain  a 
fresh  ejectment.  There  was  no  other  re- 
medy than  to  pull  down  the  house.  That 
was  the  fault  of  the  legislation  which  had 
been  going  on  for  years.  If  Parliament 
wished  to  prevent  the  landlords  from  doing 
these  harsh  things,  and  to  save  the  tenants 
from  being  subjected  to  such  proceedings, 
the  course  of  legislation  must  be  changed, 
and  the  law  simplified.  He  might  state 
another  difBculty  which  existed  in  dealing 
with  small  tenants  in  Ireland.  If  he  built 
a  house  in  a  village,  and  put  a  man  into  it 
to  live  there  comfortably,  it  might  be  two 
or  three  years  before  he  got  that  house 
again  into  his  possession,  though  the  ten- 
ant would  pay  no  rent.  Three  or  four 
years  would  elapse  before  one  could  get 
quit  of  the  pauper;  instead  of  a  nice  com- 
TOrtable  cottage  such  as  it  was  at  first,  the 
cottage  came  back  in  a  very  different  con- 
dition; and,  were  such  a  case  to  occur  on 
his  property,  in  this  House  he  should  have 
his  flEur  name  tarnished.  Until  adequate 
power  were  g^ven  to  the  landlords  in  such 
cases,  the  country  would  continue  to  pre- 
sent such  barbarous  scenes  as  it  now  ex- 
bibited.     He  begged  to  move — 

**  That  it  be  an  instruction  to  the  Committee  on 
tlie  Enoombered  Estates  (Ireland)  Bill  to  extend 
ito  operation  to  England  and  Scotland." 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  was 
anxious  to  explain  what  were  the  real  ob- 
jects of  the  Bill  before  the  House,  which 
it  was  clear  were  not  understood  by  the 
hon.  Baronet,  nor  were  its  provisions  duly 
appreciated  by  him.  In  the  first  place,  he 
wished  for  one  moment  to  make  allusion 
to  the  complaint  of  the  hon.  Baronet  as  to 
the  introduction  of  certain  clauses  in  the 
Bill  at  a  former  stage  of  its  progress,  with- 
out explanation.  He  was  sure,  when  the 
cireumstances  were  explained,  no  censure 
eouM  be  passed  on  the  Government  for 
haTing  introduced  these  clauses  into  the 
BilL  When  this  was  done  at  a  very  late 
iMNur  of  the  nighty  he  was  anxious  to  enter 


into  some  explanation,  but  he  was  prevented 
from  doing  so;  he  therefore  proposed  that 
the  House  should  go  into  Committee  pro 
formd,  so  as  to  enable  him  to  introduce  a 
number  of  new  clauses;  and  the  reason 
why  he  did  so  was,  that  he  was  anxious 
that  the  House  should  have  the  Bill  before 
them  in  as  perfect  a  state  as  possible  pre- 
vious to  the  discussion.  The  object  of  the 
Bill — which  must  be  admitted  was  of  very 
great  importance — was  to  make  land  in 
Ireland  a  marketable  commodity,  which  it 
was  not  now,  or  only  to  a  very  small  ex- 
tent. From  the  peculiar  situation  of  that 
country,  as  it  appeared  from  returns  laid 
before  the  House  during  the  time  of  the 
greatest  distress  in  Ireland,  capital  was 
constantly  coming  from  thence  to  be  in- 
vested in  landed  property  in  this  country. 
It  was  admitted,  also,  by  all  the  witnesses 
examined  before  several  Commissions,  as 
well  as  Committees  of  that  and  the  other 
House,  that  if  land  in  Ireland  could  be 
sold  in  reasonable  or  small  pieces,  abun- 
dance of  capital  would  be  expended  in  the 
purchase  of  it,  and  that  such  a  circum- 
stance must  be  attended  with  the  most 
beneficial  results.  To  effect  that  was  the 
object  of  the  Bill;  and  he  had  not  heard 
any  person  say  that  it  was  not  most  desir- 
able. The  House  should  recollect  how 
different  the  tenure  of  property  was  in  Ire- 
land from  what  it  was  in  this  country. 
There  were  two  systems  of  registration  of 
landed  property  and  of  deeds  connected 
with  it  in  Ireland.  The  one  was  under  an 
Act  of  Parliament,  by  which  it  was  enact- 
ed that  all  incumbrances  on  land  should  be 
registered.  That  description  of  registra- 
tion was  most  effective,  and  was  similar  to 
a  system  which  prevailed  in  parts  of  Eng- 
land, by  which  parties  could  learn  the  na- 
ture of  such  incumbrances.  The  former 
was  simply  giving  the  name  of  the  parties 
owning  the  land,  and  stating  that  on  such 
or  such  a  day  certain  persons  made  ad- 
vances of  a  certain  amount  on  the  security 
of  the  land.  Now,  there  was  a  peculiarity 
in  Ireland  which  did  not  exist  in  England. 
In  the  former  country,  there  were  two 
simultaneous  rolls;  and  one  of  these  must 
be  examined  in  order  to  discover  all  the 
various  incumbrances  which  affected  the 
land  in  the  registry  of  deeds,  and  the  other 
in  order  to  ascertain  all  those  which  affect- 
ed it  in  the  shape  of  judgment  and  Crown 
debts.  In  all  cases,  priority  was  regulated 
by  dates.  The  effect  of  this  was,  that  the 
possession  of  title-deeds,  and  of  what  was 
called  the  legal  estate^  was  a  matter  of 
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yerj  little  importance  in  Ireland,  because 
an  incumbrance  had  priority  OTcr  every* 
thing  subsequent  to  it  in  point  of  date.  In 
this  country,  a  yery  different  law  prevailed. 
When  a  man  had  advanced  his  money  bond 
fidt^  without  any  knowledge  of  a  previous 
advance,  by  getting  what  was  technically 
called  the  legal  estate,  he  might  gain  pri- 
ority over  all  persons  who  had  advanced 
money  previously,  and  thereupon  he  be- 
came the  first  incumbrancer.  No  person, 
in  fact,  would  advance  any  considerable 
sum  of  money  without  having  the  legal 
estate  conveyed  to  him;  and  ^i^  effect  of 
the  system  was,  that  whenever  sums  of 
money  considerable  in  amount  were  ad- 
vanced in  England,  the  first  incumbrancer 
who  had  got  the  legal  estate  was  paid  off, 
in  order  to  obtun  the  conveyance.  This 
prevented  the  acciunulation  of  old  incum- 
brances. The  operation  of  the  system  in 
Ireland  was  exactly  the  opposite  of  what 
he  had  just  described.  It  was  not  an  un- 
common thing  for  English  lawyers  familiar 
with  conveyancing  to  see,  in  the  case  of 
Irish  titles,  an  incumbrance  one  hundred 
years  old;  and  not  only  so,  but  the  incum- 
brance had  often  been  the  subject  of  family 
settlement  for  almost  the  same  period. 
There  was,  in  consequence,  one  estate  set- 
tled within  another,  very  often  including 
three  or  four  separate  incumbrances  one 
after  another,  all  involved  in  the  same  es- 
tate. Here  was  a  piece  of  land  with  three 
or  four  different  sets  of  incumbrances  go- 
ing on  simultaneously,  settled  for  the  bene- 
fit of  different  families,  while  the  original 
estate  was  settled  in  another  way  for  the 
benefit  of  the  owner — a  thing  that  was 
never  seen  in  this  country.  It  was  unne- 
cessary for  him  to  do  more  than  explain 
the  peculiar,  and  at  present  unavoidable, 
complication  which  existed  in  the  case  of 
Irish  titles.  The  same  thing,  in  effect, 
occurred  in  the  case  of  judgments  as  in 
that  of  incumbrances.  The  usual  mode  of 
giving  an  abstract  of  title  was,  in  the  first 
instance,  by  reciting  the  title  of  the  person 
originally  seised  in  fee,  and  then  of  all 
subsequent  incumbrances.  Even  if  an  in- 1 
cumbrance  had  been  paid  off,  that  did  not 
create  an  exception;  in  that  case,  it  was 
equally  necessary  to  show  what  had  be- 
come of  the  incumbrance.  From  this  cause 
arose  a  most  singular  complication  in  every 
attempt  to  make  a  sale  of  land  in  Ireland, 
because  as  soon  as  you  attempted  to  make 
a  sale  of  any  property,  you  must  show 
either  that  the  incumbrances  were  satis- 
fied, or  that  the  persons  in  whom  they 


were  vested  were  prepared  to  conTor  their 
interest  to  you.     H«iee  sales  of  laad  in 
Ireland  were  most  embarraasing.  mod  the 
expenses  attending  them  very  great.     The 
operation  of  tracing  out  adl  the  incum- 
brances was  a  very  cQfficuH  one;  and  pro- 
portionably  great  was  the  ezpenae  of  get- 
ting  so   many  incumbrancers   to   oonvey 
their  interest.     Now,  it  naturally  ooeurred 
to  the  persons  to  whom  the  Govemment 
entrusted  the  duty  of  preparing  these  Bills, 
that  the  best  mode  of  dealing  with  the 
matter  would  be,  as  far  as  possible,  to  en* 
able  parties  to  sell  the  land,  and  to  snbsti- 
tute  money  for  it,  givine  to  the  money  sU 
the  incidents  of  the  land,  and  suhyeeting  it 
to  all  the  incumbrances  by  which  the  land 
was  affected.    Hon.  Gentlemen  were  awars 
that  there  was  a  peculiar  doctrine  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  by  which  in  varioas 
cases  money  was  treated  like  land.     The 
effect  of  fixing  the  money  thus  raised  with 
the  incumbrances,  would  be  to  set  the  land 
perfectly  free  for  the  purposes   of  com- 
merce; and  if  the  proper  price  were  ob- 
tained for  it,  both  the  incumhranoer  and 
the  owner  would  be  in  exactly  the  same 
relative  position    as    they    were    before. 
The  nominal  owner  of  land  was  the  per- 
son on  whom  was  really  thrown,  at  pre- 
sent,   the    burden    of   every   species    of 
improvement,    and    who  was    considered 
bound  to  protect  his  tenant;  but,  in  point 
of  fact,  the  existence  of  incumbrances  op- 
posed a  barrier  to  the  attainment  of  that 
object.     If  this  could  be  really  attained, 
it  would  lead  to  the  most  beneficial  results; 
but  of  course  its  attainment   should  be 
sought  consistently  with  the  due  preserva- 
tion of  the  rights  of  all  parties  concerned. 
Now,  it  had  occurred  to  the  framers  of  the 
Bill  that  it  might  be  done  in  two  ways.  In 
the  first  case,  there  might  be  a  compulsory 
sale.     A  person  might  present  a  petitton 
to  the  Court  of  Chancery,  saying,  •*  I  re- 
quire this  land  to  be  sold,"  and  the  eovrt 
might  then  determine  whether  it  should  be 
sold  or  not.     Accordingly,  in  the  first  part 
of  this  Bill  there  were  a  great  many  pro- 
visions inserted,  with  a  view  to  the  emci- 
ing  a  compulsory  sale  of  land,  under  the 
authority  of  the  Court  of  Chancery.    The 
mode  in  which  it  was  proposed  to  secure 
that  object  was  this.     Having  got  rid  of 
the  expensive  forms  of  bills  and  answers, 
and  having  enabled  the  Court  of  Chaneeir 
to  deal  with  the  matter  on  summary  apph- 
cation,  the  Bill  then  proceeded  to  provide 
for  a  reference  to  the  master  to  ascertain 
what  really  were  the  incumbrances  on  the 
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land,  and  what  were  the  rights  and  inte- 
reatd  of  the  several  parties  affected;  and 
the  incumbrances  having  been  ascertained, 
together  with  their  priority,  the  sale  was 
to  take  place,  and  the  money  to  be  subse- 
quently divided  amongst  the  persons  who 
were  entitled  to  it.  It  was  proposed  to 
give  what  was  commonly  called  a  Parlia- 
mentary title  to  the  party  who  had  bought 
— that  is  to  say,  the  person  who  purchased 
under  the  authority  of  Ihe  Court  of  Chan- 
cery, which  had  to  investigate  the  rights  of 
the  various  parties  interested,  was  to  re- 
ceive an  indefeasible  title  as  against  the 
vhole  world.  That  was  an  advantage  of 
the  most  important  description.  All  the 
difficulties  connected  with  the  two  regis- 
tries of  deeds  and  judgments  would  thus 
be  swept  away.  He  had  omitted  to  men- 
tion one  great  source  of  complication  and 
difficulty  as  regarded  titles  in  Ireland. 
There  was  an  Act  in  operation  in  that 
country  the  effect  of  which  was,  that  the 
whole  of  these  registry  judgments  and 
deeds  were  assignable  at  law,  and  a  party 
buying  up  a  judgment  was  in  the  same 
position  as  a  party  who  had  a  mortgage  on 
the  land.  He  would  now  shortly  explain 
the  difference  between  the  Bill  as  it  was 
prepared  last  year,  and  the  Bill  as  it  had 
come  down  from  the  House  of  Lords  in 
the  present  year.  It  was  felt  by  a  great 
many  persons  who  took  an  interest  in  the 
matter — and  the  Government  shared  in  the 
feeling — that  a  great  impediment  would 
arise  from  the  Bill,  on  account  of  the  ne- 
cessity of  engaging  in  what  might  prove 
very  long  and  complicated  Chancery  suits. 
It  was  true  that  the  Bill  provided  that 
there  should  not  be  bills  and  answers,  and 
the  ordinary  pleadings;  but  every  person 
who  was  conversant  with  proceedings  in 
equity,  roust  be  well  aware  that  no  practi- 
ce suits  in  the  Court  of  Chancery  were 
more  expensive  or  more  dilatory  than  those 
instituted  to  ascertain  the  rights  of  incum- 
brancers, and  the  amounts  and  priority  of 
incumbrances.  The  great  expense  of  such 
suits  arose  from  the  proceedings  in  the 
master's  office.  As  the  Bill  stood  origi- 
nally, therefore,  great  numbers  of  persons 
would,  it  was  feared,  have  been  prevented, 
under  its  operation,  from  going  to  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  by  the  apprehension 
that  the  produce  of  the  sale  of  the  estate 
would  be  so  diminished  by  the  costs  of  the 
application,  that  in  the  result  the  boon 
would  prove  to  have  been  hardly  worth  ac- 
cepting. It  occurred,  however,  to  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment,  that  this  principle 
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might  be  carried  a  step  further — that  a 
course  might  be  adopted  similar  to  that 
which  had  been  followed  under  several  Acts 
in  this  country — that  property  might  be 
sold  by  consent,  and  that  consent  might  be 
assumed  in  all  cases  where  persons,  after 
receiving  proper  notice  of  the  intention  to 
sell,  did  not  interfere  to  prevent  the  sale. 
Therefore  the  subsequent  clauses  of  the 
Bill  were  framed  with  this  view — that,  in 
!  cases  in  which  all  the  persons  interested  in 
an  estate  were  of  opinion  that  it  was  for 
1  their  advantage  that  that  estate  should  be 
sold,  thereupon  the  estate  should  be  sold, 
'  without    the   authority    of   the    Court   of 
I  Chancery;  but   it  was   provided   that  all 
'  persons  who  had  any  interest  should  have 
that  interest  secured  by  the  adoption  of 
'  the  same  course  with  respect  to  this  last 
mode  of  proceeding  as  was  to  be  pursued 
I  with  respect  to  the  former — that  is  to  say, 
I  the   money  was  to  be  brought  into   the 
Court  of  Chancery  to  represent  the  land, 
although  the  sale  had  taken  place  indepen- 
j  dently  of  that  court,  and  the  court  would 
;  have  to  deal  with  the  money  afterwards; 
I  With  respect  to  this  last  part  of  the  Go- 
i  vernment  plan,  there  were  undoubtedly  a 
;  great  number  of  contingencies  to  be  pro- 
I  vided  for,  and  of  difficulties  to  be  met.    In 
j  the  first  place,   it  was  necessary  that  all 
persons  interested  should  have  proper  no- 
tice.     In  the  next  place,  it  was  of  course 
desirable   to   provide    against    fraudulent 
sales.      The  House  would  understand  that 
the  tenant  for  life  could  not  sell  the  pro- 
perty away  from  the  person  who  was  enti- 
tled to  the  reversion,  unless  there  was  an 
incumbrance  affecting  the  whole  estate.  Of 
course  it  was  desirable  that  the  tenant  for 
life  should  not  be  allowed  to  create  an  in- 
cumbrance and  then  sell  the  whole  estate; 
and  the  House  would  find  that  case  pro- 
vided for  by  the  third  section.     With  re- 
spect to  the  sale,  the  next  point  was  to 
give   the  owner  the   power   of  selling   in 
cases  where  there  were  incumbrances,  for 
the  purpose  of  discharging  them.     Before 
noticing  the  objections  to  this  part  of  the 
Bill,  he  would  observe,  with  respect  to  in- 
cumbrances, that  it  was  provided  that  if 
the  owner  would  not  sell,  the  incumbrancer, 
after  giving  him  notice,  might  do  so;  and 
that  if  the  second  incumbrancer  would  not 
sell,   the  third  might;  and  so  on  through 
the   whole   set   of  incumbrances.       Now, 
having    heard    several    objections    urged 
against   this  part  of   the  Bill,    he  asked 
the    House    to    bear    in    mind    that    at 
present  any  incumbrancer   could   sell   an 
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estate  in  Ireland  by  means  of  a  suit  In 
the  Court  of  Chancery.  He  knew,  indeed, 
that  m  that  subject  a  question  had  been 
raised  und^  the  Bill  for  the  abolition  of 
mesne  process,  upon  which  a  different  con- 
struction had  been  put  in  Ireland  from  that 
which  previuled  in  Englandt  But  he  would 
assume  that  every  person  could  by  means 
ef  a  suit  sell  an  estate  if  he  liked.  Un- 
doubtedly, the  sale  might  take  place  in 
the  majority  of  cases,  and  he  believed  it 
might  in  every  case.  It  had  been  objected 
that  under  the  Bill  there  would  at  least  be 
great  delay,  and  that  it  might  be  two 
years  before  a  party  could  compel  a  sale. 
It  must,  however,  be  borne  in  mind  that 
the  whole  costs  of  the  suit  would  fall  on 
the  estates  and  it  could  not  be  thought  de- 
sirable to  force  parties  into  an  expensive 
litigation  when  there  was  no  doubt  as  to 
their  legal  rights.  Now,  on  the  subject 
of  notices  he  would  ohserve,  that  in  this 
country  it  wa#  almost  the  invariable  rule 
0  giv^  the  mortgagee  a  power  of  sale 
without  applying  to  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
pr  giving  notice  to  any  one.  By  the  Bill 
it  was  proposed  that  the  fullest  notice 
should  be  given  to  all  the  parties  interested, 
in  order  to  prevent  anything  like  a  fraudu- 
lent sale.  In  the  first  place,  the  register 
might  be  searched.  There  was  in  Ireland 
what  was  called  the  negative  certificate, 
which  was  a  certificate  from  the  registrar 
that  he  had  searched  the  registry,  and  that 
the  list  of  incumbrances  given  included  all 
that  were  contained  in  it.  This,  however, 
was  a  very  expensive  process,  the  registrar 
being  entitled  to  certain  heavy  fees  for 
every  document  which  he  specified  in  his 
list.  Solicitors  were  to  be  empowered  to 
make  the  search,  and  the  expense  would 
be  greatly  diminished.  The  notices  were 
to  be  published  on  the  church,  the  chapel, 
and  the  workhouse.  It  had  also  been  sug- 
gested, that  in  addition  to  that,  all  per- 
sons should  be  enabled  to  enter  a  caveat 
in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  specifying  the 
place  where  they  wished  to  be  served. 
A  discretion  was  given  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor in  certain  cases.  He  thought  it 
would  be  found  that  ample  provision  had 
been  made  against  any  improper  or  fraudu- 
lent sale.  It  was  further  proposed  to  pro- 
vide against  the  possibility  of  fraudulent 
sales,  by  not  allowing  the  Parliamentary 
title  to  be  complete  until  five  years  had 
elapsed  from  the  period  of  the  sale.  The 
operation  of  the  conveyance  after  the  sale 
would  be  the  same  as  if  the  various  per- 
sons who  had  the  incumbrances  had  joined 


in  the  transfer.     He  thought  the  Bill  pro- 
vided great  checks  against  every  species  of 
fraud.     What  was  there,  then,  to  prevent 
any  person  in  Ireland,  who  happened  to  be 
in  possession  of  an  estate  of  which  he  was 
not  the  real  owner,  from  selling  that  es- 
tate ?    He  had  only  to  make  out  his  title, 
and  if  he  did  that  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery,  the  purchaser  was 
bound  to  accept  it.  It  was  a  fact,  however, 
that  a  man  scaroeQP  ever  sold  landed  pro- 
perty which  did  not  properly  belong  to  him, 
except  when  he  was  not  aware  of  the  flaw 
in  his  title;  and  it  was  also  true  that  the 
Court  of  Chancery  might  compel  a  party 
to  take  a  title  which,  in  point  of  fact,  was 
not  a  good  one,  if,  upon  all  the  informatioB 
which  the  court  possessed,  it  appeared  te 
be  good.     Any  person  not  specified  ia  the 
notice  might,  within  five  years,  take  pro- 
ceedings to  set  aside  the  sale,  far  it  was 
not  till  the  expiration  of  that  period  that 
the  Parliamentary  title  could  be  complete. 
Another  great  security  against  fraud  was 
this.     It  was  difficult  to  understand  under 
what  circumstances  it  could  be  any  person's 
interest  to  commit  a  fraud.     In  the  first 
place,  there  were  clauses  in  the  Bill  having 
reference  to  errors  and  irregularities  in  the 
service  of  the  notices,  which  would  be  best 
dealt  with  in  Committee,     But  the  House 
was  well  aware  that,  if  there  were  ^  frau- 
dulent or  collusive  sale,  it  would  vitiate 
the    whole    proceeding — ^that    the    whole 
thing  would  be  void  as  against  any  party 
concerned.     A  collusive  sale,  for  example, 
would  be  altogether  bad,  and  might  be  set 
aside.     The  provision  with  respect  to  the 
Parliamentary  title  appeared  to  him  very 
advantageous  :  it  wiped  off  all  the  diffieal- 
ties  with  respect  to  prior  registry,  and  at 
the  expiration  of  five  years  the  purchaser 
had  a  good  title.     There  was  an  analogy 
to  it  in  the  English  law,  by  which  titles 
were  acquired  through  the  mere  lapse  of 
time,  and  that  provision  of  the  law  was  jus- 
tified on  public  grounds.     The  provisioos 
for  sale  by  the  owner  appeared  to  him  the 
most  important  part  of  the  Bill.     If  tiie 
first  incumbrancer  sold,  his  object  might 
be  to  sell  only  so  much  of  the  estate  as 
would  be  beneficial  to  himself;  but  the  first 
right  of  selling  was  given  to  the  owner, 
and  he  thought  that  in  every  case  in  whidi 
a  sale  was  made,  it  would  be  the  owner 
who  would  exercise  the  power.     Knowing 
that  if  he  himself  did  not  sell,  the  incun)- 
brancer  would  insist  upon  doing  ao,  the 
owner  would  say,  "  I  will  manage  the  sale 
myself. ' '    No  persou  had  a  clearer  or  more 
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direct  interest  than  the  owner  in  obtaining 
the  largest  possible  price.  He  could  not 
conceive  a  case  of  fraudulent  collusive  sale, 
or  one  in  which  it  would  not  be  the  owner's 
interest  to  get  the  largest  amount,  and  to 
make  the  estate  as  available  as  possible. 
Of  this  he  felt  certain,  that  one  effect  of 
the  Bill  would  be  to  enable  the  owner  to 
Bell  his  property  for  a  much  higher  price 
than  he  coidd  have  done  independently  of 
its  provisions,  and  that  the  Bill  would  be  a 
▼eiy  great  boon  to  the  landowners  of  Ire- 
land in  that  respect.  Now,  it  had  been 
suggested  that  a  person  out  of  spite  might 
sell  an  old  family  estate  for  the  mere  pur- 
pose of  injuring  the  party  who  was  to  come 
after  him.  Such  a  case  was  undoubtedly 
posfiible,  but  he  did  not  think  it  was  proba- 
ble; and  if  it  arose,  an  application  might 
be  made  to  the  Court  of  Chancery  to  stop 
the  sale,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  not  ne- 
cessary. [An  Hon.  Member  :  There  is  the 
ease  of  a  minor.]  He  admitted  that  that 
case  required  consideration.  Any  person 
might  apply  to  the  Court  of  Chancery  on 
behalf  of  a  minor,  either  in  England  or  in 
Ireland,  and  the  sale  might  be  stopped  if 
likely  to  be  injurious.  He  did  not  think 
it  probable  that  any  person  would  de- 
sire to  sell  for  the  purpose  of  injuring 
his  own  child;  but  even  if  that  case 
aFose»  any  person  might  apply,  and  notice 
might  be  served.  The  case  of  persons 
who  were  abroad  appeared  to  him  one  of 
greater  importance,  and  on  that  account 
he  would  suggest  that  a  clause  should  be 
added  in  Committee,  giving  liberty  to  enter 
a  caveat,  in  order  that  the  party  interested 
might  receive  notice  of  an  intention  to  sell, 
and  have  it  in  his  power  to  take  the  neces- 
sary steps  for  preventing  a  sale.  He  must 
abo  confess  that  he  did  not  understand  the 
possibility  of  committing  fraud  in  cases  in 
which  nobody  could  get  the  purchase  mo- 
ney except  under  the  order  of  the  court. 
He  could  easily  understand  that  two  per- 
sons might  commit  a  fraud  when  they  were 
to  have  control  over  a  certain  sum  of  mo- 
ney, but  not  when  that  sum  could  only  be 
obtained  by  application  to  the  court.  It 
might  be  said  that  two  attorneys  would 
join  in  a  false  affidavit;  but,  in  point  of 
fSsct,  such  cases  hardly  ever  occurred.  In 
this  case  there  was,  in  fact,  much  greater 
secority  against  fraud  than  existed  in  this 
eoantry»  where  two  trustees  had  the  option 
of  selling  whenever  they  pleased.  There 
had  been  a  variety  of  other  objections  urged, 
bni  he  had  not  heard  any  one  offer  this 
•bjeetion,  that  the  Bill  would  not  effect 


the  object  of  making  land  marketable  in 
Ireland.  On  the  contrary,  the  great  ob- 
jection constantly  raised  was,  that  the  Bill 
would  be  too  operative,  that  it  would  throw 
a  great  amount  of  land  into  the  market  at 
once,  and  that  great  evils  would  arise  from 
that  source.  He  thought  that  was  a  case 
which  might  be  left  to  itself.  It  was  or- 
dinarily found  that  where  there  was  a  great 
supply  of  any  one  commodity,  persons  who 
dealt  in  it  held  back  until  a  more  conve- 
nient time  arrived  for  selling.  The  quan- 
tity of  land  which  could  be  sold  under  the 
Bill  was,  of  course,  limited;  and  even  if  the 
Bill  were  as  operative  as  he  believed  it 
would  be,  it  would  be  some  years  before 
the  whole  of  the  land  to  which  it  applied 
would  be  sold.  He  did  not  recollect  any 
more  material  objections  to  which  it  was 
necessary  for  him  to  refer  on  that  occasion < 
He  was  satisfied  that  the  Bill  would  not 
bring  forward  sellers  who  had  defective 
titles.  Persons  who  had  defective  titles 
usually  remained  as  quiet  as  possible, 
knowing  that  time  alone  could  give  them  a 
good  title.  Now,  he  expected  considerable 
opposition  from  a  body  of  gentlemen  to 
whom  he  owed  the  greatest  possible  re- 
spect, namely,  the  members  of  his  own 
profession.  This  was  a  Bill  which  would 
necessarily  shock  the  legal  profession,  ta- 
king the  matter,  as  it  did,  entirely  out  of 
their  hands.  No  one  would  understand 
him  as  making  the  slightest  charge  of  any 
description  against  that  profession;  for,  if 
he  did  so,  he  should,  in  degree,  be  pre- 
ferring a  charge  against  himself;  he  re- 
ferred only  to  the  feelings  which  necessa- 
rily belonged  to  persons  who  had  long  been 
engaged  in  any  particular  profession.  It 
was  hardly  possible  to  find  a  lawyer  who 
did  not  feel  that  he  had  a  sort  of  vested 
interest  in  every  man*s  estate*  He  be- 
lieved that  one  effect  of  the  Bill  would  be 
to  diminish  the  expenses  and  evils  arising 
^om  Chancery  suits,  and  the  appointment 
of  receivers  under  whom,*  with  a  property 
the  rental  of  which  was  750,000^.  per 
annum,  arrears  amounting  to  30,0002.  or 
40,0002. ,  had  increased  from  300,0002. 
to  400,0002.;  and  while  20,0002.  had  been 
expended  in  costs,  only  2,0002.  had  been 
employed  in  improvements.  This  Bill 
would  tend  to  put  an  end  to  the  system  of 
receivers  in  Ireland;  and  the  estate  when 
sold  would  give  a  fresh  and  a  free  title. 
One  of  the  strongest  feelings  which  per- 
vaded the  minds  of  men  almost  throughout 
the  world  was  the  desire  of  possessing  land; 
and  it  was  curious  to  observe  the  relative 
E2 


103 


Incumbered  Estates  { COMMONS } 


[Ireland)  Bill 


104 


effect  of  the  present  system  in  Ireland  as 
regarded  ownership.     The  owners  of  land 
in  Ireland  were  not  estimated  at  more  than 
8,000,  whereas  in  this  country  the  number 
exceeded  200,000.     As  regarded  opposi- 
tion, he  had  felt  that  whatever  Bill  might 
be  introduced,  the  Government  would  ne- 
cessarily be  placed  in  this  dilemma — either 
it  would  be  said  that  this  Bill  did  nothing, 
or  else  it  would  be  urged  that  it  opened 
the  door  to  fraud,  and  enabled  parties  who 
were  so  disposed  to  sell  another  man's  es- 
tate. He  had,  however,  endeavoured  to  meet 
both  those  objections.     They  might  rely 
upon  it  that  if  the  man  sold  whose  interest 
it  was  to  sell,  the  best  price  would  be  ob- 
tained, and  the  best  results  would  follow. 
Of  course  this  Bill  did  not  interfere  with 
the  various  other  measures  for  the  relief 
of  Ireland.     It  had  been  thought  desirable 
to  confine  it  to  its  proper  subject,  and  not 
to  incorporate  with  it  anything  affecting 
the  relations  of  landlord  and  tenant.  There 
was,  he  believed,  a  very  large  amount  of 
capital  throughout  these  islands  which  was 
seeking  investment;  and  he  hoped  the  ef- 
fect of  the  Bill  would  be  to  cause  a  great 
influx  of  capital  into  Ireland.     That  alone 
would  be  a  great  means  of  securing  em- 
ployment for  the  population  of  that  coun- 
try, and  improving  their  general  condition. 
As  regarded  the  parties  more  immediately 
interested,  the  money  would  represent  the 
land,  and  it  would  be  there  for  all  persons 
who  could  make  out  a  claim.     The  ques- 
tion had  been  raised  whether  it  would  not 
be  well  to  prevent  the  money  from  going 
out  of  the  Court  of  Chancery  for  thirty 
years,  except  with  the  consent  of  the  pur- 
chaser.    The  great  evil  of  having  such  a 
provision  would  be  that  then  the  purchaser 
would  never  look  into  the  title,  and  thus 
the  proposed  investigation  would  be  pre- 
vented, and  other  disadvantages  would  be 
incurred.     Such  were  the  principles  and 
the  objects  of  the  Bill.     He  felt  quite  sure 
that  the  desire  of  the  House  was  to  render 
the  Bill  as  efficient  as  possible  for  its  ob- 
ject, and  the  Government  would  be  most 
happy  to  receive  any  suggestions  and  hints 
for  its  improvement.     The  great  object  of 
the  Bill  was  to    render  incumbered  land 
marketable;  and  he  hoped  that,  in  arriving 
at  the  attainment  of  that  object,  it  would 
be  found  that  objections  on  account  of  pos- 
sible fraud,  and  on  other  grounds,  had  been 
carefully  guarded  against. 

Mr.  NAPIER  would  not  attempt  to  re- 
ply on  behalf  of  the  legal  profession ;  but 
as  a  Member  of  that  House  he  hoped  that 


due  respect  would  be  paid  to  the  rights  of 
property.     Since  the  Bill  left  the  House  of 
Lords,  where  it  received  the  sanction  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  and  various  learned  per- 
sonages, it  had  acquired  an  entirely  new 
character,  and  it  was  on  that  new  character 
the    House   was  asked  to  pronounce   an 
opinion.     Ample  protection  was  given  by 
the  Bill  to   the  incumbrancer;    but  what 
protection,  he  would  ask,  was  given  to  per- 
sons claiming  in  remainder  under  a  family 
settlement  ?  The  condition  of  Ireland  could, 
in  fact,  only  be  improved  by  a  gradual  pro- 
cess.    It  was  a  great  error  to  imagine  that 
they  could  correct  by  the  legislation  of  a 
Session  evils  which  had  been  growing  for  a 
century.     If  this  Bill   pass^,   when  the 
provisions  under  family  settlements  relating 
to  the  remainderman  came  into  force,  it 
would  be  found  that  the  property  had  been 
sold  at  a  depreciated  value;  and,  if  there 
had  been  fraud,  the  only  remedy  would  be 
a  suit  in  equity.     With  respect  to  the  new 
clauses,  he  must  say  that  a  more  ruinous 
piece  of  legislation  he  could  not  imagine. 
It  was  said  of  the  learned   Solicitor  Ge- 
neral that  an  entirely  new  principle  was 
engrafted   in  that   Bill  since  it  was  sent 
down  from  the  other  House,  and  that  that 
principle  was  a  boon  to  the  landlords  of 
Ireland.     What  was   that  boon  ?    In  the 
first  place,   the  owner  had  the  option  of 
selling,  but  he  might  sell  without  the  order 
of  the  court;  and  afterwards  any  incum- 
brancer, if  not  paid  after  notice,  might  sell, 
unless  there  was  a  foreclosure  suit  pending. 
But  when  they  spoke  of  a  Parliamentary 
title,  could  any  thing  be  more  monstrous, 
unrighteous,  or  unjust,  than  to  give  a  title 
under  this  Act?    The  sale  might  not  be 
under  the  control  of  the  court;  it  was  to 
take  place  after  a  notice  in  the  Dublin  Go- 
zettCt  which  nobody  read,  and  the  party 
entitled  to  the  property  might  be  an  ab- 
sentee, an  infant,  or  even  an  unborn  child; 
whilst  upon  lodging  the  purchase-money  in 
the    Court   of   Chancery  the    conveyance 
might  be  executed,  and  by  that  conveyance 
every  person  claiming  in  remainder  would 
be  bound.     By  the  Bill  as  it  now  stood, 
every  judgment   creditor   would  have  the 
power  of  selling  the  land,  and  the  conse- 
quences would  be  ruinous  to  the  landed  in- 
terest of  Ireland.     This  was  a  dangerous 
interference  with  the  rights  of  property, 
which  could  only  be  justified  by  a  case  of 
great  public  necessity;  and  even  then  it 
ought  to  be  made  only  with  the  greatest 
caution    and    circumspection.     The    50th 
Clause,  which  provided  for  the  repayment 
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of  purcbase  money  to  parties  proving  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  court  that  they  had 
a  better  title  to  the  estate  sold,  showed 
that  frauds  and  irregularities  were  antici- 
pated. Before  the  House  set  the  seal  of 
its  sanction  and  approval  to  the  Act,  if 
it  were  not  extensively  altered  and  modi- 
fied, he  said  advisedly  that  it  would  prove 
ruinous  to  the  landed  interests  of  Ireland, 
and  fatal  to  the  prosperity  of  that  country. 
And  when  it  was  said  that  the  power  of 
proceeding  by  petition  was  a  great  boon  to 
the  landlords,  because  it  would  be  so  cheap, 
convenient,  and  prompt  a  mode,  he  had  the 
highest  authority  for  stating  that,  however 
great  the  expense  and  vexatious  the  delay  in 
this  respect  might  be  in  England,  yet  that 
the  rules  of  the  Court  of  Chancery  had 
been  so  improved  in  Ireland  as  to  render 
proceedings  by  bill  cheaper  and  more  con- 
venient than  by  petition  under  this  Act. 
Proceeding  by  petition  might  put  fees  into 
the  pockets  of  certain  bodies;  but  it  would 
assuredly  be  of  no  benefit  to  the  landlords 
of  Ireland.  He  granted  that  the  rights  of 
incumbrancers  would  be  protected  by  this 
measure;  and  he  did  not  object  to  that  in 
one  sense,  because  when  they  had  to  deal 
with  private  rights,  it  was  their  duty  to  do 
the  utmost  to  secure  all  parties.  The  Bill 
took  care  that  the  interests  of  the  monied 
incumbrancer  should  be  protected,  as  also 
those  of  the  tenant  for  life;  but  it  al- 
lowed the  rights  of  persons  claiming  un- 
der the  limitation  of  a  sacred  family  set- 
tlement to  be  destroyed  or  extinguished. 
The  rights  of  persons  claiming  on  re- 
mainder, who  might  be  absent  from  the 
country,  or  be  of  very  tender  years,  would 
be  overlooked  and  sacrificed  by  the  mea- 
sure. And  yet  this  was  said  to  be  a  boon 
to  the  landlords  of  Ireland !  Certainly,  if 
ihey  accepted  such  a  boon,  they  would 
richly  deserve  any  fate  that  might  here- 
after befall  them. 

Mr.  W.  MONSELL  said,  that,  as  the 
morning  sitting  had  very  nearly  come  to  a 
concbision,  he  would  not  trespass  long 
upon  the  patience  of  the  House;  but  he 
must  observe  that  he  thought  it  would  be 
exceedingly  unfortunate  if  it  should  go 
forth  to  the  country  that  any  considerable 
number  of  the  Irish  Members  coincided 
with  the  views  of  the  hen.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Clare  (Sir  L.  O'Brien),  and  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Napier),  for  whose 
opinions  he  (Mr.  Monsell)  generally  enter- 
tained the  highest  respect,  but  with  which, 
BO  far  as  the  subject  now  before  the  House 


was  concerned,  he  was  compelled  com- 
pletely to  difler.  The  simple  question 
which  the  House  had  to  consider  was,  were 
they  prepared  to  say  that,  in  order  to  pre- 
vent the  fraud  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General  had  shown 
would,  under  the  operation  of  this  measure, 
be  almost  impossible  to  be  perpetrated, 
they  would  doom  the  landlords  of  Ireland 
and  tenants  for  life,  who,  as  his  (Mr.  Mon- 
sell*s)  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Na- 
pier) had  said,  had  only  moral  duties  to 
perform,  to  a  position  in  which  it  was  ut- 
terly impossible  for  them  ever  to  discharge 
those  duties?  Would  they  doom  2,000 
occupants  of  estates  in  Ireland,  which  were 
either  in  the  Court  of  Chancery  or  were 
deeply  encumbered,  to  remain  in  the  miser- 
able and  hopeless  condition  in  which  they 
were  now  placed  ?  There  was  no  condition 
so  wretched  or  miserable  as  that  of  those 
tenants  in  Ireland  who  occupied  heavily- 
encumbered  estates;  and  he  really  thought, 
when  hon.  Gentlemen  reflected  upon  what 
the  state  of  those  tenants  actually  was, 
they  would  pause  before  they  listened  to 
any  suggestions  to  throw  out  a  Bill  which 
offered  the  only  hope  of  relief  that  could 
be  held  out  to  such  tenants.  He  thought 
that  every  reasonable  man  who  looked  at 
the  social  condition  of  Ireland,  must  be 
fully  convinced  of  this,  that  though  the 
ontis  probandi  might  be  fairly  imposed 
upon  those  who  sought  for  a  change  with 
regard  to  any  other  country,  yet,  in  the 
case  of  Ireland,  owing  to  the  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances' in  which  she  was  placed,  that 
onus  must  rest  upon  those  who  wished  to 
preserve  there  a  system  which  had  led  to 
so  much  misery,  and  which  must,  he  be- 
lieved, unless  it  were  changed  fundamen- 
tally, lead  to  a  not  bloodless  revolution. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
had,  he  thought,  stated  that  somewhere 
about  three  quarters  of  a  million  of  rental 
in  Ireland  was  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
courts;  and  he  (Mr.  Monsell)  might  read 
to  the  House  the  testimony  of  an  impartial 
witness  as  to  the  state  of  the  occupiers  of 
property  situated  under  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery. Mr.  Rooth,  a  gentleman  of  great 
experience  in  such  matters,  and  whose 
opinion  deserved  to  have  much  weight  at- 
tached to  it,  stated  that  in  very  many 
cases  where  encumbered  estates  had  fallen 
tmder  the  management  of  the  law  courts, 
the  district  usually  rather  resembled  one 
that  had  been  plundered  by  an  enemy, 
than  a  locality  under  an  enlightened  Go- 
vernment, and  in  a  country  that  had  long 
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been  exempt  from  the  calamities  of  war. 
The  obstruction  offered  from  these  causes 
to  the  deyelopment  of  the  natural  capabili- 
ties of  the  country,  was  so  general  in  Ire- 
land, that  the  beholder  might  imagine  they 
were  created  by  the  perverse  ingenuity  of 
parties  who  had  obtained  the  legal  control 
of  the  real  property,  for  the  express  pur- 
pose of  devising  such  difficulties  and  entan- 
glements as  would  effectually  prevent  the 
general  prosperity  of  the  country.  Now, 
if  the  position  of  the  occupiers  of  the  soil 
on  property  actually  under  the  courts  was 
BO  bad  as  he  had  described,  what,  he  would 
beg  the  House  to  reflect,  must  be  the  con- 
dition of  the  occupiers  on  estates  which 
were  now  trembling  on  the  very  verge  of 
the  courts  ?  In  view  of  these  things,  was 
it  not  manifestly  for  the  interest  of  the 
country  at  large — of  every  class  of  tenants 
and  landlords — that  the  Legislature  should 
interpose  to  deliver  their  fellow-countrymen 
from  so  miserable  a  condition  ?  His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Napier)  had  said 
that  nothing  could  justify  a  Bill  of  this 
sort  except  an  overwhelming  necessity. 
Now,  he  wished  to  know  what  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  would  call  an  over- 
whelming necessity  ?  Where  was  there  a 
case  of  overwhelming  necessity  in  the 
world,  if  the  deplorable  state  of  things  to 
which  he  (Mr.  Monsell)  had  adverted  did 
not  constitute  one?  Misery  and  ruin  had 
been  inflicted  upon  vast  multitudes  by  the 
present  vicious  state  of  the  law.  Of  course  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  that  the  rights  of 
property  should  be  conserved,  and  also  that 
the  rights  of  remainder-men  should  be  look- 
ed into;  but  if  he  asked  the  House  the  ques- 
tion whether  it  were  prepared  to  sacrifice 
the  interests  of  the  living  to  the  wishes  of 
the  dead,  or  even  to  the  interests  of  poste- 
rity, he  felt  sure  that  it  would  hardly  give 
an  answer  that  would  toll  against  this  Bill. 
And  now,  what  were  the  rights — the  rea- 
sonable rights — of  property  which  would 
be  unduly  interfered  with  or  injured  by  this 
Bill  ?  One  great  objection  taken  to  it  was, 
that  it  would  enable  the  owner  to  sell  an 
estate  to  the  prejudice  of  the  remainder- 
man. Now  he  (Mr.  Monsell)  wished  to 
know  what  interest  he  could  serve  in  doing 
this  ?  What  could  the  owner  do  with  the 
money  gained  by  the  sale  ?  Would  he  get 
the  money  into  his  own  hands  ?  Not  at  all. 
It  must  be  placed  in  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
or  the  Bank  of  Ireland,  or  some  other  place 
where  he  would  get  only  a  small  rate  of  in- 
terest, and  be  thereby  the  loser.  He  would 
not  be  able  to  touch  a  single  penny  of  the 


money.  He  (Mr.  Monsell)  would  defy  aD 
the  ingenuity  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Napier)  to  show  how  the  owner  could 
possibly  derive  any  advantage  bj  selling, 
to  the  detriment  of  the  remainder-man. 
Another  objection  to  the  Bill  was,  that  it 
would  allow  any  incombraneer  to  sell  the 
estate.  Now  he  was  ignorant  of  law,  but 
he  believed  that  every  incombraneer  at  the 
present  moment  had  the  right  to  sell  th« 
estate.  He  (Mr.  Monsell)  eertainly  be- 
lieved (and  the  hon.  and  learned  Solioitor 
General  bore  out  the  assumption)  that 
every  incumbrancer  possessed  sucli  a  right; 
and  all  that  that  Bill  proposed  was,  to  en- 
able him  to  exercise  that  right  in  an  expe* 
ditious  and  inexpensive  manner,  which 
must  otherwise  be  a  very  expensrre  and 
dilatory  process.  He,  tnerefore,  did  not 
think  this  was  a  valid  objection  to  the  raes- 
sure.  But  there  was,  he  confessed,  one 
objection  which  had  been  offered,  that  he 
regarded  as  not  unfounded.  It  did  not 
appear  to  him  that  the  Bill  took  sufBcient 
care  that  all  the  sales  under  this  Bill  should 
be  hondjide,  or  that  the  largest  amount 
should  be  obtained  for  the  purchase  that 
the  property  would  possibly  fetch  in  the 
market.  These  w^^  points  which  he 
thought  well  worthy  the  consideration  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  GFenend,  and 
he  trusted  he  would  direct  his  attention  to 
them.  There  was  another  hint  which  he 
would  throw  out,  but  with  the  greatesl 
diffidence,  as  it  concerned  a  pur^j  legal 
question.  He  did  not  think  thai  the  Btfl 
went  so  far  as  it  might  have  gone,  in 
splitting  estates  into  small  portions.  The 
House  was  perfectly  well  aware  how  de- 
sirable it  was  that  there  should  be  ^ 
greatest  possible  amount  of  competitioD, 
and  the  greatest  number  of  purchasers,  in 
the  market;  and  he  certainly  did  not  con- 
sider the  measure  would  eil^ot  these  ob- 
jects so  effectually  as  it  might.  He  could 
not  conclude  without  entreating  the  Honse 
to  hesitate  before  it  rejected  or  interfered 
with  the  stringency  of  a  Bill  so  ahsohitdy 
essential  to  the  well-being  of  Ireland — so 
absolutely  essential  to  bring  about  that 
amelioration  of  the  social  condition  of  that 
country  which  could  only  result  from  the 
nominal  proprietors  of  the  land  becoming 
its  real  proprietors.  He  asked  them  to 
consider  the  axiom  recognised  bj  almost 
every  philosopher  of  cdebrity  who  had 
written  upon  such  subjects,  that  crime  was 
always  caused,  in  a  great  degree,  by  the 
particular  circumstances  under  which  the 
persons  committing  it  were  placed;  and  he 
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tliottgbt  it  had  beea  obser?ed  by  iin  emi- 
nent man,  that  the  bndget  of  crime  came 
aa  regularly  round  as  the  budget  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer;  and  more  so, 
perhaps,  so  far  as  this  year  was  concerned, 
be  urged  upon  the  House  to  determine  to 
carry  this  Bill  with  all  convenient  speed, 
not  to  refuse  to  listen  to  all  reasonable  sug- 
gestions recommending  additional  securi- 
ties where  these  were  necessary,  but  rigidly 
to^  withhold  its  assent  from  any  proposal 
lor  impairing  its  stringency  or  efficiency. 
Debate  adjourned. 

LEGAL  EDUCATION. 

Mb.  G.  a.  HAMILTON  said,  he  had 
giTOn  notice  of  two  questions  which  he  was 
desirous  of  asking  the  Attorney  General 
upon  subjects  of  considerable  importance^ 
The  first  related  to  the  present  defective 
itate  of  legal  education.  The  House  would 
recollect  that  a  Select  Committee,  presided 
over  by  Mr.  Wyse,  sat  upon  this  subject 
£or  a  period  of  three  months  in  the  Session 
of  1846.  They  examined  the  highest  au- 
thorrties  connected  with  the  universities 
and  the  legal  profession,  and  the  result 
was,  a  very  able  report  prepared  by  Mr. 
Wyse,  containing  a  number  of  recommen- 
dations for  the  improvement  of  legal  educa- 
tion. One  of  these  recommendations  was, 
tiiat  delegates  be  invited  to  meet  from  the 
inns  of  court  in  this  country,  from  the 
KingV  inns,  Dublin,  and  from  the  society 
of  solicitors,  Dublin,  and  that  communiea- 
iion  be  had  with  the  universities  on  the 
subject.  The  question  he  had  to  ask  was, ' 
whether  any  steps  had  been  taken  by  Her  ' 
Majesty's  Government,  or  by  the  inns  of 
court,  or  the  King's  inns,  Dublin,  to  give 
effect  to  any  of  the  recommendations  with 
respect  to  the  improvement  of  legal  educa- 
tion contained  in  the  report  of  the  Select 
Gommittee,  presented  25th  August,  1 846  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  stated 
tliat  Government  had  no  authority  to  in- 
terfere in  the  matter.  It  rested  in  a  great 
degtee  with  the  inns  of  court;  but  many 
of  the  recommendations  of  the  Committee 
woald  require  to  be  effected  by  legislation. 
Before  or  during  the  inquiry  before  the 
Committee,  some  of  the  inns  of  court 
here  had  established  lectureships  at  a  con- 
siderable expense,  and  there  had  been  con- 
ferences of  the  different  inns  with  the  view 
of  arranging  some  uniform  system  of  edu- 
cation and'  admission  to  the  bar.  He  was 
anable  to  state  whether  anything  had  been 
done  by  the  Ring's  inns,  Dublin. 

Mb.  HAMILTON  said,  the  second  ques- 


tion of  whicfh  he  had  given  notice  related 
to  the  position  of  Irish  barristers  in  Eng- 
land and  English  barristers  in  Ireland,  wHh 
regard  to  practice.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  aware  that  by  the  Vice 
Chancellor's  Court  Act,  the  5th  Victoria, 
it  was  enacted  that  in  the  construction  of 
that  and  every  other  Act  passed  previously^ 
relating  to  the  appointment  or  nomination 
to  any  office  or  employment,  the  word  bar-' 
rister  shall  mean  a  barrister  called  to  the^ 
bar  either  in  Endand  or  Ireland,  unless 
otherwise  provided.  The  principle  of  re- 
ciprocity in  this  respect  was  thus  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  established,  but  only  retro- 
spectively; and  in  a  Bill  before  the  House 
last  Session,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man would  recollect  that  when  he  pro- 
posed to  extend  the  provisions  of  the  5th 
Victoria,  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  objected  to  the  clause,  but  stated 
that  the  subject  of  establishing  a  complete 
reciprocity  of  privileges  between  the  bar  in 
each  country  was  well  worthy  of  consider- 
ation. The  question  he  (Mr.  Hamilton) 
now  wished  to  ask  was,  whether  it  is  in^ 
tended  to  introduce  any  measure  by  which 
Irish  barristers  may  be  authorised  to  prac- 
tise in  courts  in  England,  and  English 
barristers  in  courts  in  Ireland,  in  which 
they  are  now  competent  to  preside,  or  by 
which  a  reciprocity  of  practice  in  the  pro- 
fession, in  both  countries,  may  be  estab- 
lished ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  stated 
that  no  such  intention  existed  on  the  part 
of  Government.  At  the  same  time,  it  was 
one  well  worthy  of  consideration.  If  the 
hon.  Member  should  introduce  any  Bill  on 
the  subject,  he  would  be  happy  to  give  him 
any  assistance  in  his  power. 

THE  RAILWAY  COMMISSION. 
Mr.  BANKES  rose  to  ask  for  leave  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  repeal  the  Railway  Com- 
mission Act.  He  said  it  had  been  asserted 
by  more  than  one  of  the  present  Ministers 
that  the  House  of  Commons  were  entirely 
to  blame  for  all  the  extravagances  of  the 
Government.  He,  therefore,  thought  it 
was  time  for  the  House  of  Commons  to 
redeem  their  character  in  some  respect 
from  such  a  charge,  and  to  exercise,  for 
the  future,  a  greater  degree  of  vigilance 
than  hitherto.  He  was  not,  however,  pre- 
pared to  admit  the  charge  to  the  extent  to 
which  it  had  been  made.  He  did  not  deny 
that  suggestions  might  have  been  made  by 
private  Members  of  the  House,  which 
proved  very  valuable  to  the  Government; 
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been  exempt  from  the  calamities  of  war. 
The  obstruction  offered  from  these  causes 
to  the  development  of  the  natural  capabili- 
ties of  the  country,  was  so  general  in  Ire- 
land, that  the  beholder  might  imagine  they 
were  created  by  the  perverse  ingenuity  of 
parties  who  had  obtained  the  legal  control 
of  the  real  property,  for  the  express  pur- 
pose of  devising  such  difficulties  and  entan- 
glements as  would  effectually  prevent  the 
general  prosperity  of  the  country.  Now, 
if  the  position  of  the  occupiers  of  the  soil 
on  property  actually  under  the  courts  was 
so  bad  as  he  had  described,  what,  he  would 
beg  the  House  to  reflect,  must  be  the  con- 
dition of  the  occupiers  on  estates  which 
were  now  trembling  on  the  very  verge  of 
the  courts  ?  In  view  of  these  things,  was 
it  not  manifestly  for  the  interest  of  the 
country  at  large — of  every  class  of  tenants 
and  landlords — that  the  Legislature  should 
interpose  to  deliver  their  fellow-countrymen 
from  so  miserable  a  condition  ?  His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Napier)  had  said 
that  nothing  could  justify  a  Bill  of  this 
4ort  except  an  overwhelming  necessity. 
Now,  he  wished  to  know  what  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  would  call  an  over- 
whelming necessity  ?  Where  was  there  a 
case  of  overwhelming  necessity  in  the 
world,  if  the  deplorable  state  of  things  to 
which  he  (Mr.  Monsell)  had  adverted  did 
not  constitute  one?  Misery  and  ruin  had 
been  inflicted  upon  vast  multitudes  by  the 
present  vicious  state  of  the  law.  Of  course  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  that  the  rights  of 
property  should  be  conserved,  and  also  that 
the  rights  of  remainder-men  should  be  look- 
ed into;  but  if  he  asked  the  House  the  ques- 
tion whether  it  were  prepared  to  sacrifice 
the  interests  of  the  living  to  the  wishes  of 
the  dead,  or  even  to  the  interests  of  poste- 
rity, he  felt  sure  that  it  would  hardly  give 
an  answer  that  would  tell  against  this  Bill. 
And  now,  what  were  the  rights — the  rea- 
sonable rights — of  property  which  would 
be  unduly  interfered  with  or  injured  by  this 
Bill  ?  One  great  objection  taken  to  it  was, 
that  it  would  enable  the  owner  to  sell  an 
estate  to  the  prejudice  of  the  remainder- 
man. Now  he  (Mr.  Monsell)  wished  to 
know  what  interest  he  could  serve  in  doing 
this  ?  What  could  the  owner  do  with  the 
money  gained  by  the  sale  ?  Would  he  get 
the  money  into  his  own  hands  ?  Not  at  all. 
It  must  be  placed  in  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
or  the  Bank  of  Ireland,  or  some  other  place 
whore  he  would  get  only  a  small  rate  of  in- 
terest, and  be  thereby  the  loser.  He  would 
not  be  able  to  touch  a  single  penny  of  the 


money.  He  (Mr.  Monsell)  would  defy  all 
the  ingenuity  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Napier)  to  show  how  the  owner  could 
possibly  derive  any  advantage  by  selling, 
to  the  detriment  of  the  remainder-man. 
Another  objection  to  the  Bill  was,  that  it 
would  allow  any  incumbrancer  to  sell  the 
estate.  Now  he  was  ignorant  of  law,  but 
he  believed  that  every  incumbrancer  at  the 
present  moment  had  the  right  to  sell  the 
estate.  He  (Mr.  Monsell)  eertainly  be- 
lieved (and  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  bore  out  the  assumption)  that 
every  incumbrancer  possessed  such  a  right; 
and  all  that  that  BiU  proposed  was,  to  en- 
able him  to  exercise  that  right  in  an  expe- 
ditious and  inexpensive  manner,  which 
must  otherwise  be  a  very  expensive  and 
dilatory  process.  He,  therefore,  did  not 
think  this  was  a  valid  objection  to  the  mea» 
sure.  But  there  was,  he  confessed,  one 
objection  which  had  been  offered,  that  he 
regarded  as  not  unfounded.  It  did  not 
appear  to  him  that  the  Bill  took  sufficient 
care  that  all  the  sales  under  this  Bill  should 
be  bond  fide,  or  that  the  largest  amount 
should  be  obtained  for  the  purchase  that 
the  property  would  possibly  fetch  in  the 
market.  These  were  points  which  he 
thought  well  worthy  the  consideration  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General,  and 
he  trusted  he  would  direct  his  attention  to 
them.  There  was  another  hint  which  he 
would  throw  out,  but  with  the  greatest 
diffidence,  as  it  concerned  a  purely  legal 
question.  He  did  not  think  that  the  Bill 
went  so  far  as  it  might  have  gone,  in 
splitting  estates  into  small  portions.  The 
House  was  perfectly  well  aware  how  de- 
sirable it  was  that  there  should  be  the 
greatest  possible  amount  of  competition, 
and  the  greatest  number  of  purchasers,  in 
the  market;  and  he  certainly  did  not  con- 
sider the  measure  would  effect  these  ob- 
jects so  effectually  as  it  might.  He  could 
not  conclude  without  entreating  the  House 
to  hesitate  before  it  rejected  or  interfered 
with  the  stringency  of  a  Bill  so  absolutely 
essential  to  tbe  well-being  of  Ireland — so 
absolutely  essential  to  bring  about  that 
amelioration  of  the  social  condition  of  that 
country  which  could  only  result  from  the 
nominal  proprietors  of  the  land  becoming 
its  real  proprietors.  He  asked  them  to 
consider  the  axiom  recognised  by  almost 
every  philosopher  of  celebrity  who  had 
written  upon  such  subjects,  that  crime  was 
always  caused,  in  a  great  degree,  by  the 
particular  circumstances  under  which  the 
persons  committing  it  were  placed;  and  he 
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tboUght  it  had  been  obserred  bj  an  emi^ 
nent  man,  that  tbe  budget  of  crime  came 
as  regularly  round  as  the  budget  of  the 
Cbaneellor  of  the  Exchequer;  and  more  so, 
perhaps,  so  far  as  this  jear  was  concerned. 
He  nrged  upon  the  House  to  determine  to 
carry  this  Bill  with  all  convenient  speed, 
not  to  refuse  to  listen  to  all  reasonable  sug- 
gestions  recommending  additional  securi- 
ties where  these  were  necessary,  but  rigidly 
to*  withhold  its  assent  from  any  proposal!^ 
lor  impairing  its  stringency  or  efficiency. 
Debate  adjourned. 

LEGAL  EDUCATION. 

Mr.  a.  A.  HAMILTON  said,  he  had 
giren  notice  of  two  questions  which  he  was 
desirous  of  asking  the  Attorney  General 
upon  subject?  of  considerable  importance^ 
The  first  i^elated  to  tbe  present  defective 
State  of  legal  education.  The  House  would 
recolleet  thai  a  Select  Committee,  presided 
over  by  Mr.  Wyse,  sat  upon  this  subject 
£t>r  a  period  of  three  months  in  the  Session 
of  1846.  They  examined  the  highest  au- 
thorkies  connected  with  the  universities 
and  the  legal  profession,  and  the  result 
Was,  a  very  able  report  prepared  by  Mr. 
Wyse,  dontaining  a  number  of  recommen- 
dations for  the  improvement  of  legal  educa- 
tion. One  of  these  recommendations  was, 
that  delegates  be  invited  to  meet  from  the 
inns  of  court  in  this  country,  from  the 
KingV  inns,  Dublin,  and  from  the  society 
of  solicitors,  Dublin,  and  that  communica- 
tion be  had  with  the  universities  on  the 
subject.  The  question  he  had  to  ask  was, 
whether  any  steps  had  been  taken  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  or  by  the  inns  of 
court,  or  the  King's  inns,  Dublin,  to  give 
effect  to  any  of  the  recommendations  with 
respect  to  the  improvement  of  legal  educa- 
tion contained  in  the  report  of  the  Select 
Committee,  presented  25th  August,  1 846  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  stated 
that  Government  had  no  authority  to  in- 1 
terfere  in  the  matter.     It  rested  in  a  great 
degree  with  the  inns  of  court;  but  manyj 
of  the  recommendations  of  the  Committee 
would  require  to  be  effected  by  legislation,  i 
Before  or  during  the  inquiry  before  the 
Committee,    some    of  the   inns   of  court 
here  had  established  lectureships  at  a  con- ; 
siderable  expense,  and  there  had  been  con-  [ 
ferences  of  the  different  inns  with  the  view 
of  arranging  some  uniform  system  of  edu- 
cation and' admission  to  the  bar.     He  was 
unable  to  state  whether  anything  had  been 
done  by  the  Ring's  inns,  Dublin.  ! 

Mb.  HAMILTON  said,  the  second  ques- ' 


tton  of  whicfh  he  had  given  notice  related 
to  th0  position  of  Irish  barristers  in  Eng- 
land and  English  barristers  in  Ireland,  WTtb 
regard  to  practice.  The  hon.  and  lekmed 
Gentleman  was  aware  thai  by  the  Vice 
Chaiicellor's  Court  Act,  the  5th  Victoria, 
it  was  enacted  that  in  the  construction  of 
that  and  every  other  Act  passed  previously^ 
relating  to  the  appointment  or  nomination: 
to  any  office  or  employment,  the  word  bar-* 
rister  shall  mean  a  barrister  called  to  the 
bar  either  in  England  or  Ireland,  ufnless 
otherwise  provided.  The  principle  of  re- 
ciprocity in  this  respect  was  thus  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  established,  but  only  retro- 
spectively; and  in  a  Bill  before  the  House 
last  Session,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man would  recJoUect  that  when  he  pro-' 
posed  to  extend  the  provisions  of  the  5th 
Victoria,  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  objected  to  the  clause,  but  stated 
that  the  subject  of  establishing  a  complete 
reciprocity  of  privileges  between  the  bar  in 
each  country  was  well  worthy  of  consider- 
ation. The  question  he  (Mr.  Hamilton): 
now  wished  to  ask  was,  whether  it  is  in^ 
tended  to  introduce  any  measure  by  which 
Irish  barristers  may  be  authorised  to  prac- 
tise in  courts  in  England,  and  English' 
barristers  in  courts  in  Ireland,  in  which 
they  are  now  competent  to  preside,  or  by 
which  a  reciprocity  of  practice  in  the  pro- 
fession, in  both  countries,  may  be  estab- 
lished ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  stated 
that  no  such  intention  existed  on  the  pari 
of  Government.  At  the  same  time,  it  was 
one  well  worthy  of  consideration.  If  the 
hon.  Member  should  introduce  any  Bill  on 
the  subject,  he  would  be  happy  to  give  him 
any  assistance  in  his  power. 

THE  RAILWAY  COMMISSION. 
Mb.  BANKES  rose  to  ask  for  leave  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  repeal  the  Railway  Com- 
mission Act.  He  said  it  had  been  asserted 
by  more  than  one  of  the  present  Ministers 
that  the  House  of  Commons  were  entirely 
to  blame  for  all  the  extravagances  of  the 
Government.  He,  therefore,  thought  it 
was  time  for  the  House  of  Commons  to 
redeem  their  character  in  some  respect 
from  such  a  charge,  and  to  exercise,  for 
the  future,  a  greater  degree  of  vigilance 
than  hitherto.  He  was  not,  however,  pre- 
pared to  admit  the  charge  to  the  extent  to 
which  it  had  been  made.  He  did  not  deny 
that  suggestions  might  have  been  made  by 
private  Members  of  the  House,  which 
proved  very  valuable  to  the  Government; 
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but  he  did  not  think  that  all  the  extrava- 
gances  of   the   Government   were   to   he 
charged  fairlj  upon  the  House,  and  the 
case  he  was  about  to  open  was  one  of  them. 
It  might  be  said  that  the  previous  organi- 
sation of  the  department  which  was  autho- 
rised to  exercise  a  supervision  of  the  rail- 
ways was  not  satisfactory  either   to   the 
oompanies   or    to    the   Government,    and 
that  hon.  Members  did  recommend  some 
changes  in  the  system;  but  it  could  not  be 
asserted  fairly  that  such  recommendation 
was    chargeable   with   the   extravagances 
which  had  taken  place  in  consequence  of 
the  suggestion.     And,. in  any  case,  sup- 
posing the  experiment  to  have  been  a  right 
one,  he  now  had,  after  two  years'  trial  of 
its  working,  to  submit  to  the  House  that 
any  benefit  which  might  be  derivable  from 
it  was  not  such  as  to  bear  any  proportion 
to  the  expenditure  incurred  by  it.     It  was 
accessary  that   he    should   call    attention  | 
briefly  to  the  different  boards  under  which  ; 
the  management  of  railways  had  been  con- 1 
ducted,  under  the  superintendence  of  the  ; 
Government,  as  authorised  by  the  sanction  | 
of  Parliament.     The  original  institution  of  ; 
a  check  upon  railways  was  that  invested  in 
the  Board  of  Trade.     That  existed  from 
1842  to  August,  1844;    and,  during  all 
that  period,  the  annual  charge  which  the 
public  had  to  pay  was  only  1,370^.    When 
the  railway  interest  afterwards  increased,  | 
it  was  found  necessary  to  add  some  power 
to  the  authority  vested  in  the  Board   of , 
Trade,  and   a  department  was   set  aside 
exclusively  for  it.     Yet,  although  the  busi- 
ness of  that  department  was  very  consider- ' 
able,  the  charge  to  the  public  was  no  more  : 
than  3,202i.     That  office  lasted  to  the  end 
of  1846,  when  the  Board  to  which  he  was  ! 
now  about  to  call  attention  was  authorised 
by  a  Bill  that  was  brought  in  at  the  very  | 
end  of  the  Session.     On  the  occasion  upon 
which  he  had  previously  called  attention  to  ! 
the  subject,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche-  1 
quer,    in    answering   him,    said    that  the  i 
Bill  had  been  unanimously  passed  by  the  I 
House.      But  he  thought  the  right  hon.  ! 
Gentleman  had  not  had  a  very  clear  recol- 
lection of  the  facts  when  he  stated  that , 
the  measure  had  the  full  and  entire  appro- ; 
bation  of  the  House  of  Commons — that  it 
had  met  with  no  opposition,  and  had  been 
cordially  supported  by  all  parties.     In  the  | 
first  place,  it  should  be  observed  that  the 
debate  was  commenced  upon  the  20th  of 
August  —  that   a   great   number   of  hon. 
Members  had  then  left  town — and  that  the 
greater  number  of  those  who  took  any  part 


in  the  debate  objected  to  the  Bill.  And, 
in  fact,  although  a  division  did  not  take 
place,  there  were  only  66  Members  pre- 
sent when  the  Bill  was  agreed  to.  It  re- 
ceived the  Royal  assent  on  the  28th  Au- 
gust; so  that,  considering  the  few  Mem- 
bers to  whose  decision  it  was  submitted, 
the  period  of  the  Session  at  which  it  was 
introduced,  and  the  rapidity  with  which  it 
was  passed,  he  thought  there  could  have 
been  no  great  degree  either  of  attention  or 
discretion  exhibited  towards  it.  And  when 
he  now  asked  them  to  repeal  such  a  mea- 
sure, he  was  not  chargeable  with  attempt- 
ing to  subvert  a  deliberate  decision  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  Well,  from  the  year 
1842  to  1844,  the  expenses,  as  he  had 
before  stated,  of  the  supervision  of  rail- 
ways had  been  1,370^.  a  year.  From  1844 
to  1846,  they  were  3,302Z.;  but  when  the 
estimates  referring  to  that  item  were  laid 
before  the  House  in  the  present  Session, 
to  the  great  surprise  of  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers, and  certainly  to  his  astonishment, 
for  he  was  not  aware  of  the  existence  ef 
the  Commission  until  after  it  had  been 
established,  the  amount  was  no  less  than 
17,000Z.  He  had  stated,  when  he  had 
before  addressed  the  House  upon  the  sub- 
ject, that  that  sum  was  for  a  year  and  a 
quarter.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
corrected  him,  and  said  that  it  was  for  a 
year  and  five  months.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  in  error  in  that  statement; 
for,  upon  looking  to  the  dates,  he  (Mr. 
Bankes)  found  that  the  Railway  Commis- 
sioners did  not  enter  upon  their  duties 
until  the  9th  of  November,  1846,  and 
consequently,  to  the  beginning  of  Janu- 
ary in  the  present  year,  was  only  a  year 
and  two  months.  The  Commission  did 
not  begin  their  business  until  the  9th  of 
November,  1846;  and  in  the  estimate 
for  the  present  year,  he  found  no  less 
than  13,522Z.  lOs.  charged  as  their  ex- 
penses for  the  year.  Some  reduction 
would  be  made  in  this  sum,  as  the  noble 
Lord  did  not,  as  he  understood,  intend  to 
fill  up  the  office  of  President  of  the  Board. 
[Lord  John  Russell  :  I  did  not  say  that 
I  should  not  fill  up  the  office,  but  that  I 
should  not  ask  for  any  salary  for  the  office 
this  year.]  At  all  events  there  was  to  be 
a  diminution  in  the  estimates,  by  the 
amount  of  the  Chief  Commissioner's  salary. 
He  did  not  desire  to  occupy  the  time  of 
House  for  any  lengthened  period,  because 
the  matter  had  been  alrefidy  very  fully  dis- 
cussed when  before  the  House  on  his  Mo- 
tion some  six  weeks  ago.     On  that  occa- 
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sion  the  previous  question  was  moved  as 
an  amendment,  and  he  had  a  right  there- 
fore to  say  that  his  Motion  had  heen  evad- 
ed. He  considered  that  under  these  cir- 
cumstances he  was  justified  in  bringing  the 
subject  again  before  the  House  in  another 
shape;  and  he  thought  that  he  might  refer 
to  it  as  being  particularly  deserving  of 
notice  at  the  present  moment  as  a  question 
of  economy.  It  had  been  said  that  very 
Tittle  progress  had  been  made  with  the 
public  business  during  the  present  Session. 
However  true  the  charge  might  be,  he  did 
not  think  that  any  of  the  blame  could  be 
attached  to  his  side  of  the  House.  They 
had  throughout  the  Session  paid  as  much 
attention  as  they  possibly  could  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  public;  and  in  proof  of  the 
success  of  their  efforts  in  this  respect,  he 
need  only  mention  that  they  had  saved  the 
country  from  a  five  per  cent  income-tax, 
and  had  obliged  the  Government  to  revise 
and  reduce  the  estimates.  He  would  now 
call  upon  the  House,  in  addition,  to  get  rid 
of  the  unnecessary  expense  of  this  Railway 
Commission,  which  had  been  tried  originally 
as  an  experiment;  and  he  would  admit  that 
the  experiment  was  a  very  proper  one  to 
have  made,  but  which  had,  he  contended, 
failed  in  effecting  any  public  good.  As 
the  result  of  their  labours,  they  could,  he 
admitted,  show  a  book  of  some  200  or  300 
pages;  but  if  that  report  had  been  confined 
to  t«n  or  a  dozen  pages,  he  thought  that 
it  would  be  much  more  generally  read, 
and  much  more  useful.  As  a  general  rule, 
he  helieved,  it  would  be  found  that  the 
number  of  readers  of  such  reports  were  in 
an  inverse  proportion  to  the  bulk  of  the 
volumes;  and  in  the  present  instance  he 
could  not  but  regret  that  a  large  expense 
had  been  gone  to  for  printing  so  very 
valueless  a  compilation.  One  of  the 
grounds  on  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  got  rid  of  his  former  Motion  was, 
that  a  report  was  coming  up;  and  now 
that  it  had  come,  he  could  defy  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  point  out  a  single  pas- 
sage in  it  that  told  against  his  (Mr. 
Bankes's)  views.  Under  the  heading 
**  Railway  Legislation,**  in  the  report,  he 
found  the  following : — 

**  The  present  board  of  Commissioners  of  Rail- 
ways was  instituted  under  an  Act  which  was  pas- 
sed at  the  end  of  the  Session  of  1846,  in  compli- 
ance with  the  recommendations  of  Committees  of 
both  Houses  of  Parliament.  Bj  this  Act  the 
powers  which  had  been  previously  exercised  by 
the  Railway  Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
were  transferred  to  the  Commissioners,  and  addi- 
tional powers  of  inquiry  were  given  in  case  of  re- 


ferences made  to  them  by  the  Crown,  or  by  either 
House  of  Parliament.  It  was  recommended  by 
the  Committees,  and  it  was  also  announced  to  be 
the  intention  of  Government,  that  additional 
powers  beyond  those  which  had  bebn  possessed  by 
their  predecessors,  should  in  the  following  Session 
be  given  to  the  Commissioners,  with  a  view  to  the 
more  effectual  supervision  of  the  railway  system 
of  the  country,  and  for  the  purpose  of  assisting 
the  two  Houses  of  Parliament  in  disposing  of  that 
large  portion  of  their  business  which  relates  to 
railways.  It  accordingly  became  the  duty  of  the 
Commissioners,  in  connection  with  the  Govern- 
ment, to  prepare  a  measure  on  this  subject,  which 
was  introduced  into  the  House  of  Commons  early 
in  the  Session  of  1847.  The  pressure  of  other 
public  business,  however,  was  such  at  to  prevent 
the  subject  being  taken  into  consideration  until  a 
period  of  the  Session  had  arrived  when  it  was  ob- 
viously impossible  that  the  Bill  could  become 
law.  It  was  consequently  withdrawn,  and  it  was  at 
the  same  time  announced  that  another  Bill  on  the 
same  subject  would  be  submitted  to  the  Legisla- 
ture in  the  present  Session." 

Now,  with  respect  to  the  first  sentence,  he 
would  say  that  he  believed  the  Committee 
never  had  any  intention  of  countenancing 
80  extravagant  an  outlay  of  the  public 
money  as  the  Government  had  introduced; 
and  there  was  nothing  to  be  found  in  their 
report  that  could  justify  the  formation  of 
such  a  board  as  had  been  established.  As 
to  the  remainder  of  the  paragraph,  he 
thought  that  it  was  a  very  incorrect  version 
of  what  had  occurred.  It  was  not  in  con- 
sequence of  the  late  period  of  the  Session, 
but  it  was  on  account  of  the  imperfect  na- 
ture of  the  Bill  itself  that  the  measure  did 
not  pass.  There  had  been  an  universal 
dissent  to  the  Bill  on  the  part  of  the  coun- 
try, on  the  part  of  the  landowners,  and  on 
the  part  of  the  railway  interests,  and  that 
alone  was  the  cause  of  its  not  having  been 
passed.  Since  then  nothing  had  been  done, 
and,  as  far  as  the  House  had  the  means 
of  judging,  there  was  no  intention  on  the 
part  of  Government  to  offer  any  other  mea- 
sure for  their  consideration.  Under  these 
circumstances,  he  felt  that  he  was  justified 
in  calling  on  the  Government  to  make  out 
their  case.  They  had  before  them  a 
charge  four  times  as  great  as  that  for 
which  the  same  duties  had  been  formerly 
performed,  as  well  as  they  were  performed 
at  present,  and  it  was  for  the  Government 
to  show  what  good  had  resulted  from  the 
appointment  of  this  Commission  to  justify 
Parliament  in  voting  this  money.  As  to 
the  repeal  of  this  Act,  he  begged  to  say 
that  he  was  not  one  of  those  who  thought 
that  railways  should  be  left  without  super- 
vision. Very  far  from  it;  but  he  thought 
that  there  was  nothing  in  this  Act  which 
provided  for  an  efiicient  supervision  at  all. 
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He  would  be  most  liappj  to  see  all  the  ne- 
cessary power  vested  in  the  Board  of 
Trade;  and  instead  of  those  Commissioners 
and  lawyers  he  would  wish  to  see  scientific 
liien  and  properly  qualified  engineers  ap- 
pointed, wno  would  obtain  the  confidence 
of  the  public.  Such  an  alteration  would 
be  attended  with  great  adyantages,  besides 
securing  a  large  reduction  of  expenditure. 
If  the  management  of  the  Commissioners 
had  been  efficient,  he  might  not  have 
grudged  the.  expenditure;  but  as  he  con- 
sidered that  it  had  been  injurious  instead 
of  beneficial,  he  hoped  that  the  House 
would  give  him  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
repeal  the  Railway  Commission  Act. 

Mb.  LAIBOUCHERE  said,  that  though 
the  subject  was  a  very  dry  one,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  favour  him  with  its  at- 
tention for  the  very  short  time  that  he  in- 
tended trespassing  upoi>  them.  He  was 
not  disposed  to  underrate  the  importance 
of  questions  of  economy  in  that  House. 
He  admitted  that  it  was  the  duty  of  that 
House  to  economise  the  public  money  in 
every  manner  that  it  could  be  saved  con- 
sistently with  the  public  interests;  but  at 
the  same  time  he  thought  the  House  and 
the  hon.  Gentleman  must  admit,  consider- 
ing the  necessity  of  a  superintendence 
over  railways,  that  there  was  a  considera- 
tion more  important  than  the  saving  of 
money  involved,  namely,  what  system  of 
superintendence  were  they  to  adopt.  As 
to  the  question  of  economy,  he  thought 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
fuft  stated  the  question  quite  correctly. 
The  expense  of  the  present  establishment 
•f  Railway  Commissioners,  after  deducting 
the  salary  of  the  Chief  Commissioner, 
which  was  not  intended  to  be  applied  for, 
would  be  10,700^.  for  the  year.  Now,  he 
believed  that  the  expense  of  the  depart- 
ment of  the  Board  of  Trade,  which  super- 
intended railways,  might  have  been  about 
4,0001.  a  year;  but  the  House  should  re- 
collect that  considerable  services  had  been 
given  by  the  clerks  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
and  that  additional  expenses  had  necessa- 
rily been  incurred.  But  it  would  be  a 
great  mistake  to  suppose,  that  if  they  fol- 
lowed the  .advice  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  and  sent  back  this  business  to 
the  Board  of  Trade,  that  it  could  be  per- 
formed again  for  4,000/.  a  year.  Since 
that  period  the  railway  business  had  been 
increased  in  every  possible  manner,  from 
the  development  of  the  railway  system  since 
the  Commission  had  been  appointed,  and 
still  more  by  the  additional  functions  of 


every  description  which  Parliament  bad 
from  time  to  time  placed  on  the  Commis^ 
sioners,  and  which,  if  now  throwtt  upon  the 
Board  of  Trade,  would  require  them  to 
have  considerable  additional  aMstancOtf 
As  a  measure  of  economy,  therefore,  h€( 
believed  that  the  House  would  deeelire  H^ 
self  if  it  imagined  that  any  great  sstin^ 
could  be  efi^ected  by  abolishing  the  Com-* 
mission,  and  transferring  the  basiness  Uf 
the  Board  of  Trade.  On  a  former  ooca^ 
sion  he  had  entered  into  some  details  ttf 
show  what  the  increase  of  busittess  im** 
posed  on  the  Commissioner^  had  been ;  andl 
he  hoped  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle^ 
man  had  read  the  report,  where  it  showed 
the  great  increase  of  business  tkaiC  had 
been  thrown  from  time  to  time  by  Parlia-* 
ment  on  the  Commissioners.  He  was  un- 
willing to  weary  the  Honse  by  gomg  mt0 
details  on  the  subject;  but  un<Jbr  thtf  fol-' 
lowing  heads,  he  thought  that  the  House 
would  perceive  how  great  that  increase  of 
business  had  been.  First,  with*  regard  ttf 
the  inspection  of  railways,  there  bad  beett 
before  1843  only  1,952  miles  of  railway 
opened;  in  1844,  196  miles  of  railway  had 
been  opened;  in  1845  there  had  been  293 
miles  opened;  in  1846,  595  miles;  amd  m 
1847,  780  miles;  making  a  total  of  3,810 
miles  of  railways  to  be  inspected  up  fo>  ther 
end  of  1847.  He  was  informed  that  siiietf 
then  about  600  miles  more  of  ra^ays 
had  been  opened;  and  that  up  to  the  end 
of  this  year  about  1,200  miles  woidd  her 
opened.  He  thought  that  this  alene  ihrew 
a  very  large  amount  of  expense  and  labour 
on  the  Commission.  Then  with  regard  ia 
inquiries  into  the  causes  of  accidents,  l^ 
considerable  increase  of  business  had  slso 
taken  place;  and  he  believed  it  would  be^ 
found  to  be  the  fact,  that  from  the  vsefiit 
suggestions  which  the  Government  had 
been  able  to  communicate  to  the  differeflt 
railway  companies,  accidents  on  mlwiby» 
had  greatly  diminished,  and  the  safety  ei 
the  public  had  been  in  no  slight  degree 
promoted.  Again,  there  was  an  increase* 
of  business  in  the  regulation  of  by-laws, 
and  in  the  arrangements  with  regard  to 
cheap  trains.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman complained  that  the  Commissieners 
had  not  taken  care  to  enforce  the  provi- 
sions of  Railway  Acts  as  they  sheiild  have^ 
done;  but  he  could  assure  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  that  a  great  deal  of 
business  had  been  before  them  on  this 
subject,  but  tl^  Commissioners  alwaya 
thought  it  better  to  come  to  an  anueable- 
arrangement  with  the  companies^  than  to 
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enter  into  legal  proceedings  with  them. 
He  thought  that  it  had  heen  heneficial  to 
the  puhlic  that  litigation  had  not  heen  en- 
couraged; hut  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman should  not  suppose,  from  the  ah- 
sence  of  law-suits,  that  the  Commissioners 
had  neglected  their  duty.  An  important 
question  relating  to  this  point  was  now  at 
issue  with  a  powerful  railway  company; 
and  though  he  would  not  enter  at  present 
into  the  suhject,  he  might  ohserve  that  the 
Commissioners  would  he  prepared  to  main- 
tain the  interests  of  the  public  to  the  ut- 
most. Then,  with  regard  to  applications 
for  extension  of  time — no  less  than  126 
Bucb  applications  had  come  hefore  them; 
and  in  every  one  of  these  Sir  Edward 
Ryan  had  the  attorneys  hefore  him,  and 
bad  entered  into  an  investigation  of  the 
oases.  But  he  should  remind  the  House 
that  on  this  subject  much  more  depended 
on  the  nature  and  quality  of  the  business 
to  be  done  than  on  its  amount.  He  ad- 
mitted, that  with  a  sufficient  number  of 
clerks,  the  Board  of  Trade  would  be  able 
to  get  through  all  the  routine  business  of 
supervision;  but  there  was  one  branch  of 
the  service  that  had  never  been,  and 
never  could  be,  satisfactorily  got  through 
by  the  Board  of  Trade.  He  begged  the 
House  to  recollect  the  nature  of  the  ques- 
tions submitted  to  the  railway  department 
of  the  Government.  They  involved  not  only 
difficult  legal  and  engineering  points,  but 
tbey  were  also  questions  on  which  property 
to  an  immense  amount  depended;  and  if  the 
House  referred  these  questions  to  a  parti- 
cular department  of  the  Government,  they 
must  take  care  that  their  decision  should 
have  proper  weight  with  the  public.  Now, 
in  the  Board  of  Trade,  he  believed  that  no 
man  could  have  applied  more  energy  and 
ability  to  this  matter  than  Lord  Dalhousie; 
bat  yet  it  was  a  fact  that  his  decisions  had 
been  constantly  overset  by  that  House. 
That  be  attributed  to  the  circumstance 
that  the  officers  by  whom  the  noble  Lord 
had  been  advised  in  matters  of  law 
and  other  details,  were  not  of  sufficient 
weight  and  standing.  God  forbid  that  he 
should  throw  any  imputation  on  the  judg- 
ment, or  the  honesty,  or  the  honour  of 
men  occupying  less  prominent  positions ! 
bat  it  was  not  enough,  in  questions  invol- 
ving great  pecuniary  interests  and  details 
of  a  delicate  nature,  to  have  the  decisions 
of  sach  men.  They  should  be  considered 
bj  men  who  had  acquired  an  established 
and  recognised  position,  in  order  to  have 
tbeir  decisions  protected  against  the  shafts 


of  calumny.     He  had   aWaya  attributed 
much  of  the  want  of  succeis  that  bad  at- 
tended Lord  Dalhousie *8  d^tisions  on  thia 
subject,  to  the  fact,  that  hehad  taken  th« 
advice  of  persons  who  were  ^ot  posaeateA 
of  the  station  and  characte  necessary  to 
give  weight  to  their  views.   He  admitted 
that  when  the  Railway  Boarl  was  first  es^ 
tablished,  an  intention  was  mnounced  to 
Parliament  of  throwing  addtional  duties 
upon  it ;   and  he  owed  it  to  lis  friend  Mr. 
Strutt  to  say,  if  that  had  nt  been  so,  he 
would  not  have  consented  t>  accept  the 
office  of  Chief  Commissioner.      He   ad- 
mitted, too,  that  unless  the  luties  of  the 
office  were  increased,  the   licard  should 
be  presided  over  by  a  Member  if  the  Go* 
vemment  connected  with  som^  other  de- 
partment; and  the  Government  lad  given 
a  pledge  of  their  sincerity  in  iiis  respect 
by  intimating  that  they  did  not  vntend,  in 
the  present  year,  to  propose  anj  estimate 
upon  account  of  the  salary  of  ^  Chief 
Commissioner.       The    hon.   and  ^earned 
Gentleman  seemed  to  imply  that  tke  de« 
cisions  of  the  Railway  Commissioner!  had 
been   very  much    disregarded   by    Com- 
mittees of  that  House.     The  hon.  uid 
learned  Gentleman  was  mistaken  on  tlia 
subject.     He  had  confounded  the  reports 
of  the  Tidal  Harbour  Commissioners  with 
those  of  the  Railway  Commissioners.     In 
point  of  fact,  since  the  Railway  Commis- 
sioners had  been  established,  only  one  re- 
port emanating  from  that  Board  could  be 
said  in  any  degree  to  have  been  overtamed 
by  a  subsequent  decision  of  the  House  of 
Commons;  and  that  related  to  the  question 
of  the  gauge   between   Birmingham   and 
London.     In  almost  every  other  instanee, 
and  many  had  been  of  great  consequence^ 
it  was  remarkable  how  much  the  opinions 
of  the  Commissioners   had  weighed  vrith 
Parliament,  and  how  frequently  Commit- 
tees of  that  House  had  arrived  at  the  same 
decision.     Under  all   the  circumstances, 
therefore,  the  House  would  be  taking  an 
ill-advised  step,-  by  now  putting  an  end  to 
the  Commission,  and  insisting  upon  the 
Board  of  Trade  resuming  its  function  in 
respect  of  railways.     At  the  same  time  ho 
begged  the  House  to  understand  distinctly 
he  was  by  no  means   satisfied   that  the 
Railway  Board  might  not  be  made  much 
more  useful  than  it  was.     He  hoped  to 
see  its  influence  over  the  railways  of  the 
country  gradually  extended;    and  it  was 
worth   consideration    whether    the    Tidal 
Harbour  Commission  might  not  be  abol- 
lished,  and  its  duties  transferred  to  this 
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Board.  All  these  different  subjects  were 
now  receiving  the  attention  of  a  Select 
Committee  of  shat  House,  which,  he  be- 
Meved,  would  /hortly  report ;  and,  on  re- 
ceiving their  report,  it  would  be  the  duty 
of  t'te  Governnent  to  take  the  whole  ques- 
tion itito  corsideration,  with  a  view  to 
adopting  sue?  measures  as  might  be  con- 
ducive to  an  economical  and  efficient  man- 
agement of  bis  department  of  the  public 
service.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the 
hon.  and  leaned  Gentleman  would  consent 
to  leave  the  ubject  in  the  hands  of  Her 
Majesty's  Gfl^ernment. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  regretted  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  should  have  adopted  a 
view  of  tbi  question  at  the  present  mo- 
ment  so  oaterially    different  from   that 
which  th^  had  expressed  upon  former  oc- 
casions.   ^Jpon  a  former  occasion  they  ad- 
mitted tb  Railway  Commission  had  been 
institutec  at  great  expense,  in  the  expecta- 
tion of  Jew  duties  being  provided,  which 
new  dtties  had  never  been  provided;  and 
they  row  admitted  that,  so  taken,  the  case 
was  complete.     But  what  did  thcj  do,  not- 
withstanding that  admission  ?     They  met 
the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Dorchester  simply  upon  the  question  of 
time.     It  had  been  stated  that  when  the 
Commissioners  presented  their  report  they 
would  give  their  own  views  as   to   their 
future  course,  and  then  the  House  would 
be  in  a  position  to  decide  as  to  the  other  du- 
ties to  be  imposed  upon  them.  Well !  they 
had  reported — and  to  what  effect  ?    Why, 
they  positively  had  not  reported  in  favour 
of  extending  new  duties  to  their  Board  ! 
The  whole  idea  upon  which  the  Commission 
was  founded  thus  vanished  into  thin  air. 
There  was  not  the  slightest  notion  in  the 
report  of  those  duties  being  committed  to 
the  Board,  which  the  House  intended  when 
they  appointed  it;  and  but  for  the  contem- 
plation of  which  additional  duties,  the  House 
would  never  have  dreamt  of  appointing  the 
Commission.    Yet  the  House  were  now  in- 
vited to  leave  the  question  in  the  hands  of 
the  Government,  who  promised  it  should 
receive  careful  consideration.     Certainly  it 
was  not  the  way  to  look  their  constituents 
in  the  face,  when  they  were  told  on   all 
sides  of  the  vast  expenditure  of  the  coun- 
try, and  of  the  necessity  for  economy,  to 
continue  a  Commission  which  cost  so  large 
a   sum    in   comparison  with   the  services 
rendered.     He  held  the  first  report  of  the 
Commissioners  in  his  hand,  from  which  it 
was  evident  that  to  all  practical  purposes 
they  bad  themselves  abandoned  the  notion 


of  acquiring  the  more  extensive  duties  for 
the  purpose  of  discharging  which  they 
were  originally  appointed.  Those  new 
duties  had  vanished  from  their  contempla- 
tion. This  was  clear  to  him,  because, 
from  the  beginning  to  the  close  of  their 
report,  they  did  not  recommend  that  a  Bill 
should  be  introduced  to  ascertain  their 
duties.  It  was,  further,  quite  evident  that, 
up  to  the  resignation  of  Mr.  Strutt,  it 
was  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  commit  those  duties  to  the 
Royal  Commissioners;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  informed  the  House  Mr. 
Strutt  would  not  have  held  office  if 
such  duties  were  not  assigned.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Labouchere)  having 
accepted  the  office  which  Mr.  Strutt  held, 
it  was  clear,  although  the  functions  of  the 
Commission  might  have  been  enlarged  in 
detail,  that  the  introduction  of  new  duties 
upon  a  comprehensive  scale,  like  that  pro- 
posed, had  been  abandoned;  and  how,  he 
would  ask,  could  the  House  be  justified  in 
maintaining  an  establishment  when  there 
was  no  prospect  of  giving  them  the  duties 
for  the  purposes  of  which  they  were  insti- 
tuted ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
spoken  of  the  relative  expense  of  the  pre- 
sent Railway  Board  and  of  that  under 
Lord  Dalhousie.  He  believed  the  expense 
might  be  stated,  in  round  numbers,  the 
former  at  12,000^.,  and  the  latter  at 
4,000^.  per  annum.  This  then,  was  a 
question  of  economy.  At  the  same  time, 
he  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  they  must  not  overlook  the  importance 
of  the  duties  of  the  Commission  being  dis- 
charged by  efficient  men.  Those  duties 
must  certainly  not  be  trusted  to  inefficient 
hands.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not  done  justice  to  the  Board  which  acted 
under  Lord  Dalhousie.  They  were  efficient 
men.  The  only  difference  between  the 
two  was — not  that  the  present  was  com- 
posed of  better  men  than  the  former,  but 
that  the  existing  Board  were  paid  twice  as 
much  as  Lord  Dalhousie 's.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  spoken  of  the  great  in- 
crease of  railway  business,  as  making  it 
necessary  that  the  Board  should  be  con- 
tinued. No  doubt  there  had  been  an  in- 
crease in  some  respects.  He  believed 
there  had  been  an  increase  in  the  cor- 
respondence; but  as  regarded  the  difficult 
and  responsible  functions  of  the  establish- 
ment, there  had  been  no  increase.  On  the 
contrary,  the  weight  of  business  had  de- 
creased since  the  time  when  it  was  dis- 
charged by  Lord  Dalhousie  and  an  estab- 
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lishment  costing  only  one-third  the  amount 
of  the  present.  How  were  the  Members 
of  that  House  to  justify  to  their  constitu- 
ents the  propriety  of  paying  three  times  as 
much  as  they  formerly  did  for  discharging 
reduced  duties  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, however,  had  challenged  him  to  refer 
to  the  report  of  the  Commissioners,  as  a 
proof  of  the  services  they  had  rendered. 
Well,  he  would  refer  to  the  report;  and  he 
could  not  help  saying  that,  amidst  a  great 
deal  that  was  good,  it  manifested  indica- 
tions of  the  fact  that,  when  men  were  ap- 
pointed to  offices  where  they  had  to  make 
duties,  they  generally  manufactured  reports 
out  of  such  materials  as  might  he  pre- 
sented to  them,  whether  they  were  of  suffi- 
cient importance  or  not.  In  the  27th  page 
there  was  a  paragraph,  occupying  nearly 
half  of  it,  which  might  be  given  as  an  ex- 
ample.    The  report  said  : — 

"  A  private  of  the  Sappers  and  Miners,  travel- 
ling on  the  Caledonian  Railway  on  detached  duty 
connected  with  the  Ordnance  8ur^•ey,  and  having 
with  him  certain  surveying  instruments  weighing 
less  than  66  lbs.,  was  charged  for  them  as  for  a 
quarter  of  a  ton  of  public  stores,  the  Caledonian 
Railway  Company's  Act  containing  a  clause  au- 
thorising the  company  to  charge  for  a  fraction  of 
a  quarter  of  a  ton  as  for  a  quarter  of  a  ton.  The 
Commissioners  being  disposed  to  think  that  arti- 
cles of  this  kind  could  not  be  considered  as  form- 
ing part  of  the  soldier's  '  personal  luggage, '  and 
therefore  could  not  be  included  in  the  half-a-hun- 
dred  weight  which  each  soldier  is  allowed  to  take 
with  him  free  of  charge ;  they  considered  that, 
whether  the  weight  of  the  personal  luggage  which 
the  soldier  had  with  him  was  less  or  greater  than 
56  lbs.,  these  instruments  were  liable  to  be 
charged  for  separately  as  'public  baggage  or 
stores,'  at  the  rate  of  twopence  a  mile." 

That  was  a  specimen  of  the  report.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  of  the 
advantage  of  the  Railway  Commission  not 
having  to  travel  far  for  legal  advice.  He 
agreed  with  him.  But  he  thought  this 
great  question,  whether  **  a  private  of  the 
Sappers  and  Miners  travelling  upon  the 
Caledonian  Railway,**  was  liable  to  have 
his  surveying  instruments  charged  as  **  per- 
sonal luggage"  or  as  "private  stores,** 
at  the  rate  of  2d,  per  mile;  and  the  other 
great  question,  whether  they  should  be 
charged  for  a  fraction  of  a  quarter  of  a  ton, 
as  for  a  quarter  of  a  ton,  or  as  forming  a 
portion  of  an  entire  ton  —  these  great 
questions,  he  should  have  thought,  an  es- 
tablishment of  12,000Z.  a  year,  with  a 
great  lawyer  amongst  its  highest  function- 
aries, might  have  settled  for  themselves. 
The  Railway  Department,  however,  referred 
these  great  questions.  They  invoked  the 
aid  of  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown,  not,  as 


he  imagined,  without  expense.  {The  At- 
torney General  :  There  was  no  additional 
expense.  ]  He  would  recommend  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  if  he  were  dissa- 
tisfied with  the  emoluments  of  his  office,  to 
resign  the  Attorney  Generalship,  and  to 
seek  for  some  appointment  under  the  Rail' 
way  Commission.  At  length  the  question 
was  decided,  and  the  law  officers  of  the 
Crown  were  of  opinion —         ' 

"  That  the  Caledonian  Railway  Company  were 
not  justified  in  charging  for  the  surveying  instru- 
ments as  for  a  quarter  of  a  ton,  but  were  entitled 
only  to  charge  for  them  according  to  their  actual 
weight,  at  the  rate  of  2d.  per  ton  per  mile." 

Not  only,  therefore,  was  the  House  in- 
formed of  this  great  controversy  having 
been  brought  to  a  close,  certainly  not  with- 
out gigantic  eflforts;  but  they  might  be  as- 
sured, that  if  another  question  of  equal 
importance  happened  to  arise,  there  would 
be  an  equally  valuable  report  upon  it.  The 
real  truth  was,  as  he  had  intimated,  that 
this  was  the  way  in  which  gentlemen  who 
had  not  an  adequate  amount  of  duty  to 
discharge  absolutely  had  to  make  duties 
in  order  to  show  a  semblance  of  business 
which  they  had  not.  He  could  not  help 
saying,  that  if  Mr.  Laing  had  happened  to 
be  in  the  Railway  Department  when  these 
great  matters  arose,  he  would  have  con- 
trived to  settle  the  important  question  of 
charging  56  lbs.  weight  as  for  a  quarter  of 
a  ton,  at  the  rate  of  2d,  per  mile,  without 
obtaining  the  assistance  of  the  law  officers 
of  the  Crown.  He  repeated,  then,  that 
there  had  been  no  real  increase  in  business 
of  weight  and  difficulty.  With  regard  to 
the  weight  attached  to  the  decisions  of  the 
Commissioners,  he  did  not  think  they  had 
been  increased  by  their  reports  being  made 
with  the  assistance  of  certain  great  names; 
nor  did  he  think  Lord  Dalhousie*s  reports 
had  failed  because  they  were  sustained  by 
men  not  so  well  known.  He  had  never 
heard  a  single  word  against  the  compe- 
tency of  the  men  who  assisted  Lord  Dal- 
housie.  It  was  of  course  very  easy  to  say 
that  one  or  two  of  his  reports  had  failed; 
but  it  should  be  recollected,  that  in  1845 
Lord  Dalhousie  presented  a  vast  number 
of  reports,  no  fewer,  he  believed,  than  417; 
and  no  doubt  some  of  the  decisions  of  Lord 
Dalhousie  contained  in  those  reports  had 
been  overruled,  either  by  Committees  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  or  by  the  House 
itself.  But  then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  omitted  to  state,  that  the  decisions  of 
the  House  on  some  of  the  reports  of  the 
Commissioners  had  shown  that  there  were 
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cases  in  which  Parliament  did  not  attach 
any  great  weight  to  their  judgment.  Cer- 
tainly their  report  on  the  subject  of  the 
gauges  had  been  most  unfortunate.  It 
had  been  overruled  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  in  the  House  of  Commons  :  when  they 
had  inroked  the  aid  of  certain  Members 
who  had  sat  on  the  Committees  on  that 
subject,  they  had  frankly  confessed  that 
they  could  not  support  the  report  of  the 
Commissioners,  because  they  could  not  un- 
derstand it.  [Mr.  Labguchere  :  How  did 
you  vote?]  He  had  supported  the  Go- 
vernment. He  had  done  so  because  he 
had  approved  of  the  report.  He  meant  to 
cast  no  imputation  on  the  Railway  Commis- 
sioners for  the  manner  in  which  they  per- 
formed their  duties;  whatever  duties  they 
had  to  perfonn  were  performed  most  effi- 
ciently; but  what  he  contended  was,  that 
the  country  ought  not  to  be  called  upon  to 
pay  12,000/,  a  year  for  the  performance  of 
that  which  could  be  done  quite  as  effec- 
tively for  one  quarter  of  that  sum. 

Mb.  VERNON  SMITH,  who  rose  amidst 
loud  cries  of  "Divide,  divide !  '*  did  not  con- 
sider it  decorous  in  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sunderland,  considering  the  peculiar  posi- 
tion in  which  he  stood,  to  make  himself 
80  conspicuous  among  those  who  seemed 
determined  to  interrupt  every  one  who 
spoke  in  favour  of  a  measure  for  placing 
tome  check  on  railway  companies.  He 
saw  opposite  to  him  a  large  number  of 
Gentlemen  connected  with  railways — there 
were  enough  of  them  on  the  opposite 
benches  at  that  moment  to  form  a  provi- 
sional Committee.  No  doubt  those  rail- 
way Gentlemen  would  be  glad  to  get  rid 
of  the  Railway  Commission  altogether.  It 
might  be  easily  understood  that  they  would 
object  to  every  measure  of  railway  super- 
vision that  could  be  proposed.  He  hailed 
the  accession  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Dorsetshire  to  the  ranks  of  those 
who  advocated  economy,  and  hoped  that 
they  might  have  the  benefit  of  his  assist- 
ance on  other  occasions.  He  admitted  that 
at  present  there  was  not  enough  work  for 
the  Railway  Commissioners;  but  he  sub- 
mitted that  this  was  not  the  time  for  'the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  press  forward  his  Bill. 
The  whole  of  the  Miscellaneous  Estimates 
had  been  submitted  to  a  Committee  of 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  be  chairman. 
This  subject  had  been  discussed  by  the 
Committee,  and  resolutions  had  been  pass- 
ed by  the  Committee  relating  to  the  Rail- 
way Commission;  and  he  therefore  thought 
that  it  would  be  as  well  that  the  House 


should  wait  until  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  the  evidence  taken  before  it, 
had  been  presented,  before  coming  to  a  de- 
cision. He  was  of  opinion  the  duties  of  the 
Tidal  Harbour  Commissioners,  and  many  of 
the  duties  now  discharged  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Woods  and  Forests,  might, 
with  great  advantage,  be  transferred  to 
the  Railway  Commissioners.  He  objected 
to  transferring  the  performance  of  the  du- 
ties of  the  Railway  Commissioners  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  which  was  already  over- 
worked. These  Commissioners,  on  the  con- 
trary, should  be  made  to  afford  relief  to 
some  of  the  already  overworked  depart- 
ments of  the  Government;  and  as  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  had  afforded  great  re- 
lief to  the  Home  Office,  so  might  the  Rul- 
way  Commissioners  be  made  to  afford  relief 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  and  to  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Woods  and  Forests  and  other 
offices.  With  regard  to  the  high  salaries 
of  the  engineering  officers  attached  to  the 
Commission,  he  would  observe  that  unless 
sufficient  salaries  were  paid,  it  was  impos- 
sible to  secure  the  services  of  the  most 
efficient  engineers,  who,  if  they  were  un- 
derpaid, would  be  tempted,  and  he  be- 
lieved had  been  tempted,  to  leave  the  pub- 
lic service,  and  to  take  service  under  rail- 
way companies. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL,  before  the 
House  divided,  wished  to  state  how  far 
he  agreed  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman who  had  brought  the  Motion  for- 
ward, and  with  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  University  of  Oxford.  He  agreed  so 
far  with  them  as  to  think  that  the  Railway 
Board,  as  at  present  constituted,  had  more 
persons  belonging  to  it  at  high  salariea, 
than  was  necessary  tar  the  business  there 
was  to  do;  and  that  unless  some  arrange- 
ment was  made  for  other  business  to  be 
attached  to  it,  great  alterations  ought  to 
take  place  before  the  next  Session  of  Par- 
liament, by  means  of  which  there  would 
be  considerable  reduction.  But  he  did 
not  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 
in  thinking  it  was  quite  sufficient  to  have 
persons  with  low  salaries,  and  then  say 
they  had  secured  a  good  department.  His 
opinion  was,  that  if  they  did  not  wiah  to 
have  an  effectual  supervision  over  railways^ 
it  would  be  better  not  to  place  any  persons 
whatever  in  that  position.  Such  a  course 
would  be  perfectly  intelligible;  leaying  to 
Committees  of  the  House  of  Commona,  ox 
the  House  of  Commons  itself,  all  the  ne- 
cessary regulations.  But  it  was  better  to 
have  persons  with  salaries  proportionate  to 
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tbe  buBiness  they  had  to  do,  and  to  rdj 
upon  them  exclusively  as  men  of  character 
and  station  for  the  proper  performance  of 
these  duties*  The  worst  plan  that  could 
he  taken  would  he  to  have  a  number  of 
persons  at  inferior  salaries,  who  would  be 
tempted  to  leave  the  public  service  the  first 
Importunity  for  some  other  more  profitable 
employment.  Had  not  this  occurred  with 
some  of  the  very  persons  to  whom  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  ?  One  of 
the  officers  employed  by  the  Railway  Com- 
xnissioners  was  Captain  Codrington.  A 
piore  efficient  officer  could  not  be  found; 
but  be  was  so  able  and  efficient,  and  the 
public  salary  he  received  was  so  much  less 
than  that  offered  to  him  by  a  great  com- 
pany, that  he  was  induced  to  leave  the 
public  service.  It  was  not  one-third  the 
lunount  he  obtained  from  the  private  com- 

I)any.  Mr.  Laing  also  found  that  the  pub- 
ic service  was  not  worth  retaining,  and  he 
put  on  his  banister *8  gown  again,  finding 
private  business  more  profitable  than  the 
public  service.  He  knew,  too,  it  was  al- 
ways sud  it  was  a  bad  arrangement  to  pay 
*  judge  less  than  the  barrister  could  earn 
at  the  bar,  because,  by  that  policy,  the 
best  men  could  never  be  obtained.  In 
like  manner,  if  we  were  to  have  a  railway 
board,  it  would  be  worth  while  to  pay  a 
differenoe  of  some  3,000Z,  or  4,000Z.  more, 
in  order  to  have  its  business  done  by  the 
best  men— by  men  of  station — by  men 
who  were  not  likely  to  leave  it  for  any  pri- 
yate  service.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  the  Bill  for  establishing  the  Rail- 
way Commissioners  was  not  brought  in  till 
the  20th  of  August,  when  there  was  a 
tbin  attendance.  That  was  true;  but  he 
took  care  to  tell  the  House  at  the  time  that 
if  objections  were  urged  to  it,  he  was 
Toady  to  withdraw  the  measure.  Several 
objectioDs  were  made,  but  no  one  said  the 
BiU  ought  not  to  pass.  Indeed,  Commit- 
tees of  both  Houses  had  recommended 
that  there  should  be  a  sepcirate  public  de- 
partment for  railways.  He  repeated  that 
the  Railway  Board  ought  not  to  remain  in 
its  preaeot  position.  It  might  remain  as 
M  presant  if  other  public  services  were 
added  to  it,  such  as  the  Tidal  Harbours 
Commission;  but  if  none  w^e  added,  it 
ought  io  be  diminished  by  reducing  the 
number  of  persons,  but  not  the  amount  of 
•alaries.  At  all  events,  rather  than  have 
muA  a  board  as  they  had  before,  although 
Lord  Salhousie's  reports  were  generally 
MlQemed  very  able — a  board  open  to  all 
JiMk  tf  Alftikok,  wilb  their  recommenda- 


tions often  disregai*ded — it  would  be  far 
better  to  have  no  supervision  whatever. 

Mr.  BANKES,  in  reply,  said  he  pro- 
posed to  repeal  this  Act,  and  give  the 
noble  Lord  the  power  of  bringing  in  such 
an  Act  as  he  required. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  62;  Noes 
73:  Majority  11. 
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INTERFERENCE  IN  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS. 

Mr.  URQUHART:  Sir.  I  rise  to 
move — 

**  That,  interference  in  the  internal  govern- 
ment of  other  countries  is  detrimental  to  the  in- 
terests, and  derogatory  to  the  honour  of  this 
country,  as  well  as  to  the  interests  and  honour  of 
the  countries  in  behalf  of  which  such  intervention 
18  assumed  to  be  exercised. 

"  That  this  practice  of  intervention  has  led  to 
or  excused  the  increase  of  the  military  and  naval 
establishments,  and  thereby  of  the  public  expen- 
diture, to  the  great  oppression  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects,  and  particularly  of  the  class  which  de- 
pends on  daily  labour  for  daily  food." 

After  the  late  sitting  of  the  House  last 
night,  and  the  length  of  time  it  has  heen 
this  day  engaged  in  public  business,  I  could 
expect  very  little  of  its  attention,  even 
were  the  subject  I  have  to  bring  forward 
the  most  attractive.  How  little,  then,  can 
1  look  for  a  patient  and  attentive  hearing, 
without  which  it  is  impossible  for  any  one 
to  do  justice  to  that  subject  which  I  have 
to  introduce  ?  I  will  recommend  it  to  your 
consideration  as  being  calculated  to  dimin- 
ish, not  to  increase,  the  labours  of  the 
House.  Overwhelmed  with  the  load  of  in- 
ternal colonial,  commercial,  monetary,  and 
other  business,  is  it  not  desirable  to  relieve 
ourselves  from  this  foreign  policy  with 
which  we  have  been  and  must  be  beset, 
until  we  choose  to  give  one  hour  of  serious 
deliberation  to  ascertain  whether  or  not 
it  be  lawful,  wise,  and  expedient  to  meddle 
in  matters  which  do  not  concern  us  ?  What 
I  propose  is,  to  shut  a  door  through  which 
enter  matters  embarrassing,  and  drawing 
after  them  painful  consequences.  You 
cannot  help  governing  yourselves  —  you 
cannot  avoid  governing  your  colonies — but 
we  arc  under  no  necessity  of  governing 
Europe;  nor  have  you  succeeded  so  well 
at  home  as  to  be  encouraged  in  the  exer- 
cise of  these  governing  tendencies  abroad. 
What  I  have  to  assert  is  nothing  more  than 
a  truism;  but  a  truism  which  is  the  law  of 
the  land — a  truism  which  is  the  dictate  of 
common  sense — a  truism  which  requires  to 
be  asserted  by  this  House  to  become  a  truth. 
The  resolution  which  I  submit  is  one  which 


requires  little  argument  to  support  it,  forno 
one  in  this  House  will  venture  to  gainsay 
it.  There  is  no  party  in  this  House  in  fa- 
vour of  intervention.  No  reformer  has  ever 
declared  for  intervention.  No  innovator 
has  proposed  intervention.  No  Minister 
has  come  down  to  abrogate  bur  past  laws 
— to  rescind  our  past  resolutions,  and  to 
tell  us  that  henceforward  it  is  the  duty 
and  business  of  this  country  to  interfere 
in  the  affairs  of  others.  Were  any  man 
found  to  assert  that  the  principle,  as  it  is 
called,  of  intervention  is  just,  there  is  no 
one  who  would  declare  that  the  practice  of 
it  is  expedient.  The  difficulty  with  which 
I  have  to  cope,  and  on  mastering  which 
depends  the  direction  of  the  future  course 
of  this  country,  is  to  bring  home  to  the 
House  the  consciousness  that  our  acts  are 
in  direct  opposition  to  our  avowed  maxims, 
and  that  it  is  our  business  to  prevent  what 
we  acknowledge  to  be  wrong.  The  resolu- 
tion I  propose  puts  you  in  the  alternative  of 
affirming  the  necessity  of  doing  what  you 
know  to  be  right,  or  of  declaring  that  right 
which  you  do — it  puts  you  in  the  alternative 
of  reducing  your  practice  to  conformity  with 
the  old  law,  or  of  affirming  new  maxims 
consonant  with  your  present  practice; — it 
puts  you  in  the  alternative  of  admitting 
that  you  undertake  to  govern  the  world,  or 
of  suffering  the  world  to  manage  itself. 

I  will  not  travel  back  into  the  past  his- 
tory of  the  case,  nor  enter  into  the  details 
of  transactions  in  any  separate  country. 
What  I  have  to  bring  before  you  is  a 
practice,  now  become  habitual  and  noto- 
rious, of  interfering  with  the  dynasties  that 
should  sit  on  foreign  thrones,  or  the  form 
of  institutions  which  should  govern  inde-. 
pendent  nations.  To  these  two  points  I 
limit  myself.  I  now  declare,  that  by  the 
law  of  nations,  it  is  not  only  not  lawful 
to  act  on  such  pretexts,  but  that  it  is  a 
crime.  There  is  a  distinction  to  be  drawn 
between  the  acts  of  agents  exercising  a 
delegated  authority  and  of  private  indivi- 
duals. To  the  private  individual  it  is  law- 
ful to  do  whatever  the  law  does  not  forbid; 
but  the  Government  can  do  only  that 
which  the  law  permits.  There  is  no  law 
which  sanctions  such  interference;  but 
there  is  a  law  which  in  the  most  express, 
detailed,  and  stringent  manner  forbids  it. 
Such  acts  are  no  less  repugnant  to  com- 
mon sense,  than  they  are  to  the  very  funda- 
mental maxims  of  the  faith  which  we  pro- 
fess— that  '*  we  should  do  unto  others  as 
wo  wish  others  should  do  unto  us."  They 
are,  moreover,  in  direct  TioIatioQ  of  all  the 
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old  traditions  ef  ikis  coufitrj,  and  of  the 
ptaotice  ef  the  best — nay,  even  up  to  the 

E resent,  that  is,  the  worst  times.  We 
ave  taken  part  with  dynasties-^ we  havfe 
taken  part  with  iustitutiohs — we  have 
made  these  the  cause  of  quarrel  and  wtit 
where  England  was  neither  ii\jured  nor 
concerned.  In  each  such  act  England  has 
violated  thd  law  of  nations,  and  the  Minis- 
ter has  violated  the  laws  of  England.  I  defy 
the  noble  Lord  to  controvert  either  of  the 
two  positions.  The  noble  Lord  can  give  no 
Answer.  He  dares  not  rise  up  in  his  place 
and  give  any  answer.  The  only  answer 
which  he  can  give  is  the  one  which  he  is 
now  pr^»aring — a  **  count  out.**  I  will 
risk  the  loss  of  a  minute  of  the  few  that 
may  yet  be  afforded  me  by  reading  a  pad^ 
Bage  from  Lord  Aberdeen,  spoken  by  him 
twenty  years  ago,  in  reference  to  Portugal, 
when  England  was  appealed  to  from  that 
country  for  aid.  That  appeal  was  rejected 
by  the  English  Government^  upon  the 
ground  that  our  interference  Would  not  be 
justified  by  any  foreign  aggression,  but 
could  have  reference  only  to  internal  re^ 
bellion,  or  to  the  support  of  a  certain 
dynasty*  Here  then  is  the  practice  and 
the  law  of  England  laid  down  by  a  living 
statesman.  Now,  1  aek  the  noble  Lord 
whether  the  will  of  this  people  —  the 
decision  of  this  House — or  the  laws  of 
England-^have  been  changed?  He  has 
reversed  the  practice  of  England,  in  de- 
fiance of  the  will  of  the  people,  of  the 
decision  of  this  House,  and  of  the  laws  of 
the  land!  Why  then,  it  may  be  asked,  if 
the  law  forbids  such  acts,  is  a  resolution 
of  this  House  requisite  ?  For  this  reason, 
that  no  virtue  remains  in  the  land  to  en- 
force ^e  law.  The  penalties,  which  are 
its  preventive  means,  no  one  dreams  of 
enforcing,  and  thus  the  law  slumbers  dis- 
regarded. Further,  the  consequences  of 
evil  acts  no  one  comprehends,  for  we  day 
by  day  conclude  on  events  and  form  opin- 
ions, so  that  it  becomes  impossible  to  con- 
nect consequences  with  their  causes.  The 
utmost  then  that  this  House  can  do  is  to 
throw  obstacles  in  the  path  of  those  who 
possess  irresponsible  power.  Such  an 
obstacle  this  resolution  would  be ;  for 
in  face  of  it  a  Foreign  Minister  would 
have  more  difficulties  to  contend  with  on 
the  part  of  his  Colleagues.  The  maxim 
that  the  Govemmeiit  had  to  make  out 
and  submit  a  case  in  each  instance  of  in- 
tervontion,  being  admitted,  the  prior  as- 
',  of  Parliament  would  be  required  be- 
we  plunged  again  into  wars,  treaties, 
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intettontionB,  and  protocols.  There  is 
no  one  who  will  not  admit  that  if  the 
prior  assent  of  Parliament  had  been  re- 
quired— as  was  the  practice  up  to  the 
close  of  the  career  of  Mr.  Canning-^ 
that  we  should  have  had  none  of  those 
measures  which  have  cost  the  lives  of 
nearly  100,000  of  our  fellow-creatures--- 
occasioned  enormous  sacrifice  of  money — 
and  prepared  Europe  for  a  relapse  into 
barbarism.  By  this  illegal  course  of  Eng- 
land, Europe  has  been  brought  into  the 
present  confusion.  By  the  great  example 
of  England,  public  law  has  been  laid  pros- 
trate— by  her  armaments  and  her  acts 
have  the  nations  of  Europe  been  oppressed 
with  the  load  of  military  establishments 
under  which  all  its  systems  have  perished. 
On  us  has  been  heaped  up  an  extra  expen- 
diture within  the  last  thirteen  years  of 
42,000,000Z.  This  is  the  penalty  brought 
home  to  the  door  of  every  roan  in  this 
land,  whether  capitalist  or  daily  labourer, 
for  his  disregard  of  the  laws.  Such  are 
the  results  of  our  interfering  to  support 
certain  dynasties  and  forms  of  government. 
I  will  content  myself  with  these  asser- 
tions, which  no  one  will  have  the  hardi- 
hood to  controvert,  and  call  upon  you 
now  either  to  put  an  end  to  such  proceed- 
ings, or  really  to  adopt  them,  as  your  own. 
I  repeat — the  efiect  of  this  resolution  will 
be  merely  that  this  House  shall  be  con- 
sulted beforehand,  when  measures  are  to 
be  undertaken  abroad. 

Mr.  FREWEN  observed  that  there 
were  not  forty  Members  present,  and  the 
House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before  Eight 
o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Wednesday,  July  5,  1848. 

MiNUtBS.— Public  Bills.—  !<>  We«t  India  lalandi  Relief. 

i9  Parliamentary  Prooeedingi  A^iouramenti  Eodesiafti- 

cal  DUtricto  Atugnroent ;  Juvenile  Oflienden  (Irdand). 

PaTiTioNs  PBKBBirTBD.  By  Sir  Francis  Baring,  from 
Portnnouth,  for  an  Extension  of  Uie  ElectiTe  Frandiise. 
—By  Mr.  Brotherton,  from  James  Syme,  1,  Bishop^ 
Terrace,  Walcot  Square,  Lambeth,  in  Ikvout  of  the 
Qualification  of  Members  Bill. — By  Mr.  Bouverie,  from 
Southmolton,  and  its  Vicinity,  for  an  Altemtion  of  the 
Law  respecting  the  Church  of  England  Clergy. — By  Mr. 
Famham.  from  the  Baptist  Congre^gation  at  Rothley,  for 
the  Discouragement  of  Idolatry  in  India.— By  Mr. 
Thomas  Greene,  from  Halton,  LancBstet,  for  Better  Ob- 
servance of  the  Lord's  Day. — By  Mr.  Ewart,  from  the 
Royal  Burgh  of  Antian,  and  its  Vldnity,  in  tevour  of 
the  Places  of  Worthip  Sites  (Scotland)  BilL— By  Mr  . 
Brotherton,  from  Merchants  and  Others,  of  the  City  of 
London,  for  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Receipt  Stamps.— By 
Mr.  Bouverl^,  fhmi  the  same  Place,  fbr  an  Alteration  of 
the  Law  respecting  Bankruptcy  and  Insolvency.— By 
Mr.  Bankes,  ttom  Sherborne,  Dorset,  for  the  Punish- 
ment of  Bakers  using  Short  Weights. — By  Sir  George 
StridLland,  from  Preston,  in  ttvom  ot  a  S^edlkr  Educa- 
tion.—By  Mr.  Home  Drummoud,  from  the  Presbytery 
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the  Commons;  115  Acts  passed,  of  which 
11  originated  in  the  Lords,  and  104  in  the 
Commons;  7  were  not  printed.  Of  those 
Bills  there  were  sent  to  the  House  of  Lords 
in  January,  two  Bills;  in  Fehruary,  six;  in 
March,  seven;  in  April,  ten;  in  May,  fif- 
teen; in  all,  forty  Bills  up  to  that  period. 
In  June  there  were  hrought  up  twenty- 
eight;  in  July,  twenty-nine;  heing  fifty- 
seven  Bills  sent  up  during  those  two 
months;  forty-nine  of  which  were  passed 
within  six  weeks,  and  twenty-eight  within 
three  weeks,  of  the  prorogation.  It  was 
plain  that  under  these  circumstances  suffi- 
cient time  was  not  left  to  the  House  of 
Lords  for  the  consideration  of  those  mea- 
sures. If  it  were  necessary  to  adduce 
futher  proof  of  the  evil  which  the  present 
Bill  proposed  to  remedy,  it  would  be  found 
in  the  statements  which  had  been  made  in 
Parliament  at  different  periods  with  respect 
to  the  state  of  public  business.  On  the 
20th  of  July,  1843,  Sir  R.  Peel,  after  ad- 
verting to  the  number  of  Orders  of  the 
Day,  proceeded  to  state,  that  though  there 
were  some  which  might  pass  without  diffi- 
culty, there  were  others  of  great  impor- 
tance. Among  these  were  the  Arms  (Ire- 
land) Bill,  the  Scottish  Church  Bill,  the 
Irish  Poor  Law,  and  the  Exportation  of 
Machinery  Bill.     He  added — 

**  Of  course  it  would  be  difBcult  for  him  to  be 
aware  what  the  progress  of  those  Bills  would  be  ; 
but  he  thought  it  probable  that  they  would  occupy 
80  much  of  the  time  of  the  House,  that  it  woiUd 
be  difficult  to  expect  full  attention  in  that  and  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  to  the  E^xslesiastioal 
Courts  Bill.  Her  Majesty's  Grovemment  were 
perfectly  prepared,  if  there  had  been  time,  to  pro- 
ceed with  that  Bill ;  but  they  could  not  think  that 
at  this  late  period  of  the  Session  the  Bill  would 
receive  the  full  consideration  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  even  if  it  should  pass  this  House." 

For  similar  reasons  it  appeared  the  Factory 
Bill,  the  County  Courts  Bill,  and  the  SmaU 
Debts  Bill,  were  abandoned.  The  House  was 
that  year  prorogued  on  the  24th  of  August 
On  the  Ist  of  July,  1844,  Sir  R.  Peel  ex- 
pressed his  regret  that  "  a  vast  mass  of 
business  still  remained  to  be  transacted;** 
and  on  the  7th  of  July,  1845,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  again  adverting  to  the 
state  of  public  business,  said — 

**  I  regret  to  find,  on  a  view  of  these  measures, 
that  several  of  those  which  yet  remain  to  be  dis- 
charged, and  that  must  and  ought  to  be  discharge 
ed,  are  very  important.  The  entire  number  of 
Bills  amounts  to  between  fifty  and  sixty." 


of  Weem,  PerUuhire,  fbr  Ameliorating  the  Condition  of 
the  ParochUlSchooU  (Scotland).— By  Sir  H.  Willoughby, 
trom  Eveaham,  Worcester,  against  the  Dealers  in  Spiritt 
Bill. 

THE  PARLIAMENTARY  PROCEEDINGS 
ADJOURNMENT  BILL. 
Mr.  GREENE  considered  that  as  this 
Bill  (which  came  down  from  the  House  of 
Lords)  had  not  yet  heen  explained  to  the 
House,  it  would  be  necessary  for  him,  in 
now  moving  that  it  be  read  a  second  time, 
to  state  in  a  few  words  the  nature  of  the 
measure.  It  was  notorious  to  the  House, 
that  the  prorogation  of  Parliament  put  an 
end  to  every  proceeding  in  either  House  of 
Parliament,  and  that,  at  whatever  stage  a 
measure  might  be  when  the  prorogation 
took  place,  the  whole  of  the  stages  of  that 
measure  must  be  gone  through  if  it  was 
again  introduced  in  the  subsequent  Session 
of  Parliament.  They  were  also  aware  that, 
of  late  years,  the  greater  portion  of  their 
business,  and  very  frequently  the  most  im- 
portant, was  postponed  till  a  very  late  pe- 
riod of  the  Session — so  late  that,  on  many 
occasions,  it  was  found  necessary  to  drop 
important  questions  altogether;  while  the 
House  of  Lords  either  found  it  impossible 
to  get  through  the  Bills  that  came  before 
them,  or  did  so  with  a  degree  of  rapidity 
that  ought  not  to  exist.  In  1844  the 
number  of  Bills  that  were  brought  up  to 
the  Lords  from  the  Commons  were — in 
March,  three;  April,  one;  May,  ten;  June, 
nine;  July,  fifty-two;  and,  on  the  four  last 
days  on  which  the  House  sat,  in  August, 
twelve.  In  1854  there  were  155  Bills 
brought  into  the  Commons;  and  130  Acts 
of  Parliament  passed,  of  which  21  origi- 
nated in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  109  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  Of  91  Bills  sent 
up  from  the  Commons  in  1845,  and  printed, 
excluding  those  which  the  Lords  did  not 
think  of  sufficient  importance  to  print, 
there  were  sent  up  in  February,  one;  in 
March,  ^ve;  in  April,  twelve;  in  May,  four; 
in  June,  nine;  in  July,  fifty-nine;  in  August, 
one.  So  that  of  the  Acts  which  were 
sent  up  to  to  the  House  of  Lords  in  1845, 
sixty-three,  or  nearly  one-half,  were  so  sent 
up  within  the  last  six  weeks  of  the  Ses- 
sion. In  1846,  149  Bills  were  brought 
into  the  Commons;  of  1 17  Acts  which  were 
passed,  12  originated  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  105  in  the  House  of  Commons; 
79  were  printed,  and  of  those,  15  were 
sent  up  in  July,  and  36  in  August.  In 
those  two  months  51  Bills  were,  in  all, 
aent  to  the  House  of  Lords,  and  passed  into 
l*w.    In  1847, 159  Bills  were  brought  into 


Now,  among  the  Bills  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  enumerated  were  to  be  found  the 
Irish  Colleges  Bill,  the  Poor  Law  Amend'' 
ment  (Scotland)  Bill,  the  Jewish  Diaabilt- 
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ties  Bill,  the  Bills  of  Exchange  Bill,  cod- 
taining  modifications  of  the  Usury  Laws, 
the  Parochial  Settlement,  the  Irish  and 
Scotch  Remoyal,  the  Criminal  Lunatic,  the 
Drainage  of  Land,  the  Joint  Stock  Com- 
panies, the  Practice  of  Surgery,  the  Mer- 
chant Seamen*s  Fund,  the  Charitahle 
Trusts,  the  Ecclesiastical  Local  Courts, 
the  Small  Dehts,  the  Commons  Enclosure, 
and  the  Justices'  Clerks  Bills.  Such  was 
a  list  of  important  Bills  which  were  in  that 
House  on  the  7th  of  July,  1845.  Parlia- 
ment was  that  year  prorogued  on  the  9th 
of  August.  In  1 847  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  Her  Majesty  !s  Government  stated, 
on  the  31st  of  May,  that  he  felt  the  Health 
of  Towns  Bill  of  very  essential  importance, 
and  hoped  to  pass  it;  yet,  on  the  8th  of 
July,  he  was  obliged  to  withdraw  it.  Lord 
Lord  Normanby  on  one  occasion  complained 
that— 

'*  Under  the  present  custom  of  Parliament 
most  Bills  must  originate  in  the  Commons.  At 
present  their  Lordships'  time  was  wasted  in  the 
early  part  of  the  Session,  and  everything  was 
crowded  on  together  when  a  majority  of  their 
Lordships  had  left  London,  and  when,  even  if 
they  were  all  present,  they  would  have  no  time  to 
bestow  for  the  consideration  of  the  measures  pre- 
sented to  their  notice." 

The  circumstance  and  statements  to  which 
he  had  referred,  showed  that  there  was  an 
evil  to  be  remedied.  The  evil,  he  con- 
ceived, was  admitted  on  all  hands,  and  the 
only  question  which  remained  was  whether 
the  Bill  of  which  he  was  about  to  propose 
the  second  reading  was  calculated  to  alle- 
Tiate  the  evil  without  trenching  on  the 
prerogative  of  the  Crown,  or  prejudicing 
the  privileges  of  either  House  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  Bill  proposed  that  it  should 
be  lawful  for  either  House  of  Parliament, 
at  any  stage  of  any  Bill  which  had  been 
passed  by  the  other  House,  to  adjourn  pro- 
ceeding with  it  to  a  future  Session.  It 
was  not  intended  to  interfere  with  the 
power  of  putting  a  stop  to  measures  by 
means  of  a  prorogation  which  the  Crown 
now  possessed;  for  the  consent  of  the  Crown 
was  requisite  to  their  reintroduction;  and 
if  there  was  any  apprehension  that  Bills 
would  be  improperly  hung  up,  the  provi- 
sion rendering  the  consent  of  the  Crown 
necessary  to  the  suspension  of  a  Bill  would 
afford  an  efficient  guard  against  abuse,  the 
Goyemment  being  responsible  for  the  ge- 
neral good  conduct  of  the  business  of  the 
country  at  large.*  He  believed  that  no 
piractie)Ed  inconvenience  would  result  from 
the  operation  of  the  measure  he  now  pro- 
pofed  for  the  acceptance  of  the  House. 


The  Bill  did  not  apply  to  matters  of  tax 
or  revenue.     After  a  measure  had  passed 
the  House,  and  undergone  the  fullest  con- 
sideration there,  very  considerable  advan- 
tage would  accrue  from  having  it  placed 
before  the  country  for  a  period  of  &Ye  or 
six  months.     At  present,  he  feared,  there 
were  unavoidably  instances  of  hasty  legis- 
lation, which  might  not  occur  were  provi- 
sion made  for  the  revival  of  Bills  in  a  Ses- 
sion subsequent  to  that  in  which  they  were 
introduced.     It  might  be  said  that  in  the 
course  of  five  or  six  months  the  House  of 
Commons  might,  under  a  change  of  cir- 
cumstances,  alter   its   opinion  of  a  Bill. 
But  even  that  contingency  was  provided 
against    by    the    present    measure.      A 
Bill   revived    in   the    Lords    must   come 
back  to   the  Commons   for   its    approval 
before  receiving  the  Royal  assent.     There 
was  one  other  point  to  which  he  wished 
to  refer.     It  was  said  the  Houses  of  Par- 
liament  might    carry  out   the    object   of 
this  Bill  by  resolutions  of  their  own.  With 
the  precedent  established  by  the   1st  of 
George  IV.,  c.  101,  he  doubted  greatly 
whether  they  ought  to  proceed  otherwise 
than  by  Bill.     He  had  not  hastily  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  a  measure  such  as  the 
present  was  required;    and,  however  im- 
portant it  might  be  to  adhere  rigidly  to 
practice  as  a  general  rule,  yet,  when  an 
evil  existed,  and  a  remedy  might  be  ap- 
plied, he  trusted  that  he  would  ever  be 
ready  to  set  himself  free  from  the  preju- 
dice which  naturally  existed  in  favour  of 
what  was  the  old  practice.      He  had  a 
strong  conviction  that  a  very  considerable 
degree  of  relief  would  be  afforded,  and  that 
great  advantage  would  be  derived  by  the 
House  and  by  the  country  at  large  from 
the  adoption  of  this  measure.     It  was  per- 
fectly notorious  that  the  House  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  felt  the  effects  of  delay  in 
the  progress  of  public  business.      Notice 
had  been  given  of  a  Motion  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee  to  consider 
what  was  the  best  mode  of  facilitating  the 
despatch  of  public  business  in  that  House. 
It  was  his  earnest  wish  to  refer  the  Bill  to 
that  Committee,  and  it  was  with  the  view 
of  so  referring  it  that  he  now  proposed  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  GOULBURN  felt  that  great  part 
of  the  objection  he  had  to  this  Bill  was  re- 
moved by  the  proposal  to  refer  it  to  the  Se- 
lect Committee  which  it  was  intended  to 
nominate  on  the  business  of  the  House,  be- 
cause when  the  question  came  before  the 
Committee  there  would  be  an  opportunity 
F2 
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of  consyering'  all  the  oLjections  m  detail '  tering  witlioiit  the  cotisent  of  the  other 
whicli  applied  to  the  measure.  He  i»iust '  House  of  ParliaTnent.  Therefore  he 
be  allowed,  however,  to  say  that  he  thought '  thought,  if  a  measure  of  this  kind  were 
this  Bill  rather  aggravated  the  evil.     As  a  '  adopted,  whether  by  way  of  resolution,  to 


Committee,  however,  was  to  he  appoiuteil 
00  tlie  husinesa  of  the  House*  he  shoidd 
forhear  from  entering  further  oti  the  con- 
sideration of  thia  Bill  ;  but  should  it  bo 
bappon  that  tho  Committee  was  not  ap- 
pointed,  he  should  take  an  opportunity  of 
stating  his  views  on  the  subject  when 
should  be  proposed  to  commit  the  Bill. 


which  there  was  great  objection,  or  in  tho 
shape  of  a  Bill,  that  Bill  ought  to  he  of  a 
temporary  character,  so  that  the  House 
should  have  the  opportunity  of  judging  of 
the  etfects  of  an  experiment  which  might 
bo  re<]^uired  by  the  state  of  the  biisiuefi!*, 
t '  but  at  the  same  time  an  experiment  of 
which  no  one  could  tell  the  result. 


Loan  J.  RUSSELL  concluded  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  moved  the  so- 
cond  reading  would  at  all  events  refer  the 
Bill  to  the  Select  Coramitteo  which  it  was 
proposed  to  appoint  on  the  business  of  the 
House;  that  whether  the  House  agreed  or 
not,  though  he  presumed  they  would,  to 
that  Committee,  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
propose  that  the  Bill  bo  referred  to  a  Se- 
lect Committee,  and  would  nominate  the 
persons  whose  names  now  stood  in  the 
Votes,  Like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down,  he  should  refrain 
from  entering  into  any  of  the  consitlera- 
tiona  whi(  h  the  Bill  involved.  There  was 
one  question,  however*  as  to  acting  by  lie- 
solution  or  by  Bill,  which  was  of  consider- 
able importance,  and  to  which  he  ahould 
briofty  adverts  He  believed  the  House 
had  an  inherent  power  of  making  resolu- 
tions by  which  the  House  could  agree  at  a 
single  reading  to  a  Bill  which  had  been 
passed  in  a  previous  Session  of  Parliament, 
and  the  House  of  Lords  had  agreed  to. 
There  was  nothing  in  the  first,  second,  or 
third  reading  of  a  Bill  which  was  binding 
upon  the  House  by  Act  of  Parliament,  or 
which  they  had  it  not  in  their  power  to 
change.  Ho  thought,  therefore,  that  they 
could  by  resolution  declare  that,  instead  of 
three  readings,  they  should  have  only  one 
reading,  which  should  be  conclusive.  Such 
would  be  the  effect  of  the  Bill  as  it  stood, 
because  it  was  proposed,  not  that  the  House 
should  be  bound  to  assent  to  what  it  for- 
merly agreed  to;  but  that  every  clause  of  n 
Bill  might  he  reconsidered  in  another  Ses- 
sion, if  it  were  not  passed  in  the  same  Ses- 
sion in  which  it  was  mtroduced.  But  as  to 
doing  such  thingi  by  resolution^  he  saw 
considerable  objection.  It  would  be  alter- 
ing the  whole  usage  of  Parliament  by  reso- 
lution. If  there  were  to  be  a  Bill,  it  ought 
to  be  a  temporary  Bill,  for  otherwise  very 
great  inconvenience  would  be  experienced; 
and  it  would  rather  embarrass  legislation 
than  assist  it,  were  they  to  adopt  a  mea- 
sure which  they  had  not  the  power  of  al- 


Ma.  CRAWFORD  objected  entirely  to 
'  the  Bill.  Instead  of  facilitating,  it  would 
greatly  retard  public  business*  He  should 
therefore  feel  it  his  duty  to  take  the  sensel 
of  the  House  against  it,  and  to  movo  that 
the  Bill  bo  read  a  second  time  that  day 
six  months. 

Sm  D,  NOEREYS  hoped  his  Hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Rochdale  (Mr.  W. 
S.  Crawford)  would  not  persist  in  his  Mo- 
tion. He  believed  that  some  Bill  of  this 
kind  was  necessary  to  enable  them  to  get 
through  their  burliness.  The  system  of 
rarliameut  taking  up  in  one  Session  tho 
business  which  had  been  left  undone  in  a 
previous  Session  was  not  new.  It  had  al- 
ready been  in  operation  for  several  ycara| 
in  the  French  Chambers,  and  had  boeiil 
found  to  be  productive  of  great  advan- 
tage. 

ViscrouNT  MAHllN  waB  quite  ready  to 
refer  this  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee.  But, 
notwithstanding  his  great  respect  for  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Uni*j 
versity  of  Cambridge,  he  could  not 
along  with  him  in  several  of  tho  objections 
he  had  stated  to  this  Bill.  He  thought  it 
was  liable  to  some  objections;  but  he  con^ 
sidered  that  the  general  princijdo  well  de- 
served the  attention  of  the  Committee. 
He  was  strongly  impressed  with  the  advan- 
tage of  the  Bill  in  a  case  like  this:  Sup- 
pose a  Bill  to  be  supported  by  a  majority 
of  that  House,  but  resisted  pertinaciously 
by  a  small  and  determined  minority. 
There  might,  of  course,  be  great  delay  in 
passing  such  a  measure,  owing  to  that 
opposition;  and,  consequently,  it  might 
not  reach  the  Hou«e  of  Lords  till  a  late 
period  of  the  Session.  If  the  House  of 
Lords,  owing  to  its  reaching  them  at  so 
late  a  period,  should  throw  out  the  Bill, 
there  would  be  a  great  Joss  of  time  occa- 
sioned even  to  the  House  of  Commons  by 
its  reintroduction  into  tfiat  House  in  the 
Bucccoding  Session,  because  the  minority 
might  recommence  their  opposition,  and  en- 
deavour to  defeat  it  agam  by  renewed  dia- 
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cussion.  At  the  same  time,  there  was  one 
objection  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  which  he  entirely  concurred — he 
meant  in  regard  to  the  interposition  of  the 
Crown.  By  the  first  clause  it  was  provided 
that  the  consent  of  the  Crown  should  be 
signified  to  the  adjournment  of  Bills,  Now, 
this  might  prove  a  serious  difficulty,  be- 
cause they  might  suppose  a  case  in  which 
a  Bill  was  not  pressed  till  a  late  period  of 
the  Session,  when  many  Members  might 
have  left  town  under  the  idea  that  the 
Crown  would  not  refuse  its  assent  to  its 
adjournment;  but  the  assent  of  the  Crown 
being  refused,  the  Bill  might  be  carried  by 
the  minority  of  Members  remaining  in 
town.  He  hoped,  however,  that  the  Com- 
mittee to  whom  the  Bill  was  to  be  referred, 
would  present  it  in  such  a  form  as  to  obvi- 
ate every  just  objection  to  it. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

PLACES    OP    WORSHIP    SITES 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Committee  on 
this  Bill  read. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  would  state  very 
shortly  the  course  which,  as  an  individual, 
he  intended  to  pursue  in  reference  to  this 
Bill.  In  a  former  Parliament,  as  well  as 
during  the  present  Session,  he  had  taken 
the  liberty  of  stating  fully  to  the  House 
the  objections  which  he  entertained  to  the 
principle  of  this  Bill.  Those  objections 
remained  unaltered,  and,  he  believed,  un- 
alterable. He  did  not  think  that  any  mo- 
dification the  Bill  could  receive  in  Commit- 
tee would  remove  the  objection  which  he 
felt  to  its  principle.  Moreover,  he  did  not 
think  it  expedient,  considering  that  the 
House,  after  a  full  discussion  on  a  former 
occasion,  had  decided  in  favour  of  going 
into  Committee  on  the  Bill,  to  obstruct  the 
Speaker's  leaving  the  chair,  and  to  prevent 
those  who  were  in  favour  of  the  measure 
from  changing  it  as  they  thought  fit.  He 
believed  that  the  Bill  was  resisted  gene- 
rally by  the  Established  Church  of  Seei- 
land,  and  he  had  reason  to  believe  that  it 
was  resisted  also  by  all  the  Dissenting 
bodies  in  Scotland,  with  the  exception  of 
the  Free  Church.  He  certainly  would 
take  no  part  in  the  discussion  in  the  Com- 
mittee, but  should  reserve  any  observations 
he  had  to  make  tiQ  it  came  out  of  the 
Committee  in  its  amended  form,  when  he 
would  be  prepared  to  resist  its  further  pitK 
gress  at  a  subsequent  stage;  believing  that, 
in  addition  to  the  support  of  the  Estab- 


lished Church  and  the  Dissenters  of  Scot* 
land,  he  should  then  have  the  support  of 
the  Free  Church  also,  in  resisting  the  Bill 
passing  into  a  law. 
House  in  Committee. 
On  the  1st  Clause  being  proposed, 
Mr.  ELLIOT  said,  that  as  that  clause 
at  present  stood,  it  would  allow  the  mem- 
bers not  only  of  every  Christian  eongregi^ 
tion,  but  of  every  association  whateverg 
who  chose  to  take  a  religious  form,  to  com- 
pel landlords  to  sell  their  land  on  which 
to  build  their  places  of  meeting.  Now, 
he  wished  to  move  an  Amendment  confin- 
ing the  operation  of  the  measure  to  the 
relief  of  the  parties  at  present  labouring 
under  the  grievance  complained  of.  Now, 
what  was  that  grievance  I  That  grievance 
was  a  single  grievance,  confined  to  a  limit- 
ed number  of  persons  in  certain  localities. 
It  was  not  a  grievance  which  was  suffered 
by  the  whole  Free  Church,  or  anything 
like  the  whole  Free  Church.  It  was  con- 
fined to  some  twenty  or  thirty  congrega- 
tions, composed  of  some  12,000  or  14,000 
persons.  But  the  grievance  was  neverthe- 
less a  great  and  intolerable  grievance,  and 
one  which  called  loudly  for  redress.  That 
grievance  had  been  represented  to  the 
House  by  their  own  Committee  as  an  in- 
tolerable grievance;  and  in  the  present 
state  of  things  it  was  actually  dangerous 
to  the  health  both  of  the  ministers  and  of 
the  congregations  who  were  exposed  to  it. 
Through  the  winter  and  summer  these 
congregations  were  at  present  compelled 
to  worship  in  the  open  air,  or,  at  any 
rate,  under  very  insufficient  covormg — 
exposed  to  frost  and  cold  and  heavy  fafli  of 
rain.  He  appealed  to  hon.  Members  how 
they  would  feel  if  they  and  their  families 
were  obliged  to  attend  public  worship 
under  these  great  hardships,  and  if  they 
had  no  remedy  but  that  of  absenting  them- 
selves from  publie  worship  altogether  ?  He 
thanked  God  that  his  countrymen,  under 
no  hardship  or  deprivation,  would  do  that. 
They  would  go  to  a  place  of  worship  even 
if  they  had  to  stand  up  to  the  knees  in 
snow,  and  if  they  had  no  more  comfortable 
place  to  go  to.  Every  Member  must  see 
that  that  could  not  be  done  without  very 
great  danger  to  the  health  of  those  congre- 
gations; and  it  was  impossible  but  that 
already  many  persons  should  have  fallen 
victims  to  the  refusal  of  these  sites.  This 
case  was  different  from  anything  that 
could  happen  in  England  or  Ireland,  for  in 
Scotland  there  were  in  the  hands  of  a  few 
proprietors  properties  that  more  resembled 


"  To  leave  out  the  words,  *  the  members  of  any 
religious  congregation  in  Scotland/  in  order  to 
insert  the  words,  '  any  congregation  or  congrega- 
tions of  the  Free  Church  of  Scotland/  " 

After  a  brief  discussion, 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question, 
that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  question  : — Ajes  58; 
Noes  55  :  Majority  3. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Anderson,  A. 
Baines,  M.  T. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Boyd,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Clifford,  H.  M. 
Clive,  H.  B. 
Cobden,  R. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Dalrymple,  Capt. 
Davie,  Sir  H.  R.  F. 
Dawson,  hon.  T.  V. 
Devereux,  J.  T. 
Drumlanrig,  Visct. 
Drummond,  II. 
Duff,  G.  S. 
Duncan,  G. 
Dunne,  F.  P. 


Ellice,  E. 
Evans,  W. 
Fagan,  W. 
Fergus,  J. 
Forster,  M. 
Fox,  W.  J. 
Freestun,  Col. 
Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 
Gordon,  Adm. 
Hall,  Sir  B. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hastie,  A. 
Henry,  A. 
Hume,  J. 
Jackson,  W. 
Kershaw,  J. 
Lushington,  C. 
M'Cullagh,  W.  T. 
M'Gregor,  J. 
Meagher,  T. 


Matheson,  Col. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Melgund,  Visct. 
Milner,  W.  M.  E. 
Milnes,  R.  M. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Mullins,  J.  R. 
Ogle,S.C.H. 
Perfect,  R. 
Prime,  R. 
Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 


Scully,  F. 

Sbeil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Thicknesse,  R.  A. 
Traill,  G. 
Watkins,  CoL 
Wawn,  J.  T. 

TSLLSB8. 

Bouverie,  hon.  E.  P. 
Ewart,  W. 


List  of  the  Noes. 
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little  sovereignties  than  private  estates, 
some  of  them  extending  fifty  or  sixty  miles 
in  length;  and  it  was  impossible  to  get  one 
acre  of  that  land  without  the  consent  of 
the  individual  to  whom  it  belonged.  It 
had  been  objected  that  this  should  be  the 
subject  of  a  private  and  not  a  public  Bill; 
but  they  had  been  engaged  in  that  House 
in  passing  a  measure  for  enabling  land  to  be 
taken  for  securing  the  public  health;  and 
as  that  Committee  had  reported  that  the 
health  of  the  congregations  where  sites 
were  refused  was  suffering  in  consequence, 
this  was  properly  made  the  subject  of  a 
public  Bill.  He  did  not  rest  this  upon  the 
claim  of  the  Free  Church,  for  that  church 
had  nothing  to  do  with  it,  and  he  confined 
his  remedy  entirely  to  the  grievance  which 
had  been  reported  by  the  Committee.  That 
grievance  was  solitary,  confined  to  a  cer- 
tain number  of  persons  and  certain  locali- 
ties, and  he  was  sure  was  temporary  only. 
His  proposal,  therefore,  was  that  they 
should  so  legislate  as  that,  the  grievance 
being  proved,  they  should  give  redress  for 
that  grievance  only;  and,  that  being  done, 
that  they  should  put  an  end  to  the  law, 
and  there  should  no  longer  be  any  remem- 
brance of  what  passed.  If  they  accom- 
plished that  end,  he  thought  they  would  put 
an  end  to  the  ill  feeling  that  now  existed  in 
Scotland  on  this  subject.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber moved — 


Adderley,  C.  B. 
Anstey,  T.  C. 
Bateson,  T. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C.  F. 
Bourke,  R.  S. 
BuUer,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Cholmeley,  Sir  M. 
Christy,  S. 

Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Conolly  Col. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Denison,  J.  E. 
Dod,  J.  W. 
Duncuft,  J. 
Dundas,  G. 
Edwards,  H. 
Farnham,  E.  B. 
Farrer,  J. 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fortescue,  C. 
Frewen,  C.  H. 
Greene,  T. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J, 
Heald,  J. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hodgson,  W.  N. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Ingestre,  Visct. 


Lindsay,  hon.  Col. 
Macnaghten,  Sir.  E 
Matheson,  J. 
Meux,  Sir.  H. 
Miles,  W. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Morison,  Sir  W. 
Mure,  Col. 
Napier,  J. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Raphael,  A. 
Reid,  Col. 
Richards,  R. 
Russell,  F.  G.  H. 
Rutherfurd,  A. 
Sheridan,  R.  B. 
Spearman,  H.  J. 
Spooner,  R. 
Talfourd,  Serj. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Trekwny,  J.  S. 
Vemer,  Sir  W. 
Vemey,  Sir  H. 
Wilson,  M. 
WyviU,  M. 

TELLERS. 

Elliot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Wortley,  rt.  hon.  J.  S. 


Mr.  ELLIOT  moved  the  insertion  of  the 
following  clause : — 

"  And  be  it  enacted  that  this  Act  shall  oontiniie 
and  be  in  force  for  the  space  of  two  years  from  and 
after  the  passing  thereof." 

Clause  read  first  and  second  time.  On 
the  question  that  it  be  added  to  the  Bill» 
the  Committee  divided: — ^Ayes  46;  Noes 
58 :  Majority  12. 

List  of  the  Aybs. 


Adderley,  C.  B. 
Bagge,  W. 
Bankes,  G. 
Bateson,  T. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Bourke,  R.  S. 
BuUer,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Cay  ley,  E.  S. 
Christy,  S. 

Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Conolly,  Col. 
Dod,  J.  W. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
Duncuft,  J. 
Edwards,  H. 
Farnham,  E.  B. 


Farrer,  J. 
Fellowes,  E. 
Fitzgerald,  W.  R.  S. 
Fortescue,  C. 
Frewen,  C.  H. 
Gordon,  Adm. 
Greene.  T. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hodgson,  W.  N. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Ingestre,  Visct. 
Lacy,  H.  C. 
Macnaghten,  Sir  E. 
Meux,  Sir  H. 
MuUings,  J.  R. 
Napier,  J. 
O'Brien,  Sir  L. 


Ul 

Packe,  C.  W. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Richards,  R. 
Sheridan,  R.  B. 
Spooner,  R. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Trelawny,  J.  S, 
TufiieU,  H. 
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Verner,  Sir  W. 
Wilson,  M. 
Worcester,  Marq.  of 
WyviU,  M. 

TSLLSBS. 

Elliot,  hon.  J.  £. 
Dundas,  G. 


Lift  of  the  Noes. 


Anderson,  A. 
Baines,  M.  T. 
Barrington,  Visot. 
Berkeley,  bon.  C.  F. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Cobden,  R. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Dalrymple,  Capt. 
Davie,  Sir  H.  R.  F. 
Duff,  G.  S. 
Dancan,  G. 
Ellice,  E. 
Evans,  Sir  De  L. 
Evans,  W. 
Fergus,  J. 
Forster,  M. 
Fox,  W.  J. 
Greene,  J. 
HaU,  Sir  B. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hayes,  Sir  E. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Henry,  A. 
Hume,  J. 
Jackson,  W. 
Kershaw,  J. 
King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 


Lushington,  C. 
M'CuUagh,  W.  T. 
M*Gregor,  J. 
Matheson,  A. 
Matheson,  J. 
Matheson,  Col. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Melgund,  Visot. 
Miles,  W. 
Milner,  W.  M.  E. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Perfect,  R. 
Phillips,  Sir  G.  R. 
Pigott,  F. 
Raphael,  A. 
Reynolds,  J. 
RusseU,  F.  C.  H. 
Rutherford,  A. 
Scully,  F. 

Sheil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Thicknesse,  R.  A. 
Watkins,  Col. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Williams,  J. 

TBLLBBS. 

Bouverie,  hon.  E.  P 
Ewart,  W. 


House  resumed.     Bill  reported. 

PARLIAMENT  (IRELAND). 

On  the  Order  of  the  Day  being  read  for 
resuming  the  Adjourned  Debate, 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  moved  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  debate  to  that  day  three 
weeks. 

Sir  B.  hall  wished  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  course  which  had 
been  pursued  with  reference  to  this  order, 
which  related  to  what  was  asserted  to  be  a 
very  important  question — the  repeal  of  the 
Union.  That  subject  was  brought  before 
the  House  on  the  11th  of  April  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  city  of  Limerick  (Mr.  J. 
O'Connell);  and,  after  the  speeches  of  that 
bon.  Gentleman,  of  the  Member  for  the 
county  of  Limerick  (Mr.  W.  S.  O'Brien), 
who  seconded  the  Motion,  and  of  one  or 
two  other  hon.  Gentlemen,  the  debate  was 
adjourned.  Now,  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
had  since  absented  themselves  from  the 
House;  they  had  shown  no  further  interest 
ia  the  matter;  and  he  thought  the  House 


ought  now  to  determine  whether  the  order 
should  any  longer  remain  on  the  books. 
He  wished  it  to  be  understood  that  he  did 
not  cast  the  slightest  blame  on  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  city  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Rey- 
nolds), who  had  been  in  his  place  when- 
ever the  order  stood  upon  the  Paper;  but 
he    did    think   that   as    hon.    Gentlemen 
who  had  put  themselves  forward  as  the 
leaders  of  a  great  party — who  had  asserted 
that  their  proposal  for  the  repeal  of  the 
Union  was  the  only  panacea  for  the  evils 
of  Ireland — and  who  had  taken  up  the 
time  of  the  House  for  a  whole  night  in 
speaking  on  the  subject — ^had  since  absent- 
ed themselves  from  the  House,  and  had  not 
attempted  to  bring  the  question  forward 
again,  the  House  ought  to  determine  whe^ 
ther  the  order  should  be  discharged  or  not. 
The  Motion  was  submitted  to  the  House, 
as  he  had  stated,  on  the  11th  of  April. 
The  debate  was  then  adjourned  to  the  10th 
of  May,  a  day  when  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  proposed  the  adjournment  must  have 
known  it  could  not  come  on,  the  Roman 
Catholic  Relief  Bill  being  the  first  order  of 
the  day,  and  four  other  orders  of  material 
importance  intervening  between  that  order 
and  the  order  for  the  adjourned  debate.    If 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  wished  to  bring 
the  subject  forward,  he  might  have  fixed  it 
for  the  following  Wednesday,  for  which,  at 
that  time,  only  one  order  was  on  the  Paper; 
but  no  attempt  was  made  to  do  so,  and  the 
debate  was  again  adjourned  to  the  31st  of 
May.     On  that  day  neither  the  mover  nor 
the  seconder  was  present;  and  as  a  matter 
of  courtesy  the  order  was  postponed  to  the 
following  day,    in   order   that  some  hon. 
Member  might  fix  a  day  for  resuming  the 
debate;    and  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dublin  (Mr.   Reynolds)   the 
order  was  further  postponed  to  Wednes- 
day the  7th  of  June.     On  that  day  the 
mover  and  seconder  were  not  present;  and 
they  had  now  arrived  at  the  5th  of  July, 
three  months  after  the  Motion  had  been 
submitted  to  the  House,  without  any  at- 
tempt having  been  made  to  resume  the  de- 
bate.    He,  therefore,  thought  he  was  only 
doing  his  duty  to  the  House  in  giving  no- 
tice that,  unless  the  hon.  Members  for  the 
city  and  county  of  Limerick  were  in  their 
places  on  that  day  three  weeks,  he  would 
move  that  the  order  be  discharged.    Those 
hon  Gentlemen  had  sometimes  complained 
that  they  had  no  influence  in  the  House; 
and  if  they  conducted  themselves  in  this 
manner,  he  was  not  surprised  that  they  did 
not  possess  any  influence  in  such  an  assem- 


U3 


ParUmnmU 


{aOMMONS} 


(irtf&nul). 


H4 


bly.  [CW««o/«*MoveI"]  No:  he  would 
not  make  the  Motion  now,  for  if  he  did  bo 
it  would  be  said  by  some  hon.  Gentleman 
in  Ireland,  **  Here  is  an  English  Member 
who,  beeause  we  were  not  present,  takes 
the  opportunity  to  discharge  from  the 
Order-book  an  important  Motion.**  He 
(Sir  B.  Hall)  must  say  he  thought  this  was 
a  miserable  exhibition,  for  there  were  not 
at  present  in  that  House  a  dozen  Mem*- 
bers  connected  with  Ireland  who  were  £&» 
vourable  to  the  proposition  to  which  he  had 
referred,  and  which  was  represented  in 
Ireland  as  one  of  paramount  importance. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  must  confess  that 
there  was  much  truth  in  the  observa- 
tions  of  the  hon.  Baronet.  He  begged 
to  thank  that  hon.  Gentleman  for  excul- 
pating him  (Mr.  Reynolds)  from  any 
l>lame  in  relation  to  this  matter.  The 
reason  his  name  had  been  connected  with 
the  various  postponements  of  the  debate 
was,  that  he  had  moved  its  adjournment, 
«nd  had  therefore  a  sort  of  official  connex- 
ion with  the  question.  He  (Mr.  Reynolds) 
wished  to  state,  not  only  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  House,  but  of  the  public,  who 
felt  much  interest  in  this  important  national 
question,  that  he  condemned  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  city  of  Limerick  for  choos- 
ing the  occasion  he  selected  for  bringing 
the  subject  forward.  He  (Mr.  Reynolds) 
and  several  of  his  hon.  Friends  had  remon- 
strated with  that  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  J. 
0*Connell)  against  bringing  the  matter 
forward  at  that  time.  They  stated  that 
upon  that  Wednesday  there  would  not  be 
sufficient  time  to  discuss  the  question;  in- 
deed, the  hon.  and  learned  Member *s  own 
speech  occupied  four  hours,  and  the  House 
on  Wednesday  could  spare  only  six.  It 
was  impossible  for  him  (Mr.  Reynolds)  to 
bring  on  the  Motion  on  any  of  the  other 
days  for  which  it  was  fix^d;  and  now  it 
was  half-past  4,  and  the  House  must  rise 
at  6  o'clock,  and  not  more  than  three  Re- 
peal Members  were  at  that  moment  in  the 
House.  [Cheers.]  He  understood  that 
cheer;  the  absence  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
mover,  it  was  to  be  presumed,  would  be 
satisfactorily  accounted  for  hereafter;  the 
seconder  was  absent,  it  was  believed,  in 
consequence  of  illness  in  his  family;  the 
greater  part  of  the  Repeal  Members  were 
at  the  assizes,  and  discharging  great  and 
important  duties  in  Ireland;  and  under 
these  circumstances  he  (Mr.  Reynolds) 
thought  he  should  not  be  doing  justice  to 
the  subject  if  he  were  to  ask  the  House  to 
discuss  it  then.     He,  for  one — and  he  did 


not  mean  to  say  that  any  of  the  Irish  Re- 
peal Members  were  disposed  to  shrink  from 
the  discussion  of  this  question — he,  for 
one,  believed  conscientiously  that  it  w^ 
of  all  auestions  the  one  most  calpalattdd  to 
confer  benefit  upon  Ireland.  If  there  was 
any  intention  to  back  out  of  the  discussion, 
he  was  not  aware  of  it;  but,  on  consulta- 
tion with  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary, 
Mr.  Maher,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny county,  Mr.  Butler  —  these  hon. 
Members  were  unanimously  of  opinion  that 
the  debate  ought  to  be  postponed  for  a  fort- 
night. The  paper  of  that  day  fortnight 
being  preoccupied,  he  had  moved  that  the 
debate  be  deterred  until  that  di^y  thre^ 
weeks. 

Mr.  EEOGH  looked  upon  the  disousBioa 
throughout  as  a  mere  pretence.  The 
quarrel  between  the  hon.  Gentlemen  was 
**  a  very  pretty  one  as  it  stood,"  and  he 
was  not  inclined  to  interfere;  but  he  wat 
not  at  all  disposed  to  join  in  exculpating 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Reynolds).  He 
(Mr.  Keogh)  happened  to  be  in  Dublin 
when  that  hon.  Member,  in  his  plai^  in 
another  Parliament  —  Gonciliation-hall«*« 
informed  his  admiring  audience,  that  therQ 
was  to  be  found  upon  the  repeal  benches 
of  the  British  House  of  Commons  a  greater 
amount  of  political  rascality,  a  greater 
amount  of  political  profligacy,  than  in  Kke 
proportion  had  ever  disgraced  the  sacred 
benches  of  Conciliation-hall.  It  was  diffi^ 
cult,  therefore,  to  blame  hon.  Members 
for  not  being  in  their  places,  to  hear  per- 
haps similar  language  applied  to  them- 
selves. But  there  was  another  reason  for 
not  exculpating  that  bland  demagogu/e  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dublin  ['*  Order! "}-^ 
well,  then,  democrat  ['^  Order  !'*]  —  he 
(Mr.  Keogh)  would  apologise  if  he  hacl 
used  a  word  that  was  not  consistent 
with  the  rules  of  the  House --^at  all  events 
that  bland  popular  crater,  blaad  onlj 
ia  that  House;  that  was  the  only  plaee 
where  he  had  heard  him  speak  in  aoeh 
mild  and  complacent  language.  When 
the  hon.  Member  went  baok  to  Ireland  for 
the  recess,  the  first  thing  he  did  was  to 
denounce  his  own  supporters,  and  to  say. 
"  I  give  you  notice  that  on  |he  ^Ist  of 
April — on  the  3 1st  of  May,  no  mattev 
what  business  may  be  on  hand,  no  mai^tep 
if  I  should  be  engaged  in  the  Herculeaa 
labour  of  defending  mv  seat,  I  will  bring  (»i 
the  question  of  repeal.  *  Said  the  hpn.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  city  of  liimeri^k,  *'  I 
was  always  for  taking  an  opportune  ticaB;  my 
opinion  is,  that  we  should  keep  this  awfui» 
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practical,  tremendous  question  hanging, 
like  the  iword  of  Damocles,  over  the  House 
of  Commons;  the  surest  way  of  carrying 
it  is  hy  never  bringing  it  on :  if  we  could 
get  the  House  to  an  everlasting  postpone* 
raent,  then,  assuredly,  the  question  wouM 
be  immediately  carried/'  Yielding  to  his 
illustrious  chief,  the  hon.  Member  for  Dub^ 
lin,  instead  of  carrying  out  his  public  de^ 
claration,  absented  himself  on  the  31st  of 
Mi^,  and  the  debate  was  postponed.  But 
the  hon.  Member's  hands  might  have  been 
tolerably  full  since  then ;  and,  indeed,  this 
playing  with  the  question,  and  deceiving 
the  people  of  Ireland,  was  not  alone  to  be 
fittributed  to  the  Repeal  Members.  The 
Gentlemen  upon  the  Treasury  benches 
had  been  lending  themselves  to  the  agita^ 
tion  in  that  country,  and  the  Repeal  Mem^ 
bers  had  got  encouragement  and  consola^ 
tion  in  their  difficulties  from  the  Treasury 
benohes.  At  the  last  general  election  the 
word  given  was,  **  Let  there  be  a  Whiff 
returned  if  possible  ;**  but  if  that  could 
not  be  effected  in  any  way,  no  matter 
what,  then  the  power  and  influence  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  directed  to  the 
aid  and  support  and  to  achieving  the  sue* 
^ss  of  those  men  who  had  been  for  years 
<»oiifuaing  the  state  of  Ireland,  and  keeping 
it  in  hot  water,  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Dungarvon  (Mr.  Sheil)  smiled;  well 
might  he  smile;  a  speech  of  his  in  1834 
was  not  yet  forgotten,  in  which  he  said — 

*'  Against  drinking  let  the  drunkard  rail,  let 
Creckford's  Club  preach  against  gaming,  but  let 
mot  a  Whig  Qovemment  complain  of  agitation." 

By  putting  forward  that  cry  of  **  repeal" 
men  were  only  deceiving  the  country,  and 
keeping  out  of  this  Parliament  those  who 
woidd  be  disposed  to  look  to  the  real  prac- 
ticat  welfare  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  When 
^be  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  said  that  he 
looked  upon  this  as  a  hondfde  substantial 
question,  he  must  be  told  that  none  of  his 
Ibets  or  of  his  supporters  in  that  House  could 
)ead  a  rational  man  to  think  anything  but 
this,  that  the  question  of  the  repeal  of  the 
Union  had  been  used  as  a  false  pretence  to 
enable  them  to  obtain  seats  in  that  House. 
By  preaching  up  that  cry,  which  unless  put 
down  once  for  all  must  inevitably  lead  to 
the  dismemberment  of  this  kingdom,  he 
and  his  friends  were  deceiving  the  people 
of  Ireland,  and  not  holding  a  fair  or  up- 
right attitude  before  the  British  House  of 
Commons. 

Question  agreed  to. 

Adjourned  debate  deferred. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS  moved  the  adjourn^ 


ment  of  the  House.  He  saw  clear^,  da- 
ring the  delivery  of  the  speech  of  the  bon« 
and  learned  Member  (Mr,  Keogh),  that  hQ 
was  overcharged  with  political  combustible 
matter,  and  that  it  would  be  wise  OQt  to 
approach  too  closely  to  the  great  gun,  for 
fear  of  personal  injury  from  some  of  the 
scattered  fragments.  He  (Mr.  Reynolds) 
had  long  knowui  the  hon,  and  learned  6eu<» 
tleman,  and  never  in  the  course  of  that  long 
acquaintance  knew  him  to  be  guilty  of  one 
act  of  public  utility.  There  was  an  old 
Irish  saying  —  '*  Put  an  Irishman  on  a 
spit,  and  you  will  get  another  Irishman  to 
turn  it;"  on  this  occasion  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  B.  Hall)  had  put  the  hon.  Member 
for  Limerick  (Mr.  J.  O'Connell)  upon  a  po- 
litical spit,  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem-« 
ber  for  AtUone  (Mr.  Keogh)  had  turned  it^ 
The  hon.  Member  was  the  turnspit;  he 
wished  him  joy  of  his  new  appointments 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
stated  that  certain  Members  of  that  HQuse^ 
whom  he  had  not  the  manliness  to  name^ 
had  received  comfort  (it  was  that  or  some 
such  word)  and  consolation  from  the  Trea- 
sury benches.  That  insinuation  he  would 
like  to  hear  translated  into  plain  English, 
for  he  liked  "  open  and  advised  speaking,*' 
and  it  was  difficult  to  deal  with  poisoned 
insinuations  of  that  kind.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  talked  about  men  owing 
their  seats  to  the  advocacy  of  repeal.  Some 
impostors  owed  their  seats  to  their  pre- 
tended advocacy  of  repeal;  but  the  majo- 
rity of  the  Irish  Members  were  sincere 
advocates  of  it.  It  was  said  that  some 
Irish  Members  owed  their  seats  to  other 
and  very  different  causes;  that  some  had 
been  sent  in  there  through  the  influence 
of  wholesale  boroughmongersf,  and  that  the 
very  money  to  pay  the  expense  of  their 
election  had  been  sent  from  this  country  to 
Ireland,  realising  the  expectation  that  the 
prosperity  of  Ireland  was  to  be  increased 
by  the  introduction  of  British  capital.  He 
would  not  say  that  any  of  that  stream  of 
English  gold  made  its  way  to  Athlone; 
but  he  should  be  glad  to  know  what  waa 
meant  by  the  statement  that  Irish  Mem- 
bers received  comfort  and  consolation  from 
the  Treasury  benches.  For  his  part,  he 
received  neither  comfort  nor  consolation 
thence.  He  was  under  no  obligation  in 
that  quarter.  At  all  events,  he  had  not 
been  sent  into  that  House  for  the  purpose 
of  distracting  its  counsels;  he  had  not  been 
sent  there  as  **  as  a  waiter  upon  Provi- 
dence." He  had  not  been  sent  there  aa 
an  expectant  lawyer,  hoping  for  a  change 
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#f  UlmMiw,  dm  ke  ma^  paelL  vp  some  of 
tibe  mmA  Vroilif  ikMl  aught  £da  from  die 
tMe  «f  tke  IntBre  Prisae  M'uustcr.  He 
WM  dMpe  am  mdcpcadept  Member.  There 
MWg  dkose  vbo  retaroed  him  eome 
oppoaents  </  repeal^  mod  he  vas 
»^  dMpe  cUelj  beesnse  he  vas  s  r^^ealer. 
lie  4fuU  agreed  dbai  a  greal  qnesdon  of 
dnb  kind  o^t  iMPi  to  be  plajed  widi.  If 
k  «M  sot  to  be  fcilkrved  i^  sincerel j  aod 
slea£hr«  ii  v<Mild  be  better  not  agitated  at 
mIL  He  vaa  no  adroeate  for  keeping  s 
toaciag  iMPtiee  opoa  the  book  for  the  pur- 
poae  that  had  been  meotioned;  and,  on- 
Um  €be  question  vaa  broogfat  on  that  day 
three  weeks*  he  would  join  in  roting  for 
the  £sehaj^  of  die  order.  Though  he 
ioA  m4  fr^eoA  to  the  transcendent  qoali- 
Ceatioos  of  the  hon.  aod  learned  Member 
apposite*  he  was  ^m  sineerel  j  anxious  for  the 
pnMperitj  of  his  eonntrj ;  and  he  trusted 
that  «nee  he  had  sat  in  the  House  he  had 
done  nothing  to  warrant  the  statement  that 
he  Mamaned  a  paeifie  and  quiet  tone  in  it, 
aod  a  different  tone  out  of  it.  He  beliered 
his  tones  in  and  out  of  it  were  the  same. 
Ue  was  a  sincere  adrocate  for  the  restora- 
tion of  the  right  of  the  Irish  people  to  le- 
gislato  for  themsekes;  but  he  belieTed  that 
to  be  perfeetlj  consistent  with  a  close  coo- 
nexion  widi  this  coontrj;  and  if  he  thought 
ihe  repeal  of  tlic  Union  could  endanger  the 
connexion  with  this  country,  sincerely 
anxious  as  he  felt  to  carry  the  measure,  be 
would  as  sincerely  oppose  it.  He  believed 
the  interests  of  Ireland  and  the  interests  of 
England  were  synonimous,  and  that  the 
cbser  the  bonds  of  union  between  them 
were  drawn,  the  more  prosperous  and 
powerful  they  might  be.  He  had  always 
advocated  that  doctrine  in  and  out  of  the 
House,  and  he  was  not  likely  to  alter  his 
policy. 

Mk.  KKOGH  would  second  the  Motion 
for  the  adjournment  of  the  House,  in  order 
to  have  the  opportunity  of  saying  a  few 
words  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dublin.  He  seemed  to  have  touched  a  sore 
point  when  he  spoke  of  Repeal  Members 
rweiving  comfort  and  consolation  from  tlie 
Treanury  bcriches.  When  be  made  that 
alluvion,  it  w&»  not  his  intention  to  infer 
that  any  broad  pieces  had  been  disbursed 
to  those  Gentlemen,  although  since  he  last 
addressed  the  House  an  extract  from  a 
paper  had  been  placed  in  his  hands  which 
went  into  some  details  respecting  pounds, 
shillings,  and  pence;  but  he  would  not  read 
it,  because  he  had  not  touched  upon  the 

^ic   in    his   original  observations.     The 


hon.  Member  said  he  Eked  open  and  ad- 
Tised  ^Kaking,  aod  dmefuie,  he  would 
state  a  few  plain  £sets  lespetliog  the  hon. 
Member  aod  the  Govemment,  The  hon. 
Member  opposed  Mr.  Grej^otT  at  the  last 
deedon  for  the  city  of  Dnblin,  aod  al- 
thoQgh  Ministers  professed  to  be  the  un- 
eompromising  opponents  of  repeal,  the  first 
vote  tendered  for  the  hon.  G^deman  was 
that  of  Her  Majesty's  present  Attorney 
\  G^ierd  for  Ireland.  Her  Majesty's  At- 
torney General  was  so  zealoos  in  the  eanae, 
I  that,  not  finding  a  deputy  in  the  booth  to 
take  his  vote,  he  pulled  out  his  watch  and 
!  called  all  present  to  remark  that  the  p<dl- 
i  ing-booth  was  not  opened  in  dme,  whi^» 
,  he  sud,  would  be  a  good  ground  for  peti- 
tioning if  the  supporter  of  die  Government 
should  not  be  returned.  He  could  go  fur- 
ther; he  could  produce  a  letter  written  by 
Her  Majesty's  present  Attorney  (j^ieral 
for  Irdand,  who  had  reeendy  conducted 
prosecutions  against  men  who  had  only 
earned  too  far  the  principle  tolerated  in  a 
modified  form  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment— he  could  produce  under  die  hand 
of  Her  Majesty's  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  —  and  if  the  assertion  were  not 
correct  he  would  be  answerable  for  it  in 
his  place  in  Parliament — a  letter  written 
on  the  morning  of  an  election  to  the  agent 
of  a  candidate,  stating  that  although  he 
(the  writer  of  the  letter)  was  not  a  re- 
pealer, he  would  much  prefer  the  return  of 
a  repealer  to  a  supporter  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Tam worth.  He 
had  stated  what  he  knew  to  be  facts,  and 
he  defied  contradiction.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Dublin  had  contradicted  point  blank 
the  words  which  he  (Mr.  Keogh)  had 
stated  him  to  have  used  in  Conciliation* 
hall.  The  language  ascribed  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dublin  in  the  public  papers  of 
Dublin  was,  that  there  was  a  greater 
amount  of  political  profligacy  and  rascality 
on  the  repeal  benches  than  ever  disgraced 
the  benches  of  Conciliation-hall,  which  had 
been  rendered  sacred  by  the  presence  of 
the  Liberator.  Immediately  after  he  (Mr. 
Keogh)  sat  down,  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Marylebone  confirmed  the  ac- 
curacy of  the  quotation,  and  expressed  his 
regret  that  he  had  just  sent  to  his  resi- 
dence the  newspaper  containing  the  pas- 
sage, under  the  impression  that  be  would 
not  have  occasion  to  use  it  that  day.  He 
trusted  that  after  this  explanation  the 
House  would  give  him  credit  for  not  having 
made  an  assertion  which  he  was  not  able 
to  prove.    He  could  refer  to  at  least  twenty 
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cases  in  which  the  Government  in  Ireland 
had  pursued  conduct  precisely  similar  to 
that  adopted  hy  the  Attorney  General  in 
these  two  instances  which  he  had  noticed; 
and  he  felt  justified  in  saying  that  the  Go- 
vernment, when  it  suited  their  purpose  to 
do  so,  had  heen  playing  fast  and  loose  with 
the  question  of  repeal,  while  under  the 
cover  of  repressing  the  violence  of  the 
leaders  of  that  movement  they  had  secured 
majorities  in  that  House.  The  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department  was  in  his  place, 
and  would  perhaps  feel  it  necessary  to  ad- 
dress the  House  in  consequence  of  the 
statement  which  he  had  made. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  he  would  not 
liave  interposed  hetween  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  and  the  hon.  Memher 
for  Duhlin,  who  seemed  to  be  very  equally 
matched,  had  it  not  been  for  the  very  un- 
called-for and  unprovoked  course  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  taken 
in  bringing  a  charge  against  the  Go- 
yemment,  supported  by  the  most  mea- 
gre evidence.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  referred  to  a  vote  which  he 
(Sir.  G.  Grey)  dared  say  was  given  on 
good  and  sufficient  grounds.  [Mr.  Keooh: 
I  did  not  say  that  the  vote  was  given,  but 
tendered.]  He  would  take  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  statement  to  be  cor- 
rect, for  he  was  bound  to  give  credence  to 
what  a  Member  stated  of  his  own  know- 
ledge; but  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
was  not  justified  in  founding  upon  the  fact 
of  a  vote  having  been  tendered  for  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dublin  a  wholesale 
charge  against  the  Government  of  throw- 
ing all  their  power  and  influence  into  the 
scale  in  favour  of  repeal  candidates.  The 
solution  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's conduct  was,  perhaps,  to  be  found 
in  this  circumstance — that,  however  soli- 
citous he  might  have  been  to  obtain  the 
influence  of  the  Government  at  his  elec- 
tion, he  found  that  they  would  not  give  it 
to  him.  He  could  only  meet  a  general 
assertion  by  a  general  denial;  and,  in  sup- 
port of  his  denial,  he  might  refer  to  the 
determined  opposition  offered  to  the  elec- 
tion of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
for  Ireland  by  the  members  of  that  body 
to  whom  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
said  the  Government  afforded  comfort  and 
eonsolation.  Let  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  bring  forward  and  substantiate, 
if  he  could,  a  distinct  charge  against  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland ;  for  to  that 
nobleman  the  charge  referred,  because  it 
well  known  that  the  Irish  elections 


were  not  managed  in  England.  He  pro- 
tested against  sweeping  charges  being 
brought  against  the  Government,  supported 
by  nothing  but  vague  declamation  and  ge- 
neral assertion. 

Motion  for  adjournment  negatived. 

HORSHAM  BOROUGH  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  the  Horsham  Borough  Bill,  read. 

Mr.  BANKES  moved  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time. 

Sir  G.  grey  thought  it  unnecessary 
to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time  at  that  mo- 
ment, because  the  House  had  already  as- 
sented to  the  second  reading  of  another 
Bill  in  which  the  case  of  Horsham  was 
dealt  with. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Wednesday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock. 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  July  6,  1848. 

MfKUTBB.     Public  Bills. — 1*  Independence  of  P»rli»- 
ment(No.«);    Exchange  of  Eccknastical  Patronage  be- 
tween Her  Mi^esty  and  the  Earl  of  Leicester  j  Payment 
of  Debts  out  of  Real  Estate. 
3»  Certificates  for  Killing  Hares  (Scotland). 

Pbtitions  Prrskntcd.  From  Che1msf<»d,  and  Beau- 
maris, against  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  tha 
Sabbath.— l''rom  Members  of  a  Lodge  of  the  Independent 
Order  of  Odd  Fellows,  for  the  Extension  of  the  Provisiooa 
of  the  Benefit  Societies  Act  to  that  Order.— From  Sal»* 
hurst,  and  several  other  Places,  complainbig  of  the  State 
of  the  Turnpike  Trusts  throughout  England  and  Wales, 
and  for  Relief. — From  Birmingham,  in  fkvour  of  the 

Public  Health  Bill From  Distillers  of  the  County  of 

Clackmannan,  against  any  Reduction  in  the  DiUbrential 
Duty  upon  Rum,  without  an  entirely  new  Distillery 
Act  being  passed. 

ECCLESIASTICAL  UNIONS  AND  DIVISION 
OF  PARISHES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

The  Queen's  Consent  signified. 

Bill  read  3«. 

Earl  FORTE  SCUE  moved  the  Third 
Reading  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Unions  and 
Division  of  Parishes  (Ireland)  Bill,  and,  in 
doing  so,  explained  to  their  Lordships  the 
nature  of  some  alterations  made  in  the 
measure,  by  one  of  which  the  rights  of 
the  Crown  and  of  private  individuals — the 
owners  of  ecclesiastical  property — were  to 
be  placed  on  the  same  footing. 

Lord  STANLEY  rose  for  the  purpose 
of  calling  their  Lordships'  attention  to  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given  notice. 
If  he  could  feel  satisfied  with  the  statement 
of  the  noble  Earl,  and  that  in  point  of  fact 
the  rights  of  the  Crown  and  of  private  in- 
dividuals would,  by  the  Amendment  made 
by  the  noble  Earl,  be  placed  on  the  same 
footing,  he  should  have  little  to  say  on  the 
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3ubject,  But  so  far  from  their  being 
placed  00  the  same  footing,  the  complaint 
be  made  was,  that  by  this  B'dl,  for  the  first 
time,  the  rights  of  the  owners  of  ecclesi- 
astical property  were  to  be  set  aside  with* 
out  their  consent.  Although  ostensibly 
the  rights  of  the  Crown  might  be  placed 
on  the  same  footing  as  that  of  a  private 
individual,  jet  really  they  were  by  no 
means  placed  on  the  same  footing,  inas- 
much as  what  was  to  be  done  could  only 
be  done  by  the  representative  of  the  Grown, 
assisted  by  a  certain  number  of  the  Privy 
Council,  80  that  in  every  case  the  consent 
of  the  Crown  must  be  given;  but  with  re- 
gard to  private  individuals  that  was  not 
the  case.  He  felt  he  would  not  be  doing 
his  duty  if  he  allowed  a  Bill  of  this  kind  to 
pass,  for  the  first  time,  infringing  on  the 
rights  of  private  property,  without  calling 
their  Lordships*  attention  to  the  fact,  and 
asking  them  if  such  an  infringement  on 
the  rights  of  property  would  be  sanctioned 
by  them  or  not  ?  It  bad  been  said  that 
the  rights  of  ecclesiastical  property  were 
different  from  the  rights  of  other  property, 
and  he  admitted  that  the  rights  of  ecclesi- 
astical property  were  subject  to  a  respon- 
sibiHty  which  did  not  apply  to  the  rights 
of  other  property;  but  that  was  the  case 
only  in  a  moral  sense,  and  not  in  a  legal 
sense.  In  a  legal  sense,  the  right  of  per- 
sons to  advowsons  was  as  great  as  to  any 
other  property,  and  as  much  the  subject  of 
bargain  and  sale;  and  they  should  no  more 
compel  a  person  to  part  with  such  pro- 
perty without  his  consent,  than  they  would 
take  from  him  a  portion  of  his  estate. 
Was  a  patron  to  be  compelled  to  surrender 
and  give  up  an  advowson  that  he  had  pur- 
chased, and  to  be  told  that,  as  an  equiva- 
lent for  giving  it  up,  he  was  to  have  a  se- 
cond, or  third,  or  fourth  turn  in  the  pre- 
sentation to  the  living  ?  That,  he  con- 
sidered, would  be  an  infringement  on  the 
rights  of  property,  and  he,  therefore,  beg- 
ged to  move  the  following  clause  by  way  of 
Amendment ; — 

••PpoTided  always  that  nothing  herein  con- 
tained shall  afifect  the  rights  of  any  patron  in 
respect  of  any  benefice  to  the  patronage  whereof 
he  shall  be  entitled  at  the  passing  of  this  Act,  or 
tlie  patronage  whereof  he  shall  hereafter  acquire 
by  purchase,  will,  or  inlieritance.** 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
after  having  given  the  matter  all  the  con- 
sideration wbich  he  could,  he  saw  no  reason 
for  altering  his  opinion  with  respect  to  the 
opposition  which  his  noble  Friend  near  him 
gave  to  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  op- 


posite. The  interference  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  alluded,  with  respect  to 
private  property,  had  already  taken  pkoe 
by  Parliament  requiring  residence ;  and 
persons  who  purchased  advowscms  did  so 
under  the  conditions  imposed  bj  Act  of 
Parliament. 

The  Earl  of  WICKLO W  could  not  con- 
cur with  many  of  the  arguments  brought 
forward  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Stanley)  in  favour  of  his  Amendment;  but 
there  was  one  that  did  strike  him  with 
much  force.  He  could  not  agree  with  the 
noble  Lord  that  this  was  the  first  instance 
in  which  Parliament  had  interfered  with 
regard  to  lay  patronage  to  ecclesiastical 
property;  on  the  contrary,  he  thought 
that,  in  their  legislation  with  regard  to 
ecclesiastical  subjects,  particularly  in  Ire« 
land,  there  had  in  every  case  been  more  or 
less  some  interference  with  respect  to  par 
tronage,  both  lay  and  ecclesiastical.  The 
noble  Lord  had  stated  it  would  be  an  in- 
justice to  the  lay  patron  to  be  deprived  of 
the  right  of  presentation  he  now  possessed. 
He  (the  Earl  of  Wicklow)  confessed  il 
would  be  a  very  hard  thing,  and  an  in- 
justice, to  the  lay  proprietor  to  be  so  de- 
prived of  it,  and  he  did  not  think  that  an 
adequate  equivalent  was.  proposed  to  be 
given  to  him  in  return. 

Earl  FORTESCUE  defended  the  Bill, 

Lord  STANLEY  observed,  that  seeing 
that  the  feeling  of  the  House  was  ag^nst 
his  Amendment,  he  would  not  press  it. 
He  was  quite  satisfied  to  withdraw  it,  hia 
principal  object  in  bringing  it  forward  hav- 
ing been  to  place  upon  record  his  opinion 
respecting  what  he  considered  a  aerioua 
objection  to  the  Bill. 

Bill  passed. 

COPYHOLD  ENFRANCHISEMENT 
EXTENSION  BILL. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been  moved 
for  going  into  Committee, 

Lord  WHARNCLIFFE  observed,  that 
there  had  recently  been  a  meeUng  of  per« 
sons  interested  in  copyhold  property,  wha 
were  of  opinion  that  a  plan  might  he  de- 
vised which  would  effect  the  purpose  in-» 
tended  by  this^Bill  in  a  manner  much  less 
objectionable  than  that  proposed  by  the 
present  measure.  Under  these  circmm- 
stances,  he  was  inclined  to  think  that  tha 
better  course,  by  far,  would  be  to  poalpona 
the  Committee  on  the  Bill  for  a  few  aays» 
in  order  to  enable  the  partiea  in  (question 
to  consider  the  details  of  the  subject,  and 
to  submit  their  scheme  to  the  consideratioa 
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of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who  had 
charge  of  the  Bill. 

The  Duke  of  CLEVELAND  concurred. 
The  best  course  of  all  would  be  to  appoint 
a  Select  Committee  to  consider  the  Bill ; 
but  if  that  were  not  done,  the  better  course 
would  be  to  postpone,  as  suggested,  the 
further  progress  of  the  measure  for  a  few 
days. 

After  a  brief  discussion,  in  which  the 
Sari  of  Stbadbroke,  Lord  Redesdale,  and 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  took  part, 

Committee  put  off. 

House  adjourned. 

HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Thunday,  July  6, 1848. 

Mnroraa    Pitbuc  Bills.— 1*  Com  Markets  (Ireland); 

LUb  Polidet  of  Amiraooe. 
9«  Naval  Medical  Supplemental  Fund  Society. 

PrritiOKS  PfeBasNTBD*  By  Mr.  W.  J.  Fox,  Mr.  Milner 
OlfaiiM,  and  other  Hon.  Members,  f^om  an  Immense 
Nnnker  of  Places,  in  fovour  of  an  Extension  of  the 
EleetiTe  Fnndiise.— By  Mr.  Bright,  from  several  Places, 
for  Adoption  of  Univenal  Sulfrage.— By  Mr.  Cobden, 
iMMa  Saadhnrst,  Rent,  for  Adoption  of  Vote  by  Ballot. 
—By  Mr.  Thompson,  ftom  Fleet  and  Holbeach,  for 
;  of  IdoUtry  in  India.— By  Mr.  Aloock, 
Bddifrorth  and  Leigh,  Surrey,  and  from  several 
PMocs,  in  fkvour  of  a  Better  Observance  of  the 
LonTsDay.- By  Mr.  Cowan,  from  Libberton,  Edinburgh, 
to  fiivoarof  the  Places  of  Wonhip  Sites  (SooUand)  BUL 
—By  Mr.  Cobden,  from  Huddersfleld,  Yorkshire,  for 
Inquiry  respecting  the  Rj^ah  of  Sattara.— By  Mr.  George 
Thompeon,  from  Mandiester,  for  a  Rqpcal  of  the  Last 
Raamant  of  the  Com  Laws.— By  Shr  W.  Morrison,  fh>m 
DbtUlett  of  Clackmannan,  a^ost  a  Reduction  of  the 
DIflteential  Duty  on  Rum* — By  Mr.  lyEyncourt,  from 
the  Parish  of  St.  Mary's,  Newington,  Lambeth,  for  Inquiry 
inio  the  Bakenf  Grievances.— From  Inhabitants  of  Beth- 
nal  Green»  and  its  Vicinity,  complaining  of  the  Conduct 
of  the  Police  at  Bonner's  Fields  Meeting — By  Mr. 
Bcotbcrton,  from  Salford,  Lancashhe,  in  favour  of  a 
Baevtar  Bdoostion.— From  the  Borough  of  Sheffiekl.  for 
a  Repeal  of  the  Game  Laws.— By  Mr.  George  Thompson, 
fhim  the  Borough  of  Finsbury,  for  Inquiry  respeicting 
the  JHAing  of  Juries  (Ireland).— By  Mr.  Monckton 
lllhMS,  ftom  Justices  of  the  Peace  for  the  County  of 
Norfolk,  for  Establishment  of  Reformatory  and  Indus- 
trial Institutions  for  Juvenile  OflTenders.- By  Mr.  Henry 
Dtammond,  from  Guildford,  in  fkvour  of  a  Reform  in 
the  Medical  Protosioo.- By  Mr.  Cobden,  from  ConUton, 
Laneariiire,  for  Retrenchment  in  the  Naval  and  Military 
Expenditure  i  and  against  the  Militia  Enrolment— By 
Lam  Annas  Stuart,  from  the  Royal  Burgh  of  Ayr,  against 
a  Repeal  of  the  Navigation  Laws.— By  Mr.  Deedcs,  from 
Gnafdians  of  the  Milton  Union,  Kent,  for  an  Alteration 
<oi  the  Poor  Law.— By  Colonel  Matbeson,  from  Officers 
of  flM  Newton  Abbot  Union,  Devonshire,  in  favour  of 
I  Fund  for  Poor  Law  Officers. 


WRIT  FOR  LEICESTER. 

Me.  STAFFORD  had  to  move— 

^  ThaX  s  New  Writ  should  be  issued  for  the 
Bunra^  of  Leicester,  for  the  Election  of  two 
Bw^BMet  to  serve  in  this  Present  Parliament  for 
tliat  Borough,  in  the  room  of  Sir  Joshua  Walms- 
Inr  and  C.  Gardner,  Esq.,  whose  Election  had 
iM  declared  Toid." 

He  liad  brought  forward  a  Motion  to  this 


effect  on  a  former  occasion,  but  it  had  been' 
negatived  by  an  overwhelming  majority. 
Since  then,  the  evidence  had  been  printed. 
The  Election  Committee  made  a  special 
report,  in  which  they  stated— 

*'  That  it  appeared  to  the  Committee  that  the 
system  of  bribery  and  corruption  carried  on  at 
the  last  election  for  the  said  borough  of  Leicester, 
was  such  as  to  demand  the  attention  of  the 
House.'* 

The  former  Motion  had  been  resisted  on 
the  ground  that  the  evidence  had  not  been 
printed;  but  as  he  had  little  hopes  that 
any  Member  of  the  Election  Committee 
would  take  up  the  subject,  he  had  felt 
called  upon  to  do  so.  At  the  period  of  the 
last  election  for  Leicester,  5,387  voters 
were  on  the  register.  At  that  election, 
1,647  electors  voted  for  Sir  Joshua  Walms- 
ley,  1,602  for  Mr.  Gardner,  and  1,403  for 
Mr.  Parker.  It  would  thus  appear  that 
the  majority  was  by  no  means  oxerwhelm- 
ing.  [The  hon.  Member  quoted  the  evidence 
at  great  length,  to  show  that  systematic 
bribery  prevailed  in  the  borough— and  then 
continued.]  The  Select  Committee  recom- 
mended the  House  to  take  the  whole  circum- 
stances of  the  case  into  consideration ;  but 
no  single  step  had  been  taken  to  do  so  hither- 
to. He  therefore  thought  it  his  duty,  some 
days  since,  to  call  attention  to  It,  and  to  ask 
whether  it  was  desirable  that  such  a  state 
of  things  should  continue  ?  But  when  he 
found  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
had  an  adjourned  debate  upon  reform  of 
the  national  representation  to  be  resumed 
that  night,  he  could  not  resist  the  tempta- 
tion of  bringing  the  case  of  Leicester  un- 
der consideration;  for  in  the  manifesto  put 
forward  by  the  party  of  whom  the  hon. 
Member  was  the  mouthpiece,  amongst  other 
things  demanded  was,  such  an  immediate 
extension  of  the  franchise  and  rearrange- 
ment of  electoral  districts  as  would  effect 
the  enlargement  of  all  electoral  districts, 
especially  in  small  boroughs,  such  as  to 
insure  electoral  independence.  Now,  the 
borough  of  Leicester  was  not  a  limited  or 
narrow  borough,  but  a  borough  containing 
50,300  inhabitants,  and  certainly  suffi- 
ciently free  from  any  aristocratical  influ- 
ences. He  therefore  thought  it  would  be 
giving  something  of  shape  to  a  discussion 
which  was  somewhat  too  abstract,  to  place 
this  subject  before  the  House,  and  invite 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  say  how  they 
proposed  to  deal  with  it  before  their  grand 
scheme  could  be  carried  out.  He  wanted 
to  give  them  an  opportunity  of  dealing 
with  a  practical  question  as  practical  men» 
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and  not  as  mere  theorists.  It  was  not 
sufficient  for  them  to  say  that  the  case  of 
Leicester  was  not  germane  to  the  question 
of  their  plan  of  reform  under  discussion. 
If  they  refused  to  enter  into  it — if  they 
said  they  must  not  confine  themselves  to 
particular  cases — if  they  said  the  scheme 
which  they  advocated  was  comprehensive, 
unable  as  they  were  to  agree  amongst 
themselves  as  to  the  amount  or  the  extent 
at  which  the  suffrage  was  to  be  fixed — if 
they  said  the  case  of  Leicester  should  wait 
•—he  would  reply  that  he  had  shown  up  to 
them  a  case  from  which  they  shrunk.  He 
had  shown  them  a  case  of  corruption  in  a 
borough,  the  Members  who  were  formerly 
returned  for  which  were  accustomed,  one 
of  them  to  take  part  in  the  debates  of  the 
House  in  support  of  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, and  the  other  to  hold  a  most  respon- 
sible office  for  them.  He  had  told  them  of 
a  case  of  corruption — of  bribery — of  in- 
timidation; and  he  had  shown  them  that 
those  whom  they  called  respectable  were 
guilty  of  jobbing  even  in  their  magisterial 
offices,  or  at  all  events  that  they  were  not 
above  suspicion.  He  called  upon  them, 
then,  to  show,  before  they  proceeded  to 
legislate  for  an  empire,  that  they  were  pre- 
pared to  deal  with  a  borough  such  as  that. 
The  hon.  Meibber  concluded  by  submitting 
his  Motion  to  the  House. 

Mr.  SEYMER,  as  Chairman  of  the 
Select  Committee,  felt  as  strongly  as  any 
one  could,  the  inconvenience  which  had 
arisen  by  Motions  of  the  kind  under  con- 
sideration. He  had  come  down  determined 
not  to  oppose  the  Motion  for  the  issue  of 
the  writ;  but  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Northamptonshire,  in  moving  for  it,  had 
given  such  a  flowing  description  of  the 
corruption  of  the  borough  of  Leicester, 
that  he  now  felt  in  a  position  of  great  dif- 
ficulty. The  want  of  some  comprehen- 
sive measure  to  meet  all  these  cases  was 
felt  on  all  hands.  The  law  was  at  present 
in  a  most  unsatisfactory  position.  If  the 
House  was  of  opinion  that  the  writ  should 
in  the  present  case  be  issued,  he  would  not 
oppose  it. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  felt  they  had 
reached  a  period  of  the  Session  at  which  it 
was  hardly  to  be  expected  that  the  mea- 
sure brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Flint  Boroughs  could  be  carried 
forward  successfully.  He  would,  however, 
take  the  question  into  the  hands  of  the 
Government,  and  propose  what  he  should 
think  the  fitting  course  for  the  House  to 
pursue.     Next  week  he  would  state  what 


he  thought  the  remedy  should  be.  With 
regard  to  the  present  case,  he  would  say, 
that  he  thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  been  Chairman  of  the  Committee  had 
left  the  House  in  an  unsatisfactory  posi- 
tion, because  the  Committee  had  reported 
that  the  system  of  bribery  at  the  last  elec- 
tion for  that  borough  was  such  as  to  de- 
mand the  attention  of  the  House;  but  they 
did  not  say,  whether  any  portion  of  the 
electors  ought,  in  their  opinion,  to  be  dis- 
franchised, or  whether  any  other  measure 
ought  to  be  taken,  or  any  further  inquiry 
instituted.  He  should  be  unwilling  to  vote 
for  the  issue  of  a  new  writ  until  some  pro- 
ceedings were  taken;  and  he  thought  that 
the  measure  which  he  intended  to  propose 
should  be  adopted,  unless,  indeed,  he 
heard  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
had  some  measure  to  suggest  with  regard 
to  the  disfranchisement  of  any  portion  of 
the  electors.  He  was  of  opinion  that  fur- 
ther inquiry  ought  to  be  instituted  after 
the  mode  which  it  was  his  intention  to  sug- 
gest; but  for  the  present  he  certainly 
should  not  vote  for  the  issue  of  the  writ. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  Setheb, 
Mr.  Frewen,  and  Mr.  Stafford,  in  reply, 
the  Motion  was  withdrawn. 

NATIONAL  REPRESENTATION- 
ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 

Order  of  the  Day  read  for  resuming  De- 
bate adjourned  from  June  20. 

Mr.  OSBORNE:*  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  A.  Stafibrd)  who  last  addressed 
the  House,  has  not  only  favoured  us  with 
a  series  of  dramatic  readings,  selected  from 
the  not  very  lively  pages  of  a  blue  book, 
but  has  also  recommended  the  exercise  of 
perseverance  as  a  cardinal  virtue  in  the 
composition  of  a  Member  of  Parliament.  If 
I  might  be  permitted  to  offer  any  com- 
mentary on  that  advice,  I  should  say 
there  was  a  twin  quality  of  equal  value 
worthy  to  be  cultivated  by  the  House,  via., 
the  exercise  of  patience — a  quality  which  I 
trust  will  be  displayed  in  my  favour  in  the 
course  of  the  observations  I  feel  called  upon 
to  make. 

Amongst  many  arguments  which  have 
been  made  Use  of  in  the  course  of  this  de- 
bate, it  has  been  asserted  that  the  resolu- 
tions of  the  Member  for  Montrose  are  not 
sanctioned  or  favoured  by  the  great  body 
of  the  people;  that  his  propositions  are  not 
only  erroneous,  but  not  popular.  I  have 
no  means  of  estimating  the  popular  feeling 
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except  by  the  petitions  which  have  been 
presented,  and  I  cannot  help  remarking, 
that  however  these  petitions  may  differ  in 
degree,  all  unite  in  praying  for  an  amend- 
ment of  the  present  system  of  representa- 
tion; but,  even  granting  that  there  is  no 
great  enthusiasm  for  the  present  plan  out 
of  this  House,  I  should  not  the  less  have 
supported  the  general  principles  of  the  re- 
solution, from  a  deep  conviction  that  it  is 
not  only  a  measure  of  expediency,  but  of 
wisdom  and  justice,  to  amend  the  national 
representation  of  this  country. 

And,  whatever  objections  may  have 
been  urged  against  this  particular  plan, 
it  must  be  satisfactory  to  the  proposer  to 
find  that  the  distinguished  men  who  have 
as  yet  spoken  against  the  resolutions,  have 
rather  ridiculed  the  details  than  condemn- 
ed the  principles  of  his  measure. 

First  comes  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Surrey  in  an  ingenious  speech,  which  has 
left  it  quite  an  open  question  which  way 
bis  vote  will  be  given,  for  though  he  hates 
the  name  of  a  Reform  Bill,  he  reminded 
us  that  80  far  back  as  1829  he  had  written 
in  its  favour,  and  that  during  the  present 
Session  he  gave  notice  that  he  should  him- 
self submit  another  Reform  Bill  for  our 
acceptance;  he,  therefore,  is  a  disciple  of 
progress.  Then  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  London  has  seized  this 
opportunity  to  dispel  the  unmerited  ca- 
lumny that  he  was  hostile  to  further  re- 
forms. It  now  appears,  that  ever  since 
1839  he  has  seen  the  defects  of  his  favou- 
rite measure,  though  hitherto  he  made  no 
sign;  but  now,  with  a  coyness  not  unbe- 
coming in  the  head  of  an  Administration, 
be  hints,  that  if  he  be  sufficiently  squeezed 
and  made  a  little  more  uncomfortable,  he 
will,  though  without  fixing  the  time,  amend 
his  great  measure  of  1832  ! 

Lastly,  the  Member  for  Bucks,  who,  by 
sheer  force  of  intellect  and  untiring  energy 
has  almost  succeeded  in  communicating  a 
galvanic  life  to  the  dead  principles  of  Tory- 
ism, has  expressly  said,  he  is  not  to  be 
considered  as  an  advocate  of  finality;  and 
though  he  will  have  nothing  to  do  with 
your  vulgar  reforms  instigated  by  the  Wil- 
sons and  Thompsons,  at  Newall's  Buildings, 
Manchester,  he  has  no  objection  to  parti- 
cipate in  any  agitation,  promoted  by  a 
small  party  of  gentlemanly  men,  headed  by 
the  **  Stanleys  and  Richmonds,"  or  to  up- 
hM  "traditionary  influences  and  large 
properties*'- from  the  rival  Society  of  17, 
Old  Bond-street.  In  fact,  finality  doc- 
trines, like  the  old  stage  coaches,   have 


disappeared — all  are  for  progress  now-a- 
days;  the  only  question  appears  to  be, 
what  is  to  be  the  pace,  and  who  the  drivers 
of  the  new  vehicle  ? 

The  noble  Lord  objects  in  the  outset  to 
the  form  of  this  Motion — he  says  it  is 
**  vague'*  and  **  indefinite."  Now,  whilst 
I  am  of  opinion,  it  would  have  been  more 
politic,  as  a  mere  House  of  Commons 
question,  not  to  have  lumped  all  these 
measures  together,  and  that  a  larger 
number  of  votes  might  have  been  obtained 
in  favour  of  more  general  and  less  defined 
propositions,  it  is  hardly  consistent  for  the 
real  advocates  of  further  reforms  to  pick 
holes  in  a  preliminary  resolution;  in  fact, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  is  very 
much  in  the  situation  of  the  well-meaning 
man  in  the  fable,  who  had  the  misfortune 
to  possess  two  wives  and  a  head  of  hair 
obnoxious  to  both  ladies,  the  one  objecting 
to  his  black,  the  other  to  his  white  locks, 
the  result  being  that  he  was  finally  left 
without  a  hair.  So,  Sir,  in  the  present 
instance,  one  supporter  objects  to  the  Mo- 
tion because  it  includes  ballot,  another 
does  not  like  household  suffrage,  and  a 
third  is  averse  to  a  more  equal  apportion- 
ment of  members  to  population — each, 
like  Mrs.  Malaprop,  has  bis  ''favourite 
aversion;"  and  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose complies  with  each,  he  will  be  left 
without  any  definite  proposition. 

The  perspective  ideas  of  reform  which 
have  been  so  dimly  foreshadowed  by  the 
noble  Lord,  the  allusions  to  a  franchise 
founded  on  deposits  in  savings'  banks,  and 
educational  tests,  more  properly  come  under 
the  head  of  **  vague  and  indefinite"  pro- 
mises. But  the  noble  Lord  has  taken  an- 
other exception — as  to  the  period.  He 
says,  *•  This  is  not  the  proper  time;"  and 
let  me  remind  the  House  that,  whenever  a 
Motion  of  this  sort  has  been  brought  for- 
ward, no  matter  at  what  period,  this  an- 
swer of  not  being  the  **  proper  time"  ap- 
pears always  to  have  been  handed  down  as 
an  heir-loom  to  the  Treasury  benches.  In 
1785,  when  Mr.  Pitt  first  introduced  his 
plan  of  reform,  it  was  objected  by  Lord 
North  that  it  was  not  the  "proper  time." 
In  1790,  when  Mr.  Flood  proposed  his 
measure,  Mr.  Pitt,  who  had  in  the  interim 
got  on  the  Treasury  benches,  said  it  was 
not  **  the  proper  time;"  and  one  Gentle- 
man suggested  that  it  should  be  **  post- 
poned for  a  century."  The  same  objec- 
tions as  to  **  the  proper  time"  were  made 
to  Mr.  Grey  in  1797,  and  to  the  noble 
Lord's  own  measures  in  1822,  1828,  and 
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183L  I  eannot  help  thinking  that,  if 
there  he  one  time  more  proper  than  an- 
other to  amend  and  thereby  strengthen 
vour  institutions,  it  is  when  the  lowering 
ttorison  warns  you  of  the  coming  tempest. 
This  House  has  passed  during  the  present 
Soabion  measures  of  severity  for  "  the  bet- 
ter seourity  of  the  Grown  and  Goyernment;  ** 
at  it  therefore  hound  to  show  that  we  have 
other  and  more  healing  remedies,  and 
that  we  do  not  rely  alone  on  measures  of 
coercion  for  the  security  of  this  kingdom. 
If,  indeed,  taxation  were  light,  and  the 
olchequer  full,  then  we  might  point  with 
satisfaction  to  the  state  of  our  constitution; 
but^  with  a  heavily  burdened  people,  an 
empty  exchequer,  and  a  Parliament  apt 
to  be  careless  of  expense  (fori  be  it  re- 
membered, this  has  already  been  the  com- 
plaint of  Ministers),  it  is  high  and  proper 
ilitte  to  amend  our  defective  system. 

The  country  complains  that  this  House 
has  become  a  mere  taxing  machine,  and 
that  the  taxpayers  have  not  sufficient 
Toice  in  adjusting  that  taxation.  The  hon. 
Menber  for  Bucks  (Mr.  Disraeli)  has  at- 
tempted to  prove  that  this  is  entirely  a 
mistake,  proceeding  from  an  "  ignorant 
impatience  of  taxation;"  that  taxation  has 
not  increased,  therefore  there  is  no  reason 
for  complaint  on  that  score,  and  he  tells  us 
all  this  in  the  face  of  an  acknowledged  de- 
ficiency of  3,000,000^.,  and  a  distracted 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  baffled  of  his 
prey,  and  eootinually  seeking  whom  he 
■lay  devour  !  The  hott.  Member,  speaking 
from  memory,  told  the  House  that  the 
total  ordinary  reyenue  of  the  financial  year 
ending  5th  January,  1828,  amounted  to 
49,500,0002.;  now,  the  total  revenue  of 
that  year,  accordii^  to  the  financial  ao* 
eovnts,  was  54,850,000/.  !  a  slight  mis- 
take in  the  hon.  Grentleman^s  statement 
of  5,380,000/.  But,  Sir,  I  am  surprised 
that  the  boo.  Gentleman  should  have  se- 
lected the  year  1828  as  his  beau  ideal  of 
taxation:  let  me  draw  his  attention  to  the 
years  1835  and  1836,  af^er  the  passing  of 
the  Reform  Bill — what  were  the  supplies 
then  voted  for  the  Amiv,  Navy,  Ordnance, 
andMbeeUaneous  Estimates?  14,123,000/.! 
whilst  in  1848  they  have  been  increased  to 
23^315.852/. !  an  increase  since  1836  of 
lywaris  of  9.000,000/.  in  these  estimates 
aiona,  Bnt  look  at  the  comparative  taxa« 
tm  of  other  countries: — in  the  Uuitetl 
States  taxation  amounu  to  9s,  7(i  per 
iMaid;  in  Rnasia  to  t^.  9«:/,  per  head:  in 
AnMria  to  lis.  6ti/.  per  head;  in  Pru^a 
ta  12c  iil  per  head;  in  France  to  24^.; 


and  in  Engkud  to  2/.  12«»  6d.  per  head% 
exclusive  of  poor-rates,  borough  rates,  and 
other  charges  of  that  nature.  When  the 
hon.  Member  stated  that  the  working 
elf  o^es  had  no  reason  to  complain,  did  he 
bear  in  mind  what  the  working  man  pays 
in  indirect  taxation  ?  For  every  20s»  worth 
of  tea  purchased  he  pays  10«.  tax;  of 
coffee  8«.  tax;  of  sugar  6$,  tax;  of  soap 
55.  tax;  of  tobacco  16«.  tax;  and  of  spirits 
I4c8.  tax;  and  yet  the  hon.  Member  said 
the  people  were  well  off,  and  that  taxation 
had  not  increased  since  1828  I  In  this 
country  there  is  now  raised,  with  the  sanc- 
tion of  Parliament,  more  than  any  despotic 
monarch  of  any  nation  ever  wrung  from  his 
subjects.  When  the  hon.  Member  alluded 
to  the  reduction  of  taxation  which  had  been 
made,  he  had  not  been  quite  fair  upon  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tam^ 
worth.  So  long  as  I  have  a  seat  in  this 
HousO  I  shall  fdways  be  ready  to  pay  the 
tribute  of  my  gratitude  to  that  right  hon. 
Baronet  for  his  statesmanlike  conduct,  and 
I  am  bold  to  say  that  the  country  looks 
upon  him  as  the  real  and  only  adminis^ 
trator  in  this  House.  It  is  all  very  well 
to  say  that  the  cry  for  reform  has  been 
raised  by  paid  agitators  and  hired  lecturers 
(such  a  remark  was  trell  calculated  to 
create  a  laugh  in  the  House),  but  the  hon. 
Member  has  confounded  cause  and  effect; 
the  paid  agitators  and  hired  lecturers  aro 
the  effects  and  not  the  causes  of  public 
discontent* 

The  first  point  to  be  considered  is — how 
far  it  may  be  expedient  to  enlarge  the 
suffrage?  and  in  arguing  this  I  will  not 
enter  into  any  discussion  as  to  the  abstract 
right  of  voting.  I  take  it  that  the  object 
of  all  representation  is  that  it  should  be  a 
reflection  of  the  intelligence,  probity,  in- 
dustry, and  wealth  of  ^e  community;  fbf 
this  purpose  some  external  test  must  be 
adopted;  we  cannot  enforce  the  abstract 
claims  of  right  which  are  abrogated  by  the 
first  institution  of  society.  I  am  of  opinion» 
that  by  founding  the  qualification  to  yotll 
on  household  or  residential  suffrage,  you 
will  admit  a  large  body  of  men  who  are  in 
every  way  qualified  for  the  exercise  of  the 
franchise.  I  was  surprised  to  hear  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Surrey  (Mr.  H. 
Drummond)  affirm  **  that  the  great  body 
of  mechanics  cared  little  and  knew  nothing 
of  theories  of  government  :*'  let  him  only 
look  at  the  books  which  are  publiahed,  the 
institutes  which  are  built,  and  I  feel  per* 
5uade«l  1  do  not  etrr  in  saying,  that  whilst 
the  education  of  the  npper  olasses  haf 
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stood  BiiU,  tbat  of  the  mechdnicd  lind 
humbler  dassea  has  advanced;  nay,  that 
nine  out  of  fen  could  give  a  better  reason 
for  their  votes  than  many  Members  of  this 
House.  In  1822  the  noble  Lord  based  his 
measure  for  reform  on  the  increasing  in- 
telligence and  education  of  the  humbler 
classes :  will  he  affirm  that  in  1848  intelli- 
gence and  education  have  not  made  enor* 
mous  progress  ?  But,  Sir,  it  is  not  difficult 
to  show,  for  those  who  are  *'  guided  by 
tradition,"  that  the  original  right  to  vote 
was  vested  in  all  householders,  not  merely 
ten-pounders.  (See  Committee  of  1623 
and  1624).  A  Committee  which  had  been 
described  by  Lord  Brougham  and  by  Mr. 
Hallam,  the  historian,  as  the  most  learned 
Committee  that  ever  sat,  consisting  of  Ser- 
jeant Glanville,  Lord  Coke,  Mr.  Selden, 
and  Noy,  afterwards  Attorney  General  to 
Charles  !.»  and  other  eminent  men,  gene- 
rally known  as  Serjeant  Glanville 's  Com- 
mittee, declared  in  their  first  resolution 
that  **  all  men  who  were  inhabitant  house- 
hoklers,  resident  within  the  borough,  were 
entitled  to  a  vote  as  well  as  freemen.*'  Be 
it  observed,  all  inhabitant  householders, 
not  10^  householders  alone.  This  house- 
hold suffrage  was  advocated  by  Mr.  Pitt 
in  1795,  and  by  Lord  Grey  in  1817.  In 
1830  a  Bill  was  brought  into  this  House 
by  Lord  Blandford,  and  a  very  sweeping 
measure  too,  not  only  for  the  payment  of 
Members,  but  for  the  admission  of  the 
clergy  to  Parliament,  for  electoral  dis- 
tricts, and  for  household  suffrage;  and  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  and  some  of 
bis  Colleagues  voted  for  the  introduction 
of  that  BiU.  But  a  Cabinet  Minister  had 
given  a  very  strong  opinion  on  the  point  of 
household  suffrage.  In  1830  Sir  J.  C. 
Hobbouse  moved  this  resolution  : — 

*•  That  no  House  of  Commons  will  deserve  the 
eonlldenoe  of  the  people  until  the  right  of  suffrage 
be  extended  to  all  householders  paying  taxes  and 
parochial  rates — until  each  Member  is  chosen  by 
a  pTOportioaate  number  of  electors — until  the  du- 
imtioB  of  Parliament  is  materially  shortened — and 
until  eaeh  rieotor,  without  hope  or  fear  of  private 
losi  or  gain,  is  allowed  to  vote  by  ballot." 

Sir  J.  Hobbouse  went  on  to  say  that — 

"  The  opinion  of  the  wisest  man  in  the  world, 
Jeremy  Bentham,  was  in  favour  of  this  proposi> 
tion." 

Biit»  alas !  sinoe  that  period  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  followed  the  example  of  another 
••  Jeremy/'  better  known  for  his  versatility 
than  hit  wisdom. 

But  what  peculiar  virtue  does  the  noble 
Lord  and  his  Colleagues  find  in  the  10/. 
mflraga?   In   the  course   of  the  present 
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Session  the  noble  Lord  introduced  a  Bill, 
giving  SI.  tenants-at-will  a  right  to  vote  in 
Ireland;  whereas,  in  this  country,  the  ^02. 
tenant-at-will  only  has  a  right  to  vote.  If 
he  applied  that  principle  to  Ireland,  for 
what  possible  reason  was  the  102.  vote  pre- 
ferred in  England  ?  I  hope  some  Member 
of  the  Government  will  be  able  to  give  a 
distinct  and  definite  reason  for  this  dififer- 
ence.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bucks  (Mr. 
Disraeli)  had  gone  very  fully  into  this  ques- 
tion, and  had  said  he  looked  upon  the  suf- 
frage not  as  a  trust,  or  a  right,  but  as  a 
privilege.  The  truth  is,  the  electors  in 
one-half  of  the  small  boroughs  look  upon 
it  neither  as  a  trust,  a  right,  nor  a  privi- 
lege, but  as  a  perquisite !  The  new  read- 
ing given  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
amptonshire afibrds  the  House  an  insight 
into  the  motives  and  views  with  which 
these  people  regard  the  suffrage.  There 
is  a  great  deal  of  mock  modesty  among 
hon.  Members  with  regard  to  bribery;  I 
do  not  believe  that  half  of  them  are  sincere 
in  their  abhorrence  of  it.  Is  it  not  noto- 
rious tbat  there  are  not  twenty  Gentlemen 
in  the  House  who  did  not  pay  pretty 
smartly,  and  draw  large  cheques  on  their 
bankers,  for  the  expenses  of  their  seats  in 
Parliament  ?  Instead  of  taking  some  poor 
unfortunate  wretch,  who  had  taken  a  bribe 
for  his  vote,  and  thrusting  him  into  New- 
gate, if  the  Government  were  sincere  they 
would  strike  at  the  fountain-head.  The 
origin  of  bribery  had  been  ascribed  to  the 
Whig  party,  "as  an  expedient  for  coun- 
teracting the  power  of  the  landed  inter- 
est;'* and  it  is  certain  that  the  Tory  party 
brought  in  the  first  Bill  against  bribery  in 
1729.  The  first  charge  of  bribery  on  re- 
cord occurred  in  1571,  in  the  borough  of 
Westbury.  Though  the  practice  might 
have  originated  with  the  Whigs,  it  is  now 
equally  shared  in  by  all  parties  in  the 
State.     A  celebrated  satirist  had  said  — 

"  Those  who  would  gain  the  votes  of  British 
trihes. 

Must  add  to  force  of  merit  force  of  hribes." 

This  was  written  in  the  last  century,  and 
is  equally  applicable  at  the  present  day,  if 
not  more  so.  If  hon.  Members  were  sin- 
cere in  all  their  fine  speeches,  and  in  the 
horror  which  they  expressed  of  bribery, 
they  had  nothing  to  do  but  to  extend  the 
area  of  voting.  I  wish  to  guard  myself 
against  being  misunderstood;  for  I  think 
my  hon.  Fiiend  (Mr.  Hume)  has  been 
completely  misunderstood,  and  probably 
a  great  many  people  are  too  anxious  to 
misunderstand  him,  on  the  subject  of 
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electoral  districts.  All  he  proposes  is  to 
increase  the  area  of  voting.  1,  for  one, 
will  never  he  a  party  to  swamping  those 
local  landmarks  of  my  country  —  muni- 
cipal institutions;  hut  it  is  a  monstrous 
and  glaring  iniquity  that  horoughs  like 
Harwich  and  St.  Alhans  should  each 
send  two  Memhers  to  Parliament,  and 
thus  he  placed  on  a  par  with  such  towns 
as  Liverpool  and  Birmingham.  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen are  really  not  aware  of  the  mon- 
strous inequality  of  the  present  system. 
The  Kensington  district  of  the  metropolis, 
comprising  Kensington,  Chelsea,  Bromp- 
ton,  Hammersmith,  Fulham,  and  Chiswick, 
contains  an  area  of  8,440  acres,  or  14 
square  miles;  its  rateahle  value  is  484,000^ ; 
its  population  110,000;  and  it  has  a  voting 
population  of  18,345.  It  sends  no  Mem- 
her  to  this  House;  while  the  little  horoughs 
of  Calne,  Dartmouth,  and  Midhurst,  with 
very  small  populations,  each  send  one 
Memher;  and  Harwich  and  Thetford,  with 
very  small  populations,  send  four. 

The  House  is  hound,  if  it  means  to  car- 
ry out  its  authority  in  respect  to  hribery, 
and  is  sincere  in  its  horror  of  the  practice, 
to  take  immediate  steps  for  increasing  the 
area  of  voting.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Bucks  (Mr.  Disraeli)  had  expressed  great 
dread  of  Glasgow  sending  seven  Memhers, 
and  had  dwelt  on  the  superiority  of  the 
county  he  represented.  I  know  something 
of  that  county.  Mr.  Pitt  never  sat  for 
any  place  in  that  county  as  has  been  said 
by  the  hon.  Member.  Mr.  Burke  had  been 
returned  for  a  borough  in  Bucks  by  Lord 
Verney,  who  afterwards  quarrelled  with 
him  and  turned  him  adrift.  I  once  had 
the  honour  of  sitting  for  a  place  in  that 
county  (Wycombe),  and  will  tell  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  now  represents  that  bo- 
rough, that,  had  the  voters  had  the  protec- 
tion of  the  ballot,  he  would  not  have  been 
elected.  There  is  only  that  one  borough 
out  of  four  in  Bucks  which  is  not  open  to 
undue  influence,  and  it  is  sliding  from  its 
virtue — ^it  has  been  wooed  by  **a  gay  se- 
ducer," remarkable  for  the  beauty  of  his 
notes !  The  annual  rateable  value  of 
Bucks  is  674,000^.,  and  it  sends  eleven 
Members  to  Parliament.  The  annual  va- 
lue of  Middlesex  is  7,293,000^.,  and  it 
sends  fourteen  Members  to  Parliament.  I 
might  also  instance  Sussex  and  Lanca- 
shire; but  the  proportions  are  so  ridiculous 
that  the  system  defeats  its  own  object,  and 
fails  to  represent  even  the  property  of  the 
country,  for  population  and  property  are 
very  nearly  connected,  and  it  is  only  in 


exceptional  cases  that  they  do  not  go  to- 
gether.    Again,   if  this  House  wishes  to 
put   an  end  to   bribery  and   intimidation 
(those  Gemini !  which  were  commonly  bom 
at  the  time  of  a  general  election).  Mem- 
bers would  consider  the  expediency  of  giv- 
ing their  constituents  the  protection  of  the 
ballot.     All  the  arguments  yet  used  in  op- 
position to  the  ballot  are  founded  more  on 
sentiment  than  on  reason.    The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  J.  Russell)  had  referred  to  America, 
and  said  that  "  every  man's  vote  was  known 
there  though  they  had  the  ballot."     This 
is  a  proof  that  the  ballot  did  away  with  in- 
timidation and  bribery,  and  hence  a  man 
was  careless  whether  his  vote  was  known 
or  not.     The  noble  Lord  had  also  referred 
to  the  election  of  the  National  Assembly  in 
France,  where  the  ballot  was  resorted  to, 
and  this  he  seemed  to  think  a  clinching 
argument,  which  was  to  *'  fright  the  isle 
from  its  propriety."     But  under  the  for- 
mer dynasty  in  France,  out  of  a  population 
of  34,000,000  not  200,000  men  had  voted 
for  the  election  of  deputies;  and  it  was 
owing  to  the  ballot  alone  that  any  inde- 
pendent men   found  their  way  into  the 
Chamber.     The  superiority  of  the  ballot 
has  been  proved  in  the  recent  elections  in 
that  country,  for  it  was  only  by  its  pro- 
tection that  any  men  of  Conservative  prin- 
ciples could  have  been  returned.      The 
usual  argument  against  the  ballot  is  a  sort 
of  hustings  declamation — that  it  is  "  un» 
English;  "  but  is  it  not  more  un-£nglidi 
to  traffic  in  votes,  and  make  a  poor  tmdfr 
vote  against  his  conscience?      ProbaUhf 
many  Members  are  aware  that  the  CoM*- 
mittee  of  four  who  sat  on  the  Reform  BBl 
in  1831,  consisting  of  Lord  Grey,  Loni 
John  Russell,  Lord  Duncannon,  and  IiMl 
Durham,   recommended    that    the    baiUet 
should  be  introduced,  and  that  the  daoa 
tion  of  Parliaments  should  be  shorteMd 
This  cannot  be  denied.     And  when  tb» 
Chandos  clause   was    introduced   in  tbi 
House,   Lord    Althorp   declared    tbuH. 
would  be  a  great  step  towards  rendiOi. 
the  ballot  necessary;  and  Lord  Grej  ii&. 
the  same  argument  in  the  other  Honie. 
will  ask  those  twenty  Gentlemen  who  wot 
for  the  ballot  in  1842,  some  of  whom  u 
very  hard  language  towards  the  nohki  1 
at  the  head  of  the  Government,  wt^t- 
any  of  them  would  be  swayed  for  %Xi 
stant  by  the  arguments  with  wfaidi 
noble   Lord  had  opposed   the    btOot 
1 848  ?     Twenty  supporters  of  the  GoV 
ment  and  two  Cabinet       listeni  fO|ef^ 
the  ballot  then.     I  hope  klMj  wiB.  bj?'  - 
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to  their  convictions  in  1842,  and  vote  for 
it  now. 

The  qualification  of  Members  has  not 
been  touched  on  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose.  This  is  by  no  means  part  of 
''our  ancient  institutions;*'  it  is  quite  a 
recent  innovation.  In  1703,  a  Parliament, 
which  was  very  jealous  of  the  commercial 
classes,  and  desirous  that  all  the  power  of 
the  country  should  be  vested  in  the  landed 
gentry,  passed  an  Act  by  which  no  man 
who  had  less  than  3002.  a  year  in  land 
could  sit  in  Parliament.  This  has  been 
since  altered  by  Mr.  Warburton's  Act. 
Mr.  Macaulay,  whether  he  were  in  the  Ca- 
binet or  not  nobody  knew,  had  said — 

**  It  if  no  part  of  the  constitution  of  the  king- 
dom that  a  qualification  shall  be  required ;  nor  is 
H  a  part  of  the  consequences  of  the  Revolution. 
It  wai  introduced  by  a  bad  Parliament,  now  held 
in  no  great  esteem,  for  the  purpose  of  defeating 
the  ReTolution  and  excluding  the  Protestant  suc- 
i  to  the  Crown." 


What  did  the  hon.  Member  for  North  War- 
wickshire (Mr.  Spooner)  think  of  that  ? 

Another  question  is  as  to  the  duration 
of  Paiiiaments.  If  ever  there  was  a  mon- 
strous infraction  of  the  constitution,  it  was 
in  passing  the  Septennial  Bill;  it  was  one 
of  the  Whig  jobs  of  the  day.  In  1715, 
the  Whig  faction  of  that  time  were  very 
moeh  a^id  that  the  people  were  in  fa- 
Toar  of  the  Pretender;  and  they  passed  a 
Bill,  which  was  not  first  introduced  here, 
bat  in  the  other  House,  by  the  Duke  of 
DAvonshire,  enacting  that  the  then  Parlia- 
ment should  last  seven  years.  The  Bill 
was  opposed  by  the  Tory  party,  but  for  no 
Tcry  good  reasons.  One  of  them.  Sir  John 
Barnard,  opposed  it  because  "  be  thought 
that  country  Gentlemen  should  always  be 
returned  to  that  House,  and  nobody  else." 
Bat  the  House  passed  the  Septennial  Bill, 
a  permanent  remedy  for  a  temporary  occa- 
non.  They  did  more;  they  even  proposed 
to  continue  that  Parliament  for  seven  years 
longer.  If  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  looks  through  the  records 
of  the  duration  of  Parliaments,  he  will  find, 
that  since  the  reign  of  George  II.,  they 
have  averaged  five  years  and  a  half.  The 
Septennial  Act  was  a  fraud  from  the  com- 
mencement, and  you  who  wish  stare  super 
antimuu  vias^  are  bound  to  repeal  it.  I 
ahoiud  have  stopped  here  had  not  the  noble 
Lord  thrown  out  a  challenge  and  denied 
that  the  Government  of  this  country  was 
carried  on  for  the  benefit  of  the  aristo- 
eraej;  and  he  quoted  Tacitus  !  The  hon. 
Member  for  Surrey  (Mr.  H.  Drummond) 
also  qooted  Dodd's  Parliamentary  Com- 


panion,  to  show  how  many  vulgar  fellows 
without  grandfathers  were  Members  of  Par- 
liament. Well,  I  have  consulted  Dodd,  and 
here  are  the  results :  I  find,  according  to 
Dodd,  that  there  are  forty-two  boroughs 
still  subject  to  local  influence;  thirty-three 
are  under  the  direct  influence  of  Peers. 
Eighteen  Members  in  this  House  represent 
eleven  Whig  Peers,  and  thirty-threere  pre- 
sent twenty- two  Tory  Peers.  And  these 
forty-two  boroughs  have  as  much  influence 
in  the  House  as  the  cities  of  London,  Dub- 
lin, Edinburgh,  Liverpool,  and  Glasgow. 
But  when  the  noble  Lord  says  that  Go- 
vernment •*  is  not  carried  on  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  aristocracy,"  here  is  my  answer, 
again  according  to  Dodd.  There  are  6 
Marquesses  in  this  House !  8  Earls !  25 
Viscounts !  36  Lords  !  61  Baronets  !  and 
12  Honourable  Misters  !  There  are  alto- 
gether 274  persons  connected  with  Peers 
and  the  aristocracy  in  the  House,  besides 
44  officers  of  the  Army,  8  of  the  Navy, 
exclusive  of  those  who  are  officially  con- 
nected with  the  Government,  making,  in. 
the  whole,  334  Members  who  are  under 
the  direct  influence  of  the  aristocracy. 
Let  it  not  be  supposed  that  1  am  at- 
tacking the  individuals:  I  am  attacking 
the  system,  not  the  men;  and  I  say  that 
the  power  of  the  aristocracy  has  increased, 
is  increasing,  and  ought  to  be  diminished. 
We  have  heard  somewhat  of  family  peti- 
tions in  this  House.  Why,  what  is  the 
whole  foundation  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment in  this  country  ?  Its  foundation 
rests  upon  family  arrangements.  Nearly 
the  whole  Cabinet  are  related  to  each  other 
by  ties  of  birth  or  marriage.  The}-  form 
a  snug  family  party!  And  they  so  far 
differ  from  another  exhibition  called  the 
**  Happy  Family,**  that,  whereas  in  the 
one  case  all  the  animals  are  distinct  in 
species,  in  the  other,  whilst  admitting  the 
great  knowledge  and  talents  in  individuals, 
you  can  only  account  for  their  ricketty 
offspring  in  legislation  by  knowing  that 
the  parents  are  all  related. 

So  much  for  the  constitution  of  the  Ca- 
binet. The  same  aristocratic  element  is 
visible  in  the  subordinate  officers;  look  at 
the  Treasury  bench  in  this  House — it  is 
occupied  by  either  the  scions  or  attaches  of 
the  great  Whig  families,  chequered  here 
and  there  with  some  statistical  man  of  the 
people,  just  to  give  a  popular  tone  to  the 
composition;  and  if  you  find  the  repre- 
sentative of  a  large  liberal  constituency  in 
in  such  company,  you  may  be  sure  that  his 
former  principles  have  become  sickly,  and 
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that  his  present  associates  have  treated 
him  as  gipsies  are  reported  to  treat  stolen 
children — '^disfigured  him  to  make  him 
pass  for  their  own."  In  short,  turn  where 
you  will,  whether  in  colonial  management 
w  diplomaoj,  it  wiU  be  found  that  for  the 
nost  part  GoTernment  *'  has  been  carried 
en  for  the  benefit  of  the  aristocracy;"  but 
the  noble  Lord  says,  the  **  Howards  and 
the  Stanleys  are  not  to  be  precluded  from 
holding  situations;*'  allow  me  to  suggest 
that  the  "  Howards  and  the  Stanleys*' 
have  as  good  a  right  (and  no  more)  as 
others  to  hold  places,  and  it  is  somewhat 
singular  that  few  of  the  Howards  or  of  the 
Stanleys  are  in  public  places.  There  are 
others  there  who  have  not  such  good 
claims,  and  who  make  a  good  thing  of 
them.  We  do  not  complain  that  men  of 
the  name  of  Howard  and  Stanley  have 
places,  but  we  complain  that  "  Lord  Tom^ 
noddies"  are  pushed  into  office,  while  other 
men  of  equal  and  perhaps  better  preten- 
sions, but  not  of  such  high  birth,  are  ex- 
cluded. The  present  Government  is  a  go- 
vernment of  great  families  merely.  Are 
the  Members  of  that  Government  remark- 
able for  any  great  or  overpowering  talents? 
Is  the  Colonial  Office  so  well  administered  ? 
Is  the  Financial  Department  so  well  at- 
tended to  ?  Are  you  keeping  your  pro- 
mises when  out  of  office  to  Ireland  ?  Are 
these  the  reasons  why  you  are  retaining 
your  places  ?  No;  you  are  keeping  them 
because  none  of  the  great  families  are  pre- 
pared to  take  your  places.  You  are  keep- 
ing the  Government  because  the  people 
cannot  make  Lords  of  the  Bedchamber,  or 
get  Lords  in  the  other  House  to  thump 
the  red  box !  The  people  of  this  country 
only  want  a  Government  of  practical  men; 
and  my  conscientious  belief  is,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Hud- 
son) and  othersj  who  can  manage  railway 
boards  equally  well,  are  as  well  qualified 
to  conduct  the  Government  as  the  noble 
Lords  who  now  fonn  such  a  select  family 
compact.  The  noble  Lord,  at  the  close  of 
his  speech  the  other  night,  quoted  an 
American  gentleman,  who  said  that  the 
British  constitution  was  **  so  long  and  so 
strong."  The  noble  Lord  was  caught  by 
the  rhyme.  But  in  1831  the  noble  Lord 
said  that  the  constitution  of  this  country 
had  never  been  **  settled  for  fifty  years." 
Why  was  the  constitution  **  so  long  and  so 
strong  ?  "  Because  it  went  with  the  spirit 
of  the  times  : — 

"  The  constitution  of  this  House,  instead  of       *  See  Lord  John  Russell,  June  24th,  1881,  on 
being  settled,   inviolable,   and  invariable,  was  a    Reform  Bill. 


constitution  that  never  for  fifty  yoara  together 
during  a  long  period  was  at  all  settled."  * 

Before  resuming  my  seat  I  cannot  re- 
frain from  adverting  to  some  remarks 
which  fell  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bucks  (Mr.  Disraeli).  Towards  the  eon- 
clusion  of  his  speech,  he  told  us  that  ha 
objected  to  any  amendment  of  the  repre- 
sentation, because  it  was  promoted  and 
favoured  by  the  middle  classes;  and  he 
went  on  to  say,  that  the  only  possible  Go- 
vernment in  England,  was  one  which  re- 
lied on  the  use  of  **  traditionary  influences," 
and  "  the  great  properties  round  which 
men  might  rally."  I  beg  leave  to  remind 
the  hon.  Member,  who  now  talks  so  slight*- 
ingly  of  the  niiddle  classes,  that  on  a  re- 
cent occasion  when  the  peaee  and  safety  of 
this  metropolis  were  threatened,  the  cool 
heads  and  strong  arms  of  the  middle 
classes  stood  between  the  "  great  pcoper- 
ties"  and  revolution;  it  was  to  their  exists 
ence  you  owe  your  present  safety;  that 
class,  which,  uniting  the  ornamental  and 
polished  superstructure  to  the  BM>re  rude 
and  solid  foundation,  is  in  fact  the  cement 
which  ensures  the  stability  of  the  glorious 
fabric;  let  the  hon.  Gendeman  bear  the 
eulogium  of  Lord  Brougham  on  those  mid-^ 
die  classes : — 

**  He  spoke  of  the  middle  dasses— of  Ae  thou- 
sands and  tens  of  thousands  of  the.  middle  ordert 
of  the  State,  the  most  numerous,  and  by  far  the 
most  wealthy  class  in  the  country;  for  all  their 
Lordships'  castles,  manors,  funds,  and  acres,  if 
brought  to  the  hammer,  and  sold  at  fifty  years' 
purchase,  would  kick  the  beam,  when  oouDter- 
poised  by  the  wealth  of  the  middle  oUsses,  who 
were  the  depositaries  of  sober,  rational,  intelli- 
gent,  and  honest  English  feeling ;  they  were  not 
to  be  browbeaten  by  classic  quotations,  and,  as  for 
an  epigram,  they  cared  for  it  as  little  as  a  cannon- 
ball  ;  they  wero  grave,  intelligent,  and  rational 
people,  who  long  considered  a  subject  before  they 
made  up  their  minds  upon  it :  he  did  not  believe 
any  thinking  man  could  dream  of  the  possibility  of 
carrying  on  any  Government  in  spite  of  those 
middle  classes." 

Then,  Sir,,  as  to  those  **  traditionary  in- 
fluences"  we  are  told  oL  What  does  the 
hon.  Member  mean  by  using  this  political 
Puscyism  of  tradition  ?  I  deny  that  the 
nobility  ever  exercised  any  "  traditionary 
influence"  in  this  House;  true,,  there  are 
certain  traditions  to  be  found  in  the  musty 
rolls  of  the  Parliamentary  register — ^we 
read  of  a  county  Member  having  beeu  su« 
pcrseded  in  his  election  because  the  Garter 
King-at-Arms  could  not  discover  the  Mem- 
ber's coat-of-arms  in  the  Heralds*  OflSce ! 
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and  that  jcnir  predeceBsors,  Sir,  in  that 
chair  formerly  sat  in  cocked  hats !  but 
when  will  jou  find  that  the  aristocracy  ex- 
ercised a  '*  traditionary  influence  ?  "  The 
bon.  Member  well  knows  that  the  ancient 
nobles  of  this  kingdom  were  killed  off  in 
the  wi^rs  of  the  Roses — he  well  knows 
Henry  VII.  with  difficulty  collected  twenty- 
eight  Peers  to  sit  in  his  first  Parliament, 
and  that  even  the  most  ancient  of  your 
modem  Peers  can  only  date  their  patents 
of  preferment  from  men  who  were  the  pan- 
ders and  parasites  of  Henry  YIII. ! 

Surely  the  hon.  Member  does  not  wish 
us  to  recur  to  the  real  *'  traditionary  in- 
fiaence"  which  the  Crown  formerly  exer- 
cised in  returning  Members  to  Parliament 
— when  boroughs  were  created  and  corpo- 
rations cashiered  as  it  suited  the  designs 
or  caprices  of  an  arbitrary  despot.  Why, 
in  the  reign  of  the  third  Edward,  Lanca- 
ahire  sent  but  one  Member  to  this  House; 
in  that  of  Henry  VII.  the  county  of  York 
had  only  two  representatiycs  I  namely,  for 
York  and  Scarborough.  The  county  and 
city  of  Durham  returned  no  Members  till 
1673;  and  the  Members  for  Newark  owed 
their  seats  to  the  last  profligate  Act  of 
Charles  II.  This,  Sir,  was  the  **  tradi- 
tionary  influence,"  as  exercised  by  the 
Crown,  and  the  effects  would  be  the  same 
as  sovght  to  be  exercised  by  an  ambitious 


But  the  hon.  Member  makes  a  last  ap- 
peal to  the  gentlemen  of  England,  as  being 
**  the  proper  leaders  of  the  people."  Sir, 
as  a  class,  I  respect  the  gentlemen  of 
England;  I  reverence  their  sterling  ho- 
nesty, generous  courage,  and  flowing  cha- 
rity, but  I  dispute  that  they  have  ever  put 
themselves  forward  as  the  leaders  of  popular 
opinions.  You  may  point  to  Hampden,  but 
he  was  disowned  by  the  gentry  of  his  day; 
and  to  come  down  to  more  modern  events^ 
let  me  ask,  who  precipitated  the  American 
war  ?  who  resisted  the  repeal  of  the  Test 
and  Corporation  Acts?  who  delayed  Ca- 
tholic Emancipation,  and  struggled,  but  in 
vain,  against  Reform?  Why,  Sir,  the 
country  party  invoked  by  the  Member  for 
Bucks !  and  even  during  this  present  Ses- 
sion how  have  they  been  employed  ?  Why^ 
they  have  brought  in  a  Bill  which  allows 
their  tenants  to  shoot  hares,  and  they  have 
thrown  out  a  great  measure  of  emancipa- 
tion which  had  for  its  object  to  strike  off 
the  last  rusty  links  of  persecution  from  a 
people  who  have  groaned  for  centuries 
under  the  "  traditionary  influences"  of 
bigotry  and  superstition  I  Sir,  I,  for  one, 
deprecate  the  arraying  of  class  against 
class :  the  best  friends  of  civilisation  are 
those  who  seek  to  unite  all  classes  in  a 
common  bond;  and  as  I  believe,  to  use  the 
words  of  a  great  historian  and  philosopher. 


oligarchy.     Then  as  to  the  watchword  of  |  that  ''it  is  the  participation  of  numbers 
*' rallying  round  the  large  properties" —  j  in  the  Government,  and  not  in  the  name  of 
the  same  cry  was  raised  in  the  days  of  j  republic  as  opposed  to  monarchy  that  con- 
stitutes liberty — and  that  true  freedom  is 


^y  .  .     . 

Cromwell.  It  is  recorded  by  an  historian 
of  whom  the  country  may  well  be  proud —  I 
I  allude  to  the  lamented  father  of  the  hon.  ; 
Member  for  Bucks — **  that  one  troop  of : 
Charles's  guards  who  fought  at  Edgehill  I 
in  the  great  rebellion,  boasted  that  their  ' 
revenues  were  equal  to  all  the  Members 
who  voted  against  them  in  the  Commons*  i 
Honse  of  Parliament;"  but  we  do  not  find 
that  the  "  large  properties"  of  that  day 


only  consistent  with  the  removal  of  all 
shackles  on  thought,  education,  and  reli- 
gion," I  shall,  in  concurrence  with  these 
sentiments,  give  my  humble  support  to 
the  resolutions  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose. 

Mr.  Serjeant  TALFOURD  said,  though 
he  was  reluctant  to  intrude  upon  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  on  subjects  so  momen- 


were  able  to  contend  against  the  power  of  tous  as  those  which  the  question  brought 
public  opinion  I  And  when  the  hon.  Gen- ,  before  them,  yet  there  were  some  circum- 
tleman  tries  to  "  conjure  spirits  from  the  stances  attending  his  connexion  with  those 
Tatty  deep,"  and  points  to  the  Tories  of,  by  whom  the  measure  was  brought  for- 
the  days  of  Bolingbroke  as  examples  to ;  ward  which  made  him  still  more  reluctant 
hb  own  followers,  he  forgets  that  the  New- :  to  give  a  silent  vote.  At  an  early  period 
degatea  and  Sibthorps  of  to-day  have  of  his  life  he  felt  an  ardent  sympathy  with 
nothing  in  common  with  the  Wyndhams  political  reform — he  sympathised  with  any 
and  Shippens  of  the  last  century;  he  for-  and  with  every  success  in  those  measures 
gats  that  the  old  country  party  were  linked  for  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
iogetiier  for  the  restoration  of  the  Stuarts,  was  so  honourably  distinguished  —  and 
and  that  with  that  ill-starred  race  their 
principles  expired — 


**  The  kntghti  are  dust, 
Thar  good  iwords  rust, 
And  thtir  soulu  are  with  the  saints  we  trust." 


therefore  he  could  not  offer,  as  he  must  do, 
an  earnest  and  decided  opposition  to  the 
resolution  which  that  hon.  Gentleman  had 
placed  before  the  House — he  could  not  re- 
pudiate that  picture  in  little  of  a  revolution 


m 
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wKiek  it  presented  to  his  apprehension, with- 
oiit  Mt  the  same  time  asserting  the  consist- 
eaej  of  the  course  which  he  was  ahout  to  take 
M  Jeeboio^  to  go  farther  in  the  path  to  which 
iJie  hoo.  Member  invited  them.  If  he  felt 
aajr  real  ioi propriety  in  the  course  he  had 
kilherto  pursued  —  if  experience,  and  years, 
aiMl  the  reality  of  events*  had  wrought  any 
elkaftg<»  in  bin  opinions — he  hoped  he  should 
avoir  that  change  without  apprehension 
and  with^iut  honitation.  But,  believing 
Ibat  lb4>  oourM^  bo  was  now  about  to  take 
waa  oofMiiilont  with  the  course  which  he 
biM)  hitherto  taken,  he  felt  that  it  was 
#{jl^bt  for  ofio  who  bad  little  to  boast  of  be- 
yoMl  ihts  iiioral  harmony  and  consistency  of 
hUk  pa^t  afMl  proiioiit  views  to  explain  them. 
iu  UH»kiuii  bitok  for  thirty  years,  he  was 
l>f»Ablo4  U»  Miihraoo  a  oomproheusive  glance 
ut  tbo  aithiovofiiouU  that  had  been  won  to 
ibi»  iKipular  caum»,  and  of  the  additions 
ihtki  tiad  htHsu  made  to  iho  |K>puUu*  ntreug  h 

bo  (tallod  to  tuihd  the  period  when  Uie 
i4('»4iiitati(*H  boioughn,  ovou  then  more  a 
nOf^uiial  th^m  a  luinvhiofi  wore  defended  by 
tbo  iM('4t  bjilllaut  i«tatoiimou  in  that  Uouse 
H4  iMtogi4i  Mat  tn  of  tho  uouAtitutioa  of  the 
<H<u»iMv  w  mm  tho  muuiviiml  uorporations 
«vOM»  futlo  h^tttoi'  than  a  lov^al  ariHtocracv, 
whtif  o«  Ui'iii  4^0  to  ago,  a  nulf-olooted  body 
MiHtMti(iMiul  |n*fi«oiiiiiou  of  |H>wo^-wheu  he 
i(.(.(«ll(M't(Ml  tiiat  tho  utatutoM  of  a  oaper 
«.mM-iM»,y  woio  iMttihtaiiuHl  by  the  bloody 
(.\0(.iiUci4  of  i«aiiMui>»at;y  lawn  and  when 
h(i  itt'^llt'il  to  uutut  that  ovory  attempt  of 
th(.  ynui^  id  ailvu^Mito  tho  powor  oi'  the  |»eo- 
|iif  «v«4i  M|tMv>44iHl  hy  tVoi|Uoat  proHocutious 
•(Mil  tvith  M'^iiio  ivMitouiH^Ji  cruelty  awak- 
It  (It  I  hy  li^iM  '^^i  (1  it  wore  uoooHhary  to 
|ii(.ti*iit  ti  hMw^th  iM'  luuvoiuout  from  dis- 
iH.llliij^  th'U  di^uml  v>m»hautinout  in  which 
iht-  mU\M  ^.vttom  titood  npivUbouud;  and 
\\U\>k\  liti  <<iiti')idoi^Hl  tho  groat  alterations 
jlna  li'iil  htMii  mt^tlo  ititu^o  thou-  when  he 
thimiiht  fl'  tlui  piiwur  that  was  wrested 
iMiiM  il»«-  .iihttMu^u^.v  iu  1H32.  and  given  to 
ihi<  jMwjih*  \\\hh\  ho  ooiuidorod  that  into 
|hi«  (hUKit  i|'Hl  (HiiiiiuutioUM  tho  popular  ele- 

,a  liati  l«t.«u  .ulmittpvl     that  tho  reform 

.,)  1(41.  i.iitulM.ii  Uw  hml  hwu  ao  extonMive, 
(ici).  i.\«.n  tl»»»  ut'tut  t»r  blood  ioaroi'ly  tinges 
H  ti  M,  uloii  hu  r.oiuulorod  that  the  press 
„.(.  tt'.t  only  luui  Ui»m  pr<Miwution,  but 
,  ,  (,  jiMio  .iout».\.iinHJ  wh\m  ho  ooHsulerod 
,(||  il,i .  h..  iltil  ut.t  thiuK  it  would  bo  ineon- 
.(,|.„l  (<.  th.^.hiio  goiug  further  on  in  tho 
.,„„.,  ,.  Mtt  .1.,  I.ut  lu  hoWiivg  thut  it  would 
J,i,  liM(..i  iu  iMot^MUituto  tho  powor  thoy 
IkuI  ntUMnl.  utol  to  o»v»  it  lor  ohtaiuing  ad- 

(hliiUho  toloMMiii  uhMVo  all,  hti  thought 
ftliKMhl  »H0  Itloi-  Mupavtiutf  knowledge, 
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and  that  piety,  without  which  knowledge 
was  either  a  trouble  or  a  curse  to  the  mass 
of  the  people,  which  would  prepare  them 
for  the  exercise  of  their  political  rights  in 
future  times.  He  believed  the  first  im- 
pression which  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  would  make  was, 
that  it  was  of  a  very  miscellaneous  charac- 
ter. There  were  four  distinct  reforms  em- 
braced in  one  resolution;  and  his  first  feel- 
ing in  looking  to  the  resolution  was,  a 
sense  of  the  injustice  that  was  done  to 
those  who  might  be  prepared  to  sympathise 
with  one  or  other  of  those  changes,  and 
who  were  compelled  by  this  resolution  to 
vote  either  for  or  against  them  all.  But 
there  was  another  circumstance  that  pre- 
sented itself  to  his  mind.  He  could  not 
help  perceiving  that  this  was  an  attempt  to 
emulate  another,  a  larger,  and,  he  must 
say,  a  nobler  scheme.  There  were  six 
points  in  the  People's  Charter,  dealing 
more  or  less  with  these  subjects;  and  this 
resolution  seemed  to  have  been  formed  on 
the  same  model,  but  in  such  a  diluted 
shape  as  to  induce  the  milder  or  more 
timid  ^reformers  to  adopt  it.  The  first 
point  in  this  lesser  People's  Charter  to 
which  he  would  advert  was  the  ballot;  and 
he  must  confess  he  was  struck  with  an  ad- 
mission in  the  opening  speech  of  the  mover 
of  this  resolution,  that  a  large  portion  of 
the  constituency,  even  as  it  at  present 
stood,  were  so  poor,  so  dependent,  so  open 
to  the  influences  of  money  and  power,  as 
to  require  this  artificial  protection;  and 
yet  at  the  same  moment  that  this  confes- 
sion was  made,  the  hon.  Member  proposed 
to  extend  the  suffrage  still  farther  to  this 
class,  which  be  had  described  as  so  poor, 
so  helpless,  and  so  dependent.  For  him- 
self, he  must  say,  that  looking  to  the 
ballot  singly,  and  believing  that  de- 
fect in  the  position  of  the  present  con- 
stituency which  the  hon.  Member  had 
described  to  be  true — believing  that  a 
portion  of  them  were  subject  to  those  bad 
mfluences  for  which  the  ballot  proposed  a 
remedy,  he,  for  one,  would  have  supported 
that  proposition.  He  believed,  however, 
that  the  importance  of  the  ballot  had  been 
exaggerated,  both  by  its  supporters  and 
its  opponents.  He  entirely  disbelieved  in 
the  efficacy  of  its  working — he  disbelieved 
in  the  power  of  any  mechanical  contri- 
vance to  keep  secret  the  most  important 
act  of  the  poor  man's  political  life;  but,  as. 
the  social  evil  was  so  great,  so  unmitigated, 
so  uncoraponsatoii,  he  would  rather,  be- 
lieving this  to  be  so,  and  looking  upon  the 
ballot  to  be  no  organic  change,  but  a  mere 
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matter  of  detail — he  would  rather  have 
supported  the  measure,  though  with  little 
hope  that  it  would  effectually  check  the 
eTiL  But  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
told  them,  and  his  reason,  if  true,  was  the 
most  effectual  condemnation  of  his  Motion, 
that  if  his  new  constituency  did  not  receive 
this  protection,  the  franchise  to  them 
would  be  prejudicial  instead  of  a  boon ; 
and,  he  must  add,  if  it  were  prejudicial  to 
them  it  would  be  an  enormous  curse  to  the 
coontrj,  because  it  would  consolidate  that 
worst  of  all  powers,  the  power  of  the 
purse,  at  the  expense  of  hondreds  of  thou- 
sands of  consciences,  which  would  be  de- 
liberately submitted  to  its  influence.  Was 
it  tme  that  the  constituency  which  it  was 
now  proposed  to  create,  were  really  in  that 
unhappy  condition,  that  nothing  but  the 
protection  of  the  l»aIlot-box  could  prevent 
this  new  Befonn  Bill  from  becoming  a 
curse  instead  of  a  bles&ing  i  and  were  they 
prepared  to  imsettle  all  the  ancient  insti- 
tutions of  the  country,  in  the  face  of  this 
admiasion  that  there  was  only  the  ballot- 
box  standing  between  the  chaz^tc-  of  ::= 
proTing  a  blessing  or  a  c::rse  Vj  the  co'^ri- 
try  ? — ^that  the  loIlot-UfX,  in  f&c;,  w&^  t/> 
be  the  ark  in  which  the  Liew-bora  IlVerJe* 
of  England  were  Vi  drlf;  thrv^izh  the 
storms  and  wliHvisHls  that  eLc^-^iiLWve'i 
them?  He  required  no  c:hc.'  *.d=J.-i:oa 
than  this  to  pet  th-s;  f.i^^i':',!.  :o  ai.T  uLi^Zi. 
whether  he  w&s  prej^r^^i  v^  J4.t^  a  ne^ 
sure  which  eo^^Vi  orlr  ie  e"£.:!^i:  by  -he 
of  its  a-:t^^7.  h'  ;i*  ''.■*iy,>''y.i 
held  up  t»>  prerec".  I-.s  'l»^\--j  \  vi--w: 
of  a  VjfiAilz^z,  ni*  L-i-  7r,^.:A 
nest  propotai  iL^'  'JL^fT^  *1:-^ ;  '-.•%  \r.^'.\  L 
Parfiamems.  y-yr.  r^aly  -iJ.*  vt*  *,-.  „::  * 
of  a  praetieal  ^jllz^.  tiii  ▼:  J:  Li.»^  *»v 
fittle  effibct,  tbu  i*  ''j^-ztr^i  ^'r-y  jl^*- 
If  ember  w«^£  •««:  L.fc:«j7  ^:  *-ii^  1  *  w:*-.. 
for  better  «r  w'jr».t.  -.-l  i^^  •j-.o:.-  .1  ;i-t: 
it  wna  enss?%c  v*  Ijt  :a-  r.rv^  ju.-* 
Bat  he  ©:4f«*»i  Ti*s  l^^c  --x  1^  *-»- 
peeted  hk  ua,  Jr^rji  ^l*  *-j.  _t:-ir  -v^ 
greater  Cianer.  "»'£iia  yr.y.^^i  1.-.-. -..u 
ParfiaoBeaitt.  "Tit^^J:,**  v^  •  'y.'".-:'.  .*.  r  .r 
Paifiaaesu  w-.«lj:  :•*  i  r>'-»^  ■■••  *-"-  ^'  — 
whether  Ek>.  2*t  £i>.«>:  r.u-.-.  ▼*.  u*- 
qinrel  «w  isrettr^i  »^*-7'  -v..^  :.-i  'y^\'yA 
his  mficaisr  *ar;i — wwr,'.-."  --.^  J:.'-.*^ 
voaUderrre  ii»rw  Kmr"-:  :'•■.»•.-  t  •'■^--i  i 

;a  VM-   "Jilt   ■*"  i:.*^-    i-.iu-it    -t' 

§At9ati   -r  zith  ?-r»*  *      ■. I •*■'.- 
it  w«  ynijf.**?:  --.   i -.  :■: -lv:   '.-   i 
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time — and,  he  feared,  it  would  only  be  for 
a  time.  Then  he  came  Ut  the  subfttantial 
parts  of  the  resolution,  which  involvfjd  an 
increase  of  the  franchise,  and  a  new  distri- 
bution of  the  electoral  constituencies. 
Here  he  must  admit  that,  if  the  schenje  of 
his  hon.  Friend  was  at  all  to  be  like  that 
which  the  family  petitioners  of  his  hon. 
Friend  understood  it  to  be,  then  there 
would  be  a  terrible  conhiiteocy  Wween 
his  scheme  for  extending  the  franchise  to 
the  mass  of  want  and  wretchedness  that 
existed  at  the  present  time,  and  the  tearing 
up  of  all  ties  that  bound  hjCbl  constitaen- 
cies  together — all  those  feelings  of  affec- 
tion and  kindness  that  existed  between  the 
representatire  and  the  represent^ — all 
that  gare  a  local  character  Vj  local  dis- 
tricts. But  the  hon.  Member  told  his  pe- 
titioners— for  it  was  Vj  be  remeuj  Wed  tnat 
he  had  eroked  a  cloud  of  family  petitions 
in  faroixr  of  electoral  di*tricts — he  uAd 
them,  "  I  do  not  deiire — God  forbid  tW 
I  shouM  d*r\:Tf: — to  C2t  cp  the  c'/ar*tfy  ilUj 
parallelograrr^fc."  But  the  petitloLert,  by 
whvMr  »:%dom  the  Lori.  Member  woraM 
hare  the  Houv5  Vj  be  g-iided,  ULdertt/y/l 
:Le  ton.  Merr-ber  ak  wl%h!tg  Vj  ta  jxif  the 
co-L:rT  i:.:o  pi.'a!IelogTa.T.».  B::!  z#ow  it 
*.zrz.Hd  '/-:  '.r-it  1;.%  Los.  Frietd  w^  eva- 
s^rratire  il  it.'.h  y/.z.\ — f'^r  erery  sal  wa* 
ciwrritlre  or.  K/rie  j</!Lt— -4:-d  Le  WA 
iLe:i  :}i4t  :.e  c!i  z.*a  \z.*jf:A  v>  do  ar.y  tvrh 
:i..'r-^ :    0-*.  t'-.i:  Le  Li/i  a  v/verr-e  '.i  L:« 


^*'^!e*  '.f  :: 


ir,- 


.v-f.e 


y.  r'..  f 


IfcT  -..»   J; .'.I   -^ry/iL  tLe 
"jbfz  ;    ti:,   «   t£e   Lvjl. 

F:-.:  "rvti  -rsirt  •.Ley  v^ 
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gpt  op  through  the  country.  If  there  had 
been  a  dinner — though  he  was  far  from  in- 
Mauating  that  there  was  one — he  would 
vealure  to  say,  that  Hume  and  household 
MitfW^^  was  the  toast  of  the  erening. 
The  habbling  gossip  of  the  air  eehoed  the 
efy  of  Hume  and  hou^t^old  suffrage.  But, 
hi  expounding  the  plan  which  he  had  in- 
Ipodueed,  the  hon.  Member  had  favoured 
thMA  with  an  interpretation  clause ;  and, 
•wUkMy,  stran>(e  as  were  the  interpreta- 
Uuu  <»)ai*s«s  which  ho  had  seen  in  Acts  of 
l'arliiiiu0iit,  he  had  never  seen  any  inter- 
pfttlAlii'U  Mi  tiinj^ular  as  that  which  his 
boi»«  Fttimd  had  ttxed  to  this  plain  old- 
fhmUUtUitd  KugHfeh  word.  The  hun.  Mem- 
(nst  *aid — 

"  hf  kMiUMoMvl  MutlVa^o  I  Uo  iiot  uhmoi  any 
ii*j|i4  «•}•«  IauUU  4  luiUttP,  Uut  vuk}f  body  (k»t  a  Ihhum 


» 


MfUAohiild  nutfr^tfo  wutt  ovidoiitly  an  on- 
ihiHiiH^  Uam  U«  thu  purtioM  who  had  scut 
up  itiOAi)  |Ji}litiuiiii  m  Hi>|»arato  coveys; 
Ifiit  i\ui  hi'ii.  MiMiibi»i-  mount  by  the  word 
ti««ii,yli(i(ly  ihiU  bud  nlopt  in  a  house,  and 
«i40(t(iM4l  fiom  hill  tVai^obiMo  only  those  who 
rth^pi  lu  ^ipay  touu;  ai»d  why  the  hon. 
U«(h*b(ii  «houM  o\cH5p|  thoMo  he  did  not 
Hufiw,  tor  thoy  would  atld  to  the  vuiicgatcd 
ufmni  iit  thti  tioouo,  iiud  they  would  not  be 
Om»  i«»if»t  iuduppmluiit  of  the  coimtituency. 
ihit  tho  riH^niiu  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
Knvo  t^'i  thU  h»ioi'proUtiou  cUumc  was  still 
uMiMi  iMll^ylujn  ^ht4n  iho  interpretation  itself 
Un  hii(l  UAi»d  tho  tiM'ui  household  suffrage, 
h(i  ^nU\,  bmtaiuu  tho  (loutlemeu  of  the  Com- 
iMUto4>.  4t  whoNO  MUggostiou  he  brought 
hiiwuid  thin  roiii»lutlun.  ug rood  to  use  the 
tMiM  hou»i»h^»ld  Muthugo.  though  they  could 
Mot  uj^MMt  i4«  to  tho  uu'aning.  And  this 
4tH4  hoiii  tho  (HMitnd  wi^ilom  of  that  body 
Hhd  hilt  h\m\  ^gitatiug  tho  country  for 
lt4(«iK«  l»i»iit  up(»n  a  ^ucMtion  regarding 
whhih  tiM«y  «»oiihl  ni»t  thomsolvci  agree, 
hut  whU»h'  tho.v  wrappod  up  in  language 
M«Ht  wti«  MU»o>«ptii>lo  of  any  meaning  that 
um  Miut  iiiii(ht  think  Ht  to  put  upon  it. 
Ih*  ithi  not  mui'iiilor,  however,  that  his 
hoM  l^'iiiMul  hud  nhrunk  from  proposing 
tH(MQ»«hohl  miltVu^o.  heoauso  whatever  it 
hi\^l\  huvo  hiMMi  In  tho  time  of  the  Ed- 
w*in\n  «i»»|  llohiv*.  whon  tlio  Crown,  as 
hu  Uiiu  l''riiMul  tlio  Momhor  for  Middlesex 
Hftfm^\k*^t\,  nuniiurttod  and  governed  this 
HtfU^h,  ||ii  would  viMituro  to  say  that  house- 
UfAfi  «Mlf»ttt/M,  fhough  tho  sound  was  agree- 
«^/|i:  u,  lUttU'  mvn,  WttH  of  all  notions  the 
m^mi  M\t^t\imn  and  absurd.  That  they 
t^mSA  t^l¥tt  Ui  <?viiry  man  who  was  tho  fa- 
ti0ff  t^f  tfhMrmi  that  ho  could  not  maintain, 


who  oeevpied  a  roof  in  some  squalid  part 
of  a  crowded  city,  or  who  by  the  favour  of 
the  lord  of  the  manor  threw  up  a  mud  hut 
on  a  heftth,  which  after  the  lapse  of  twenty 
years  he  perhaps  would  claim  for  his  own 
— to  give  to  such  a  father  of  a  family, 
steeped  in  poverty  to  the  very  lips,  and 
all  the  more  abject  and  dependent  because 
of  the  incumbrances  of  his  family — to  give 
him  the  franchise,  and  to  exclude  persons 
who  with  prudent  forethought  had  post* 
poned  the  enjoyment  of  the  greatest  bles- 
sings that  can  sweeten  life  untd  they  were 
in  a  position  to  maintain  a  family — to  ex* 
elude  young  men  and  clerks  in  the  highest 
state  of  respectability,  and  to  give  it  to  squa- 
lid want,  wretchedness,  and  misery,  was  cer- 
tainly the  most  unreasonable  of  all  schemes 
that  could  have  been  suggested.  Those, 
then,  were  the  schemes  that  were  before 
them.  There  was  one  question  which  had 
not  yet  been  answered,  and  which  he  should 
like  to  know.  Supposing  that  this  Bill 
was  passed,  did  they  intend  it  as  a  final 
settlement  of  the  question,  or  was  it  only 
to  be  an  instalm^it  ?  If  they  intended  it 
as  a  settlement,  they  knew  that  they  were 
presenting  to  the  House  what  would  prove 
to  be  a  mere  illusion — they  knew  that  it 
would  not  stand  for  a  single  year — ^they 
knew  that  the  farther  they  extended  the 
suffrage,  the  more  bitter  became  the  feel- 
ings of  those  who  were  excluded.  Nay, 
more,  they  knew  that  the  more  they  de- 
stroyed the  anomalies  that  existed,  the 
more  bitter  would  they  make  the  sense  of 
exclusion.  So  long  as  the  different  varia- 
tions of  the  franchise  existed,  the  man  who 
did  not  possess  it  felt  no  indignation.  But 
if  they  made  one  definite  line  of  demaroa- 
tion,  then  the  clamour  would  become  tre- 
mendous :  they  would  be  able  to  tamper 
with  the  feelings  of  want  and  poverty  no 
longer;  there  would  be  a  new  agitation 
commenced,  and  the  country  would  have 
to  go  through  another  series  of  conflicts 
which  no  well-organised  State  could  suffer 
or  sustain.  Therefore,  to  offer  this  mea« 
sure  to  the  Chartists  as  an  instalment 
might  be  right;  but  to  present  it  to  the 
middle  classes,  who  did  not  want  the  Char- 
ter as  a  final  settlement  of  the  question, 
showed,  he  would  not  say  a.  want  of  ho- 
nesty, but  it  showed  a  singular  want  of 
common  sense.  Not  that  he  contended, 
as  an  everlasting  rule  for  all  time  to  oome, 
for  property  as  the  only  ground  on  which 
political  power  was  to  be  exercised.  He 
knew  well  that  there  was  a  nobler  wealth 
than  that  of  acres  or  of  money— ^that  there 
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might'  be  a  deep  attachment  to  the  conntrj 
—a  humble  but  earnest  love  of  her  insti* 
tutions — a  pride  in  her  ancestral  glories — 
and  a  fine  sense  of  her  antiquities,  existing 
in  the  bosoms  of  the  humblest  of  her  chil- 
dren. He  knew  that  virtue  and  excellence 
connected  the  humblest  dwelling  with  the 
skies.  But  it  lemained  to  him  to  consider 
whether  thej  ought  to  grant  the  franchise 
to  men  without  property,  when  the  subject 
of  legislation  so  often  related  to  property; 
or  whether  they  did  not  require  the  voter 
to  be  of  nobler  virtue  —-of  a  severer  order 
of  self-sacrifice— of  the  power  to  prevent 
the  wish  from  becoming  the  father  to  the 
thought,  than  the  mass  of  the  people  now 
exhibited,  before  they  allowed  them  to  le- 
gislate in  a  country  where  property  was 
collected  in  immense  masses,  and  where  a 
large  proportion  of  property  consisted  of  an 
enormons  mortgage  to  be  sustained  by  the 
national  industry.  Far  be  it  from  him  to 
say  that  these  virtues  were  never  to  be 
found  among  the  humbler  classes.  lie 
believed  that  the  patient  endurance  of  suf- 
fering, the  earnest  desire  for  good,  in  which 
they  themselves  had  little  expectation  to 
riiare,  and  which  when  detected,  as  it  often 
was,  beneath  the  lowly  roof,  made  his  heart 
to  swell  with  pride  at  the  thought  that  he 
belonged  to  the  same  nation  with  these 
hermc  men — he  believed  that  these  virtues 
had  often  been  shown.  But  if  he  were 
asked  whether  these  virtues  abounded  at 
the  present  time,  he  must  answer  in  the 
negative.  The  education  returns  answer- 
ed *'  f^o."  The  annals  of  crime,  which 
were  fearfully  increasing  from  year  to  year, 
answered  ••  No;"  and  the  history  of  recent 
outbreaks  which  transformed  honest  men 
into  robbers  and  plunderers,  confirmed  the 
melancholy  tale.  Every  conscientious 
statesman  must  feel  how  little  education 
had  been  helped  on — the  education  which 
was  available,  not  for  this  world  alone,  but 
for  that  which  was  to  come.  If  he  could 
perceive  any  corresponding  increase  of  the 
intelligence  with  the  increase  of  power  in 
the  people  since  1832,  he  would  gladly 
aepport-— not  this  Motion,  not  a  Motion  to 
give  the  franchise  to  man  as  householder 
or  tenant,  ratepayer  or  lodger,  but  to  man 
as  man — man  impressed  with  the  glory 
of  his  origin,  the  responsibility  of  his 
duties,  and  the  grandeur  of  his  destiny. 
Tlie  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  had  at- 
tempted to  present  indications  of  that  ele- 
vation in  the  humblest  classes;  and,  al- 
thoagli  his  hon.  Friend  had  dilated  on  that 
great  topic  of  his  speech  with  congenial 
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eloquence,  he  must  say  that  to  him  it  ap* 
peared  wholly  beside  the  question.  The 
great  instances  to  which  his  hon.  Friend 
had  referred,  indicated  nothing  with  re* 
spect  to  the  masses  of  the  people  from 
whom  they  were  selected.  He  had  al* 
ways  thought  that  the  seeds  of  genius 
were  scattered  by  the  great  Author  and 
inspirer  of  humanity  with  an  equal  hand 
amongst  the  humblest  as  well  as  the  high- 
est classes;  every  soil  was  congenial  to 
them ;  they  were  developed  as  much  on 
the  mountain  side  as  on  the  mountain  top 
or  in  the  lowly  valley;  and  the  most  bril- 
liant lights  of  genius  belonged  to  the 
darkest  ages  and  the  lowest  periods  of 
civilisation.  Was  that  to  be  supposed  the 
most  palmy  state  of  Greece,  because 
shortly  after  the  Trojan  war  there  arose  a 
wandering  minstrel,  from  whose  harmo- 
nious numbers  the  greatest  critics  had 
drawn  their  rules,  and  after  whose  model 
the  greatest  poets  had  moulded  their 
works  f  But  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham 
had  referred  to  him  (Mr.  Serjeant  Tal- 
fourd)  in  terms  of  the  highest  compliment, 
and  had  mentioned,  as  an  instance,  known 
to  him,  the  name  of  Mr.  Thomas  Cooper, 
the  author  of  the  Purgatory  of  Suicides, 
Now,  he  did  not  withdraw  one  word  of  the 
praise  which  he  had,  on  a  former  occasion, 
bestowed  on  Mr.  Cooper;  and  he  was  glad 
to  find  that  his  poem  had  since  attracted 
the  attention  of  one  of  the  most  brilliant 
ornaments  of  literature  in  the  present  day 
— he  meant  the  hon.  Member  for  Bucks; 
but  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  had  re- 
ferred to  this  instance  as  a  proof  of  the 
fitness  of  the  class  to  which  Mr.  Cooper 
belonged  for  the  elective  franchise;  and, 
surely,  never  was  there  an  instance  so  de- 
structive of  an  argument.  lie  hoped  and 
believed  that  a  spirit  more  gentle  and 
more  wise  now  animated  the  philosophy  of 
Mr.  Cooper;  but  if  he  was  called  as  a  wit- 
ness, he  was  bound  to  tell  the  truth,  and 
the  whole  truth,  and  that  truth  was  utterly 
destructive  of  the  argument  in  support  of 
which  the  example  was  quoted — ^for  this 
was  the  Thomas  Cooper  who  went  into 
the  Potteries  of  Staffordshire  at  a  time 
when  unhappy  differences  existed  between 
the  masters  and  the  workmen,  and  pre- 
sented to  the  workmen  harangue  after  ha- 
rangue, at  a  time  when  words  became 
things,  and  when  inflammatory  words  were 
answered,  not  by  words  of  fire,  but  by 
deeds — by  lighted  torches  and  the  destruc- 
tion of  property;  and  the  fact  was  that 
those   men   rushed   from   the  very  scene 
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where  he  had  addressed  them  to  the  work 
of  desolation  and  plunder.  He  threw  the 
whole  district  for  two  days  into  a  state  of 
rebellion  and  lawless  yiolence,  until  one  of 
his  victims — for  he  could  call  them  by  no 
other  name — they  thought  themselves  his 
proselytes — they  were  his  victims — until 
one  of  his  victims  had  been  shot  dead  by  the 
intrepidity  of  one  of  the  soldiers  who  were 
called  in.  Then  they  paused  and  began 
to  reflect;  but  the  crimes  of  those  two  days 
occupied  the  Judges  on  a  special  commis- 
sion for  three  weeks — and  then  this  was 
the  man  who  was  represented  as  fit  to  be 
a  moral  teacher  of  this  class,  and  these, 
his  victims,  as  the  fit  recipients  of  the  po- 
litical franchise  !  He  was  obliged  to  con- 
fess that  the  histoiy  of  the  world  showed 
that  the  great  blessings  to  mankind  were 
not  gained  by  the  masses,  but  by  the  wis- 
dom and  the  virtue  of  the  heroic  few,  too 
often  enervated,  and  obstructed,  and  tram- 
pled on  by  the  folly  and  corruption  of  the 
many.  Did  he,  therefore,  say  that  that 
must  always  be  the  case  ?  Far  from  it. 
He  believed  that  the  time  would  come 
when  the  masses  of  the  people  might  go- 
vern; but,  in  his  opinion,  the  seeds  of  con- 
servative progress  would  be  best  fostered 
by  the  preservation  of  our  institutions  in 
peace.  Much  they  heard  of  the  supreme 
power  of  the  people;  but  was  it  not  the 
power  of  the  Cyclop,  groping  about  in  his 
cave,  gigantic,  but  in  darkness — a  dark- 
ness not  to  be  dispelled  by  the  light  of 
science,  or  the  light  of  learning,  but  only 
by  light  from  above.  He  would  remind 
the  House  of  some  lines,  in  which  the 
thoughts  of  Schiller  were  conveyed  in  the 
words  of  Coleridge  : — 

"  The  way  of  ancient  ordinance,  though  it  winds, 
Is  yet  no  devious  way.     Straightforward  goes 
The  lightning's  path,  and  straight  the  fearful  path 
Of  the  cannon  ball.     Direct  it  flies  and  rapid, 
Shattering  that  it  may  reach,  and  shattering  what 

it  reaches. 
My  son !   the  road  the  human  being  travels. 
That  on  which  blessing  comes  and  goes,  doth  fol- 
low 
The  river's  course,  the  valley's  playful  windings, 
Curves  round  the  cornfield  and  the  hill  of  vines. 
Honouring  the  holy  bounds  of  property ! 
And  thus  secure,  tho'  late,  leads  to  its  end." 

Before  he  sat  down  he  wished  to  say  a 
word  or  two  on  the  subject  of  the  petitions 
which  had  been  presented  to  the  House. 
He  did  not  deny  that  there  were  a  great 
number  of  petitions  coming  from  very  re- 
spectable sources,  and  signed  by  very  re- 
Bpectable  names;  i  )  of  them  had  been 
signed  by  old  i  from  habit  and 


recollections  of  abuses  of  former  days — 
others  by  those  who  thought  that  there 
were  abuses  to  be  remedied;  many,  no 
doubt,  there  were  who  felt  great  respect 
for  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose, but  very  few  who  had  any  definite 
notion  of  what  he  proposed.  He  denied, 
however,  that  any  true  enthusiasm  had 
been  kindled  throughout  the  country — ex- 
cept when  a  question  had  arisen  between 
the  Reformers  and  the  Chartists — and  he 
should  have  wondered  if  it  had  been.  The 
thinking  and  prudent  people  of  this  coun- 
try did  not  consider  that  at  this  time  it 
was  fitting  to  unsettle  the  institutions  of 
the  country.  That  there  might  be  imper- 
fections and  anomalies  in  these  institutions 
no  man  doubted;  but  at  this  time  the  mass 
of  the  people  were  averse  to  change. 
Even  the  number  of  petitions  which  had 
been  presented  would  not  have  appeared  if 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose had  come  on  at  the  time  for  which  it 
was  originally  fixed;  and  those  that  had 
been  since  presented  were  nothing  more 
than  an  answer  to  a  speech  which  was 
never  spoken.  It  had  been  supposed  that 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  had  said 
that  the  people  of  England  did  not  wish 
for  reform;  and  then  the  petitioners  came 
to  say  that  they  did  wish  for  reform,  at 
least  they  said,  •*  Here  is  Mr.  Hume's 
nostrum'* — and  some  of  the  petitioners, 
he  believed,  prayed  for  whatever  Mr.  Hume 
wanted,  and  some  for  the  resolution  which 
had  been  moved;  but  it  was  quite  clear  that 
at  this  moment  there  was  not  any  coAsider- 
able  number  of  English  hearts  who  desired 
to  enlist  in  this  struggle.  The  general 
feeling  of  the  people  of  England  at  the 
present  time  was  one  of  humble  gratitude 
for  the  institutions  with  which  they  were 
blessed,  and  of  honest  pride  for  the  secu- 
rity of  those  institutions.  At  least,  they 
felt  that  there  was  something  in  the  word 
*  *  stable  ' '  —  something  time-honoured  — 
something  which  was  worth  living  for,  and, 
if  need  be,  worth  dying  for — something 
which  could  nl)t  be  conveyed  in  a  resolu- 
tion, but  which  was  embodied  in  those  in- 
stitutions for  which  the  prayers  of  thou- 
sands of  Christian  hearts  rose  daily  to  the 
throne  of  mercy.  These  were  the  institu- 
tions which  not  only  afibrded  an  asylum  to 
the  victims  of  democratic  tyranny  which 
was  raging  abroad,  but  which  would  re- 
main as  the  models  to  which  they  must 
look  when  they  desired  to  lay  again  the 
foundations  of  a  renovated  empire;  and 
were  they  then,  were  the  people  of  England, 
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thus  utOAted  in  the  Terj  Thermopylsd  of 
the  world-^were  they  at  such  a  moment  to 
spend  their  time  in  that  miserahle  tamper- 
ing with  institutions  which  had  stood  a 
thousand  storms;  and  heneath  which  that 
▼ery  genius  and  cheap  literature  of  which 
the  hon.  Memher  for  Oldham  had  spoken 
had  flourished  and  grown  up  ?  He  should 
be  sorry  to  live  to  extreme  age  to  witness 
the  dreary,  rapid,  and  unmeaning  changes 
to  which  this  would  lead.  He  abated  no 
jot  of  hope  for  the  progress  of  social  and 
political  improyement;  he  rejoiced  in  the 
antieipation  of  the  time  when  the  only 
condition  of  the  franchise  should  be  wisely 
to  understand  and  rightly  to  enjoy  it;  but — 
lie  said  it  with  shame  and  sorrow — he  be- 
lieved that  at  the  present  time  the  people 
of  this  country  were  utterly  unfit  to  receive 
such  a  boon.  Against  this  resolution  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  founded  upon  no  prin- 
ciple, presenting  no  settlement,  tending  to 
a  snccession  of  unmeaning  changes,  he 
entered  his  humble  but  solemn  protest; 
and  he  gave  his  voice  against  it  with  his 
whole  heart,  his  whole  soul,  and  his  whole 
strength. 

Mb.  COBDEN  said :  I  rise  under  great 
disadvantages  to  address  the  House  after 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  has 
jnst  sat  down;  and  the  difficulty  of  my  po- 
sition would  be  very  much  increased  if  I 
were  called  upon  to  address  myself  to  this 
question  in  the  manner,  and  with  the  elo- 
qnence  and  fancy,  by  which  his  speech  has 
been  distinguished;  but  I  make  no  pretence 
to  follow  in  such  a  track.  I  cannot  help 
observing  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman has  not  given  us  any  facts  as  the 
groundwork  of  his  reasoning.  There  is 
one  statement,  however,  made  by  the  hon. 
uid  learned  Gentleman  on  which  the  oppo- 
nents of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Montrose  seem  very  much  to  rely.  The 
statement  to  which  I  allude  is  to  this  ef- 
fect— ^that  the  wishes  of  the  country  are 
not  in  favour  of  the  change  which  my  hon. 
Friend  proposes.  That  assertion,  as  we 
all  know,  was  made  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  London.  Now,  it  must  be  ge- 
nerally felt  that  this  statement  is  of  more 
importance  than  any  other  that  has  been 
uttered  upon  this  subject.  I  am  ready  to 
admit  that  there  is  a  diversity  of  opinion 
amongst  the  unenfranchised  classes  as  to 
-Ae  natnre  and  extent  of  the  reform  which 
feiy  d- Minruh  hut  I  will  put  it  both  to  the 
iiiible  Li>nl.  aT5iI  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Geniliamuiip  wli  er  they  mean  delibe- 
ftlel|  t<»  tell  tl    I  Honse  that  the  great 


masses  of  the  people  do  not  desire  to  pos- 
sess any  political  power  ?  Will  they  ven- 
ture to  utter  any  such  libel  on  the  people, 
as  to  assert  that  those  who  are  excluded 
from  all  share  in  political  power  are  so  ab- 
ject as  not  to  desire  to  possess  any  portion 
of  it  ?  I  should  be  sorry  to  believe  such 
an  assertion,  and  I  must  say  I  do  not  be- 
lieve it — I  should  have  a  very  poor  opinion 
of  my  fellow-countrymen  if  I  did.  But 
there  is  this  very  important  element  in  the 
question.  If  you  admit  that  the  people  of 
this  country  do  desire  to  participate  in  the 
franchise,  then  there  are  six-sevenths  of 
the  whole  of  the  adult  male  population  by 
whom  this  franchise  is  desired;  and  if,  in 
addition  to  this,  you  are  clearly  shown  that 
a  large  portion  of  the  middle  classes  are  in 
favour  of  bestowing  this  franchise  on  those 
six-sevenths  of  the  adult  male  population, 
then  I  am  entitled  to  say  this  is  a  most 
important  element  in  the  whole  question. 
Now  I  call  on  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber to  analyse  carefully  the  division  list 
after  this  debate  shall  have  been  brought 
to  a  conclusion;  and  he  will  find  that  in 
proportion  as  the  Members  of  this  House 
represent  the  middle  classes  and  the  inde- 
pendent 10^.  householders,  so  he  will  find 
their  names  recorded  in  favour  of  the  Mo- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend.  I  refer  to  this 
test  in  order  to  show  that  it  is  not  true,  as 
has  been  asserted,  that  there  exists  a  hos- 
tile spirit  on  the  part  of  the  middle  classes 
to  grant  any  extension  of  political  power 
to  the  masses  of  the  people,  I  believe  that 
a  contrary  spirit  exists  amongst  the  middle 
classes.  These  facts,  for  such  they  are, 
being  admitted,  what  is  the  other  assertion 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  with  which 
I  have  to  deal  ?  He  stated  that  there  had 
been  no  general  petitioning  nor  any  great 
meetings  held  amongst  the  people  at  large 
in  favour  of  the  resolutions  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  I  have  long  been  accustomed  to 
watch  the  progress  of  opinion  out  of  doors, 
and  am  perhaps  from  that  circumstance 
better  qualified  than  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  to  test  the  extent  of  public  feeling 
on  such  questions  as  the  present.  I  venture 
to  tell  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  that 
there  is  a  greater  movement  in  behalf  of 
these  resolutions,  and  a  movement  more 
entirely  divested  of  organisation,  than  has 
been  manifested  of  late  years  amongst  the 
people.  I  have  counted  the  number  of 
meetings  where  resolutions  have  been  pass- 
ed in  favour  of  these  resolutions,  as  1  find 
them  recorded  in  the  Daily  News,  and  I 
find  their  number  amounts  to  no  less  than 
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130.      I  challenge  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  to  deny  the  fact  that  the  move- 
ment has  been  more  spontaneous  in  favour 
of  these  resolutions  than  ever  was  mani- 
fested during  the  five  years  that  the  corn- 
law  movement  was  going  on ;  for  I  am 
ready  to  admit  that  the  corn-law  move- 
ment was  galvanised  as  from  a  centre,  and 
that  the  meetings  on  that  question  were 
held  at  the  instigation  and  by  the  instru- 
mentality of  the  men  who  were  engaged 
in  that  movement;  whereas  the  meetings 
held  in  behalf  of  my  hon.  Friend's  resolu- 
tions have  been  spontaneous,  and  wholly 
divested    of    such    extraneous    stimulus. 
I  do  not  say  that  all  men  are  agreed  upon 
this  subject — that  there  are  no  diversities 
of  opinion;  but  there  is  much  less  of  this 
than  those  who  resist  my  hon.  Friend's 
Motion  like  to  see.    We  have  had  petitions 
from  those  who  favour  the  Charter,  and 
from  those  who  desire  universal  suffrage; 
and  very  many  in  favour  of  the  particular 
plan  upon  which  wo  are  now  speedily  to  di- 
vide.    I  hare  not  anything  to  say  against 
these  petitions  in  favour  of  the  Charter,  or 
in  favour  of  universal  suffrage.     I  am  not 
contending  against  the  right  of  a  man  as  a 
man  to  the  franchise — I  mean  the  right 
that  a  man  ought  to  enjoy  apart  from  the 
possession  of  property;  but  I  feel  I  should 
not  be  justified  in  taking  the  line  of  argu- 
ment adopted   by  the   hon.    and   learned 
Gentleman,  and  by  the  noble  Lord  the  First 
Minister  of  State,  who  addressed  himself 
to  the  advocates  of  universal  suffrage,  and 
seemed  to  argue  that  they  were  more  right 
than  the  advocates  of  household  suffrage. 
If  he  intends  to  vote  for  universal  suff- 
rage, I  can  understand  the  force  of  that 
argument;  but  as  I  am  not  going  to  op- 
pose universal  suffrage,  and  as  I   do  not 
stand  here  to  support  it,  I  leave  him  in 
the  hands  of  the  advocates  of  universal 
suffrage;  and,  judging  by  what  has  been 
done,   they  seem   disposed    to   make   the 
most  of  the  argument  which  has  been  put 
into  their  hands.     I  will  not  occupy  the 
time  of  the  House  in  discussing  this  point 
further;  but  the  hon,  and  learned  Gentle- 
man did  not  display  his  usual  legal  skill 
and  knowledge  in  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion of  household  suffrage;  for  it  certainly 
is  not  surrounded  with  the  difficulties  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  ima- 
gined.   To  judge  from  his  speech,  it  would 
seem  to  be  the  law  that  no  one  except  the 
landlord  andlDccupier  of  a  house  enjoyed  a 
vote  in  right  of  that  house.     Surely  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ought  to  have 


known  that  the  Court  of  Common  Fleas 
has  decided  that  lodgers  paying  more  than 
lOZ.  annually,  and* rated  to  the  poor-rates, 
are  entitled  to  be  placed  on  the  list  of 
voters — that  is  to  say,  in  cases  where  the 
landlord  does  not  live  on  the  premises;  that 
is  ^e  state  of  the  law  as  established  by 
the   Reform   Act;    and   my  hon.   Friend 
seeks  only  a  little  to  extend  that  privilege; 
it  therefore  can  scarcely  be  considered  a 
matter  difficult  of  arrangement;  the  mere 
extension  of  the  existing  rule  gets  rid  of 
all  difficulty,  and  gives  the  franchise  to 
prudent  young  men— too  prudent  to  marry 
and  take  houses  with  insufficient  means; 
to  them,  being  lodgers,  the  plan  of  my 
hon.  Friend  gives  the  franchise.     The  law 
of  the  land  already  goes  very  near  to  do 
this*      The  allusion  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  made  to  the  case  of 
Cooper  must  be  fresh  in  the  recollection  of 
the  House.     I  am  sorry  he  alluded  to  that 
part  of  Cooper's  career,  who,  I  believe, 
greatly  regrets  those  events,  and  would  be 
glad  to  forget  the  part  that  he  took  in  the 
affair  at  the  Staffordshire  Potteries.    I  am 
sorry  that  the  subject  was  introduced  here; 
for  we  wanted  no  additional  examples  to 
prove  to  us  that  a  good  poet  may  be  a  vefy 
bad  politician.     Now,  the  Motion  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Montrose  is, 
that  he  may  obtain  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
giving  votes  to  householders,  Uiat  is   to 
say,  to  persons  who  are  not  only  contribu- 
ting to  the  taxation  of  the  country,  but  to 
the  rates  for  the  support  of  the  poor.     He 
asks  that  they  should  have  votes  in  the 
election  of  Members  of  this  House.    Now, 
the  first  difficulty  that  meets  you  in  op- 
posing such  a  scheme  is,  that  we  are  act- 
ing on  the  theory  that  such  is  already  the 
franchise  of  this  country.     The  old  consti- 
tutional theory  is,  tliat  the  Parliament  of 
the  country  should  be  elected  by  the  house- 
holders who  are  payers  of  taxes  and  poor- 
rates;  and  we  ask,  is  that  doctrine  to  be  a 
sham  or  a  reality  ?    The  people  do  not  like 
shams;  they  will  not  have  them  any  longer; 
they  want  realities.     If  this  were  a  Go- 
vernment such  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  shadowed  forth — a  sort  of 
paternal  despotism,  which  would  first  edu- 
cate the  people,  and  then  give  them  the 
franchise — I  could  understand  his  ar|^u- 
ment;  but  the  theory  is,  that  the  people 
have  political  power  already,  and  that  no- 
body is  responsible,  as  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman  in  his  poetic  flights  may 
imagine,  for  the  task  of  preparing  them  to 
exercise  the  franchise.     If  tnere  had  been 
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sadi  a  xetpensible  party,  I  think  it  would 
hiKwe  been  done  long  ago.  I  ask  what 
danger  ean  there  be  in  giving  the  fran- 
ebise  to  householders  ?  They  are  the  fa- 
tdbers  of  ftunilieB — ^the  persons  who  fill  your 
ehnrehes  and  yonr  workshops — in  fact,  the 
people  of  the  country.  Where  is  the  dan- 
g&tf  tben,  of  entrusting  them  with  the 
Aranehtso?  Our  institutions!  you  cry. 
Why,  I  hare  always  heard  that  our  insti- 
UrtiolM  Hto  in  the  affections  of  the  coun- 
tiT.  Are  you  afraid  of  the  people  being 
aOTene  to  monarchical  institutions  ?  We 
eoastanlly  hear  that  the  Queen  sits  en- 
throned in  the  hearts  of  her  subjects.  I 
haTO  no  such  fears.  I  will  tell  you  what 
I  ibink  the  extension  of  the  franchise  will 
do.  I  Boek  no  change  in  our  present  form 
of  goremment.  I  say,  once  for  all,  God 
forbid  that  any  change  should  take  place 
in  onr  form  of  government !  If  it  should 
be  obanged  from  the  monarchical  form,  I 
hope  it  may  happen  when  I  am  not  here  to 
witness  it,  because  if  any  advantage  should 
be  derired  from  the  change,  I  am  sure  that 
the  generation  which  will  benefit  by  it  will 
not  bo  the  generation  which  achieves  it. 
I  do  not  believe  that  the  people  of  this 
eonntoy  have  any  desire  to  change  the  form 
o#  their  government,  nor  do  1  join  with 
tiiose  who  think  that  the  wide  extension  of 
the  toffrage  of  which  we  now  speak  would 
either  altogether  or  generally  effect  a 
change  in  the  class  of  persons  chosen  as 
vepresentatives.  I  do  not  think  that  there 
would  be  any  great  change  in  that  respect. 
The  people  would  continue,  as  at  present, 
to  choose  their  representatives  from  the 
easy  class,  among  the  men  of  fortune;  but 
1  believe  this  extension  of  the  suffrage 
would  tend  to  bring  not  only  the  legislation 
of  this  House,  but  the  proceedings  of  the 
Executive  Government,  more  in  harmony 
with  the  wants,  wishes,  and  interests  of 
the  people.  I  believe  that  the  householders, 
to  whom  the  present  proposition  would  give 
▼otes,  would  advocate  a  severe  economy  in 
the  Grovemment.  I  do  not  mean  to  say 
that  a  wide  extension  of  the  suffrage  might 
not  be  accompanied  by  mistakes  on  some 
matters  in  the  case  of  some  of  the  voters; 
such  mistakes  would  always  occur;  but  I 
kave  a  firm  conviction  that  they  would 
make  no  mistake  in  the  matter  of  economy 
and  retrenchment.  I  have  a  firm  convic- 
tioB  that,  if  political  power  were  given  to 
Ae  people,  the  taxation  necessary  for  the 
expenditure  of  the  State  would  be  more 
Ofaitabty  levied.  What  are  the  two  things 
wanted?     What  would   the  wisest 


political  economists  or  the  gravest  philoso- 
phers, if  they  sat  down  to  consider  the 
circumstances  of  this  country,  describe  as 
the  two  most  pressing  necessities  of  our 
condition?  What,  but  greater  economy, 
and  a  more  equitable  apportionment  of  the 
taxation  of  the  country?  I  mean  that 
you  should  have  taxation  largely  removed 
from  the  indirect  sources  from  which  it  is 
at  present  levied,  and  more  largely  impos- 
ed on  realised  property.  This  retrench^ 
ment  and  due  apportionment  of  taxation 
constitute  the  thing  most  wanted  at  pre- 
sent for  the  safety  of  the  country;  and 
this  the  people,  if  they  had  the  franchise 
now  proposed,  would,  from  the  very  in- 
stinct of  selfishness,  enable  you  to  accom- 
plish. Let  me  not  be  mistaken.  I  do  not 
wish  to  lay  all  the  taxation  on  property.  I 
would  not  do  injustice  to  any  one  class  for 
the  advantage  of  another;  but  I  wish  to  see 
reduced,  in  respect  to  consumable  articles, 
those  obstructions  which  are  offered  by  the 
customs  and  excise  duties.  You  ought 
to  diminish  the  duties  on  tea  and  wine,  and 
other  articles,  and  you  ought  to  remove 
every  exciseman  from  the  land,  if  you  can; 
and  I  believe  that  the  selfish  instinct — to 
call  it  by  no  higher  name— of  the  great 
body  of  the  people,  if  they  had  the  power- 
to  bring  their  will  to  bear  on  this  Iiouse, 
would  accomplish  these  objects,  so  desir- 
able to  be  effected  in  this  country.  Then, 
where  is  the  danger  of  giving  the  people 
practically  their  theoretical  share  of  poli- 
tical power  ?  We  shall  be  told  that  we 
cannot  settle  the  question  by  household 
suffrage;  and  I  admit  that  by  no  legisla- 
tion in  this  House  in  1848  can  you  settle 
any  question.  You  cannot  tell  what  ano- 
ther generation  or  Parliament  may  do. 
But  if  you  enfranchise  the  householders 
in  this  country,  making  the  number  of  vo- 
ters 3,000,000  or  4.000,000,  whereas  at 
present  they  are  only  about  800,000,  will 
any  one  deny  that  by  so  doing  you  would 
conciliate  the  great  mass  of  the  people  to 
the  institutions  of  the  country,  and  that, 
whatever  disaffection  might  arise  from  any 
remaining  exclusion — and  I  differ  from  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  thought 
that  more  disafitjction  would  thereby  be 
created — your  institutions  would  be  ren- 
dered stronger  by  being  garrisoned  by 
3.000,000  or  4,000,000  of  voters  in  place 
of  800,000  ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman has  expended  a  great  deal  of  his 
eloquence  on  the  question  of  electoral  dis- 
tricts. Now,  when  you  approach  a  subject 
like  this  with  a  disposition  to  treat  it  in- 
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the  cavilling  spirit  of  a  special  pleader, 
dealing  with  chance  expressions  of  your 
opponents,  rather  than  looking  at  the  mat- 
ter in  a  hroad  point  of  view,  it  is  easy  to 
raise  an  outcry  and  a  prejudice  on  a  politi- 
cal question.  But,  as  I  understand  the 
ohject  of  the  hon.  Memher  for  Montrose, 
it  is  this :  he  wishes  for  a  fairer  apportion- 
ment of  the  representation  of  the  people. 
He  said  that  he  did  not  want  the  country 
marked  out  into  parallelograms  or  squares, 
or  to  separate  unnecessarily  the  people 
from  their  neighhours;  and  I  quite  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  that 
his  ohject  can  he  attained  without  the  dis- 
ruption of  such  ties.  The  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman  dealt  with  this  question  as 
if  we  were  going  to  cut  up  some  of  the 
ancient  landmarks  of  the  country,  as  the 
Reform  Act  cut  up  some  counties  in  two, 
and  laid  out  new  boundaries.  But  I  will 
undertake  to  do  all  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  proposes  to  do  without  re- 
moving the  boundary  of  a  single  county  or 
parish;  and  if  I  do  not  divide  parishes  or 
split  counties,  you  will  admit  that  I  am 
preserving  sufficiently  the  old  ties.  I 
must  say  that  I  consider  this  question  of 
the  reapportionment  of  Members  to  be  one 
of  very  great  importance.  When  you  talk 
to  me  of  the  franchise,  and  ask  me  whe- 
ther I  will  allow  a  man  to  vote  who  is  21 
years  old,  and  has  been  resident  for  six  or 
twelve  months,  whether  a  householder  or 
lodger,  there  is  no  principle  1  can  fall 
back  upon  in  order  to  be  sure  that  1 
am  right  in  any  one  of  those  matters. 
I  concur  with  those  who  say  that  they  do 
not  stand  on  any  natural  right  all.  1 
know  no  natural  right  to  elect  a  Member 
of  this  House.  I  have  a  legal  right  en- 
abling me  to  do  so,  while  six-sevenths  of 
my  fellow-countrymen  want  it.  I  do  not 
see  why  they  should  not  have  the  same 
right  as  myself;  but  I  claim  no  natural 
right;  and,  if  I  wished  to  cavil  with  the 
advocates  for  universal  suffrage,  I  should 
deal  with  them  as  I  once  good-humouredly 
dealt  with  a  gentleman  who  told  me  he 
was  one  of  three  persons  who  had  been 
engaged  in  drawing  up  the  Charter.  He 
asked  me  to  support  universal  suffrage  on 
the  ground  of  principle;  and  I  said,  **  If  it 
is  principle  that  a  man  should  have  a  vote 
because  he  pays  taxes,  why  should  not, 
also,  a  widow  who  pays  taxes,  and  is  liable 
to  serve  as  churchwarden  and  overseer, 
have  a  vote  for  Members  of  Parliament  ?'* 
The  gentleman  replied  that  he  agreed  with 
me,  and  that  on  this  point,  in  drawing  up 


the  Charter,  he  had  been  out-voted;  and  I 
observed  that  he  then  acted  as  I  did — he 
gave  up  the  question  of  principle,  and 
adopted  expediency.  I  say  that,  with  re- 
spect to  the  franchise,  I  do  not  understand 
natural  right,  but  with  respect  to  the  ap- 
portionment of  Members,  there  is  a  prin- 
ciple, and  the  representation  ought  to  be 
fairly  apportioned  according  to  some  prin- 
ciple. What  is  the  principle  you  select  ? 
I  will  not  take  the  principle  of  population, 
because  1  do  not  advocate  universal  suf- 
frage, but  I  take  the  ground  of  property. 
How  have  you  apportioned  the  representa- 
tion according  to  property  ?  The  thing  is 
monstrous.  When  you  look  into  the  affair 
you  will  see  how  property  is  misrepresented 
in  this  House;  and  I  defy  any  one  to  stand 
up  and  say  a  word  in  defence  of  the  pre- 
sent system.  The  hon.  Member  for  Buck- 
inghamshire alluded  the  other  night  to  the 
representation  of  Manchester  and  Bucking- 
hamshire, and  made  a  mockery  of  the  idea  of 
Manchester  having  seven  representatives. 
Now,  judging  from  the  quality  of  the  Mem- 
bers already  sent  to  this  House  by  Man-^ 
Chester,  I  should  wish  to  have  not  only 
seven  such  Members,  but  seven  times  seven 
such.  Now,  1  will  take  the  hon.  Member *a 
own  favourite  county  of  Buckingham,  for 
the  sake  of  illustration,  and  compare  it  with 
Manchester.  The  borough  of  Manchester 
is  assessed  to  the  poor  on  an  annual  rental 
of  1,200,0001^.,  while  Buckinghamshire  is 
assessed  on  an  annual  rental  only  of 
760,000^.  The  nopulation  of  Buckingham- 
shire is  170,000,  and  of  Manchester 
240,000;  and  yet  Buckinghamshire  has 
eleven  Members,  and  Manchester  only  two. 
The  property  1  have  mentioned  in  respect 
te  Manchester  does  not  include  the  value 
of  the  machinery;  and  though  I  will  grant 
that  the  annual  value  of  land  will  repre- 
sent a  larger  real  value  of  capital  than  the 
annual  value  of  houses,  yet»  when  you  bear 
in  mind  that  the  machinery  in  Manchester, 
and  an  enormous  amount  of  accumulated 
personal  property,  which  goes  to  Buatain: 
the  commerce  of  the  country,  is  not  in- 
cluded in  the  valuation  I  have  given,  I 
think  1  am  not  wrong  in  stating  that 
Manchester,  with  double  the  value  of 
real  property,  has  only  two  Members, 
while  Buckinghamshire  has  eleven.  At  the 
same  time  the  labourers  in  Buckingham- 
shire receive  only  9s.  or  10«.  a  week,  while 
the  skilled  operatives  of  Manchester  are 
getting  double  the  sum,  and  are  conse- 
quently enabled  to  expend  more  towards, 
the  taxation  of  the  country.     If  duB  were 
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merely  a  qaeBtion  between  the  people  of 
BnckiDghamshire  and  Manchester —  if  it 
were  merely  a  question  whether  the  former 
ahould  have  more  political  power  than  the 
latter — the  evil  would  in  some  degree  be 
mitigated,  if  the  power  really  resided  with 
the  middle  and  industrious  classes;  but  on 
looking  into  the  state  of  the  representa- 
tion of  the  darling  county  of  the  hon. 
Member,  I  find  that  the  Members  are  not 
ihe  representatives  of  the  middle  and  in- 
doBtrious  classes,  for  I  find  that  eight  bo- 
rough Members  are  so  distributed  as,  by 
an  ingenious  contrivance,  to  give  power  to 
certain  landowners  to  send  Members  to 
Paiiiament.  1  will  undertake  to  show 
that  there  is  not  more  than  one  Member  in 
Buckinghamshire  returned  by  popular  elec- 
tion, and  also  that  three  individuals  in 
Bockinghamshire  nominate  a  majority  of 
the  Members.  If  called  on  I  can  name 
them.  What  justice  is  there  in,  not 
Buckinghamshire,  but  two  or  three  land- 
owners there,  having  the  power  to  send 
Members  to  this  House  to  tax  the  people 
of  Manchester  ?  When  this  matter  was 
alluded  to  on  a  former  occasion,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire  treated  the 
subject  lightly  and  jocosely  as  regarded 
the  right  of  Manchester  to  send  its  fair 
proportion  of  Members  to  this  House;  and 
that  jocularity  was  cheered  with  something 
like  frantic  delight  in  this  House;  but  I 
think  this  is  the  last  time  such  an  argu- 
ment will  be  so  received.  I  maintain  that 
Manchester  has  a  right  to  its  fair  propor- 
tion of  representatives,  and  I  ask  for  no 
more;  and  every  word  I  have  said  about 
Manchester  applies  equally  to  Liverpool^ 
Glasgow,  Edinburgh,  and  all  our  large 
cities.  I  will  now  refer  to  the  case  of  the 
West  Riding  of  Yorkshire.  That  contains  a 
population  of  1,154,000  ;  and  Wilts  con- 
toins  a  population  of  260,000.  The  West 
Riding  is  rated  to  the  poor  on  an  aunual 
rental  of  3,576,0002!.,  and  Wilts  on  an  an- 
noal  rental  of  1,242,0002.;  yet  each  re- 
turns eighteen  Members;  and  when  I  refer 
to  Wilts  I  find  six  of  its  boroughs  down  in 
Doddle  Parliamenian^  Companion  as  open- 
ly, avowedly,  and  notoriously  under  the  influ- 
ence of  certain  patrons,  who  nominate  the 
Members.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  list  of  ten 
boroughs  each  returning  two  Members  to 
Parliament,  making  in  all  twenty  Members; 
and  I  hare  also  a  list  of  ten  towns  in  the 
West  Riding  of  Yorkshire  which  do  not  re- 
turn any  Member;  yet  the  smallest  place 
in  the  latter  list  is  larger  than  the  largest 
cf  the  ten  boroughs  having  two  Members 


each.  Is  there  any  right  or  reason  in 
that  ?  According  to  a  plan  which  1  have 
seen  made  out,  if  the  representation  were 
fairly  apportioned,  the  West  Riding  of 
Yorkshire  should  have  thirty  Members, 
whereas  it  now  has  eighteen  only.  We  do 
not  wish  to  disfranchise  any  body  of  the 
people,  we  want  to  enfranchise  largely; 
but  what  we  would  give  the  people  should 
be  a  reality  ;  and  they  should  not  be 
mocked  by  such  boroughs  as  Great  Mar- 
low,  where  an  hon.  Gentleman  returns 
himself  and  his  cousin;  as  High  Wycombe, 
Buckingham,  and  Aylesbury;  but  there 
should  be  a  free  constituency  protected  by 
the  ballot.  With  respect  to  Middlesex, 
the  assessment  to  the  poor  is  on  an  annual 
rental  of  7,584,0002.,  and  the  assessment 
of  Dorsetshire  is  on  an  annual  rental  of 
799,0002.  Yet  they  both  have  fourteen 
Members,  while  the  amount  of  the  money 
levied  for  the  poor  in  one  year  in  Middle- 
sex is  as  large  within  6Z.  as  the  whole 
amount  of  the  property  assessed  to  the 
poor  in  Dorsetshire.  The  assessment  to 
the  poor  in  Marvlebone  is  on  an  annual 
rental  of  1,660,000^,  being  more  than  the 
annual  rental  of  two  counties  returning 
thirty  Members.  Why  should  not  the 
metropolis  have  a  fair  representation  ac- 
cording to  its  property?  I  believe  that 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment did  intimate  suspicion  of  the  danger 
of  giving  so  large  a  number  of  Members  to 
the  metropolis  as  would  be  the  result  of  a 
proportional  arrangement.  I  am  surprised 
at  the  noble  Lord  holding  such  an  opinion, 
as  he  is  himself  an  eminent  example  and 
proof  that  the  people  of  the  metropolis 
might  bo  intrusted  safely  with  such  a 
power.  1  observed,  that  in  the  plan  for 
the  representation  in  Austria,  it  was  pro- 
posed to  give  Vienna  a  larger  than  a  mere 
proportional  share  in  the  representation, 
because  it  was  assumed  that  the  metropo- 
lis was  more  enlightened  than  the  other 
parts  of  the  country.  Now,  notwitli  stand- 
ing all  that  may  be  said  to  the  contrary,  1 
maintain  that  the  inhabitants  of  your  large 
cities — and  of  a  metropolis  especially — are 
better  qualified  to  exercise  the  right  of 
votinq:  than  the  people  of  any  other  part 
of  the  empire;  for  they  are  generally  the 
most  intelligent,  the  most  wealthy,  and  the 
most  industrious.  I  believe  that  the  peo- 
ple of  this  metropolis  are  the  hardest  work- 
ing people  in  England.  But  where  is  the 
difficulty  ?  An  hon.  Gentleman  has  ob- 
jected to  largo  constituencies  on  the  ground 
that  Members  would  then  be  returned  by 
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great  mobs.  Now,  my  idea  is,  that  you 
make  a  mob  at  a  London  election  by  hav- 
ing too  large  a  constituency.  Some  of 
your  eonstituencies  are  too  large,  while 
others  are  too  small.  Take  Marylebone, 
or  Finsbury,  with  a  population  of  between 
200,000  and  300,000 ;  the  people  there 
cannot  confer  with  their  neighbours  as  to 
the  election  of  representatives.  But  you 
may  give  a  fair  proportion  of  representa- 
tives to  the  metropolis;  and  you  may  lay 
o«t  the  metropolis  in  wards,  as  you  do  for 
the  purposes  of  civic  elections.  I  do  not 
undertake  to  say  what  number  of  electors 
should  be  apportioned  to  each  ward;  that 
is  a  matter  of  detail;  but  if  the  subject 
were  approached  honestly,  it  would  not  be 
difficult  to  come  to  a  satisfactory  conclu- 
sion. I  believe  that  if  the  metropolis  were 
laid  out  in  districts  for  the  election  of  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament,  the  people  would  make 
a  better  choice  of  representatives  than  any 
other  part  of  the  kingdom.  Do  not  be 
alarmed  by  supposing  that  they  would  send 
violent  Radicals  to  Parliament.  You  would 
have  some  of  your  rich  squares,  and  of  your 
wealthy  districts,  sending  aristocrats,  while 
other  parts  of  the  metropolis  would  return 
more  democratic  Members.  It  is  a  chimera 
to  suppose  that  the  character  of  the  repre- 
sentation would  be  materially  changed;  the 
matter  only  requires-  to  be  looked  into  to 
satisfy  any  one  that  it  is  a  chimera.  I  do 
not  say  that  you  should  have  an  increased 
number  of  representatives.  I  think  we 
have  quite  as  many  representatives  in  this 
House  as  we  ought  to  have;  but  if  yoa 
continue  the  present  number  of  representa- 
tives, you  must  give  a  larger  proportion  to 
those  communities  which  possess  the  lar- 
gest amount  of  property,  and  dimdnish  the 
number  of  Members  for  those  parts  of  the 
country  which  have  now  an  undue  number 
of  representatives.  You  cannot  deal  with 
the  subject  in  any  other  way ;  and  you 
cannot  prevent  the  growing  conviction  in 
the  public  mind,  that  whatever  franchise 
you  may  adopt — whether  a  household  or  a 
10^.  franchise — ^you  must  have  a  more  fair 
apportionment  of  Members  of  this  House. 
Do  not  suppose  that  this  is  a  mere  ques- 
tion of  mathematical  nicety.  No,  where 
the  power  is,  to  that  power  the  Govern- 
ment will  gravitate.  The  power  is  now  in 
the  hands  of  persons  who  nominate  the 
Members  of  this  House — of  large  proprie- 
tors, and  of  individuals  who  come  here  re- 
presenting small  constituencies.  It  is 
they  who  rule  the  country ;  to  them  the 
Government  are  bound  to  bow.     But  let 


the  great  mass  of  the  householders,  let  the 
intelligence  of  the  people,  be  heard  in  this 
House,  and  the  Prime  Minister  may  carry 
on  his  Government  with  more  security  to 
himself,  and  with  more  security  to  the 
country,  than  he  can  do  with  the  factitious 
power  which  he  now  possesses.  Upon  the 
ballot  I  will  say  but  a  few  words,  and  for 
this  reason — because  it  stands  at  the  head 
of  those  questions  which  are  likely  to  be 
carried  in  this  House.  I  mean  that  it  has 
the  most  strength  in  this  House  and  in  the 
country,  among  the  middle  classes^  and 
particularly  among  the  farmers,  and  among 
persons  living  in  the  counties.  [**  Oh  1  "] 
Some  hon.  Gentlemen  say  "  Oh  !  "  They 
are  not  farmers  who  say  **  Oh,  oh  1  "  they 
are  landlords.  The  farmers  are  in  favour 
of  the  ballot.  I  will  take  the  highest 
farming  county— Lincolnshire.  Will  any 
one  tell  me  that  the  farmers  of  Lincoln- 
shire are  not  in  favour  of  the  ballot  ?  I 
say  this  question  stands  first ;  it  will  be 
carried.  Why,  no  argument  is  attempted 
to  be  urged  against  it,  except  the  most  ri- 
diculous of  all  arguments,  that  it  is  un- 
English.  I  maintain  that,  so  far  from  the 
ballot  being  un-English,  there  is  more 
voting  by  ballot  in  England  than  in  all  the 
countries  in  Europe.  And  why  ?  Because 
you  are  a  country  of  associations  and  clubs 
— of  literary,  scientific,  and  charitable  so- 
cieties—of infirmaries  and  hospitals— -of 
great  joint-stock  companies — of  popularly 
governed  intitutions  ;  and  you  are  always 
voting  by  ballot  in  these  institutions.  Will 
any  hon.  Member  come  down  fresh  frem 
the  Carlton  Club,  where  the  ballot-box  is 
ringing  every  week,  to  say  that  the  ballot 
is*  un-English  ?  Will  Gentlemen  who -re- 
sort to  the  ballot  to  shidd  themselves  from 
tho  passing  frown  of  a  neighbour,  whom 
they  meet  every  day,  use  this  sophistical 
argument,  and  deny  the  tenant  the  ballot, 
that  he  may  protect  himself  not  only 
against  the  frowns  but  against  the  vea- 
geance  of  his  landlord  ?  As  to  triennial 
Parliaments,  I  need  not  say  much  on  that 
subject.  This,  also,  will  be  carried.  We 
do  not  appoint  people  to  be  our  stewards 
in  private  life  for  seven  years ;  we  do  not 
give  people  seven  years'  control  over  eiur 
property.  Let  me  remind  the  House, 
that  railway  directors  are  elected  every 
year.  Something  has  been  said  by  the 
Prime  Minister  as  to  the  preference  of  an^ 
nual  to  triennial  Pisrliaments.  I  think  I 
can  suggest  a  mode  of  avoiding  difficulty 
on  this  point.  Might  it  not  be  poaeible  to 
adopt  the  system  pacaued  at  munie^al 
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elecUons — ^that  all  should  be  elected  for 
three  jeaiBf  bui  one-tbird  of  the  members 
ahould  go  6at  evcfty  year  ?  I  mention  this 
only  as  a  plan  for  which  we  have  a  prece- 
dent. If  one-third  of  the  Members  of  this 
House  went  out  every  year,  you  would 
haTe  an  opportunity  of  testing  the  opinion 
of  the  country,  and  of  avoiding  the  shocks 
and  eonyulsions  so  much  dreaded  by  some 
hon.  Gentlemen.  I  will  only  say  one  word, 
in  conclusion,  as  to  a  subject  which  has 
been  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Reading  (Mr.  Serjeant  Tal- 
fourd)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Bucking- 
hamshire (Mr.  Disraeli).  They  complain 
that  leamies  and  associations  were  formed 
out  of  cu>or8,  and  yet  in  the  same  breath 
ihej  claim  credit  for  the  country  that  it 
has  made  great  advances  and  reforms. 
Yon  glorify  yourselves  that  you  have 
abolished  the  slave  trade  and  slavery.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  referred, 
with  the  warmth  and  glow  of  humanity  by 
which  he  is  so  distinguished,  to  the  exertions 
which  have  been  made  to  abolish  the  pun- 
ishment of  death.  Those  reforms  were  all 
carried  by  agitation  out  of  doors.  What- 
ever yon  have  done  to  break  down  any 
abonnnation  or  barbarism  in  this  country, 
has  been  done  by  associations  and  leagues 
out  of  this  House — and  why  ?  Because, 
since  Manchester  cannot  have  its  fair  re- 
presentation in  this  House,  it  was  obliged 
to  organise  a  league,  that  it  might  raise 
an  agitation  through  the  length  and 
breadth  of  the  land,  and  in  this  indirect 
manner  might  make  itself  felt  in  this 
House.  WeU,  do  you  want  to  get  rid  of 
this  system  of  agitation  ?  Do  you  want 
to  prerent  these  leagues  and  associations 
oat  of  doors  ?  Then  you  must  bring  this 
House  into. harmony  with  the  opinions  of 
the  people.  Give  the  means  to  the  people 
of  making  themselves  felt  in  this  House. 
Are  yon  afraid  of  losing  anything  by  it  ? 
Why,  the  very  triumphs  you  have  spoken 
of — the  triumphs  achieved  out  of  doors 
-—by  reformers,  have  been  the  salvation 
of  inis  country.  They  are  your  glory  and 
exaltation  at  tlie  present  moment ;  and  all 
I  ask  is,  that  such  reforms  may  be  carried 
by  *  direct  action  of  public  opinion  upon 
this  House,  rather  than  by  agitation  out 
of  doors.  But  is  this  not  a  most  clumsy 
machine  ? — a  House  of  Commons,  by  a 
fietion  said  to  be  the  representatives  of  the 
people,  meeting  here  and  professing  to  do 
the  people's  work,  while  the  people  out  of 
are  obliged  to  organise  themselves 
and  associations  to  compel  you 
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to  do  that  work?  Now,  take  the  most 
absurd  illustration  of  this  which  is  occur- 
ring at  the  present  moment.  There  is  a 
confederation,  a  league,  an  association,  or 
a  society — I  declare  I  don't  know  by  what 
fresh  name  it  may  have  been  christened — 
foi-med  in  Liverpool,  at  the  head  of  which 
I  believe  is  the  brother  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford  (Mr. 
Gladstone) — a  gentleman  certainly  of  suffi- 
ciently conservative  hcbits  not  to  rush  into 
any  thing  of  this  kind  if  he  did  not  think  it 
necessary.  And  what  is  the  object  of  this 
association?  To  effect  a  reform  of  our  finan- 
cial system,  and  to  accomplish  a  reduction 
of  the  national  expenditure.  Why,  these 
are  the  very  things  for  which  this  House 
assembles.  This  House  is,  par  excellence, 
the  guardian  of  the  people's  purse;  it  is 
their  duty  to  levy  taxes  justly,  and  to  ad- 
minister the  revenue  frugally  ;  but  they 
discharge  this  duty  so  negligently  that 
there  is  an  assembly  in  Liverpool  associ- 
ated in  order  to  compel  them  to  perform 
it,  and  that  assembly  is  headed  by  a  Con- 
servative. Was  there  ever  such  a  satire 
upon  a  representative  government !  It  is 
not  with  a  view  of  overturning  our  institu- 
tions that  I  advocate  these  reforms  in  our 
representative  system.  It  is  because  I 
believe  that  we  may  carry  out  these  re- 
forms from  time  to  time,  by  discussions  in 
this  House,  that  I  take  my  part  in  advo- 
cating them  in  this  legitimate  manner. 
They  must  be  effected  in  this  mode,  or  as 
has  been  the  case  on  the  Continent,  by 
bayonets,  by  muskets,  and  in  the  streets. 
Now,  I  am  no  advocate  for  such  proceed- 
ings. I  conceive  that  men  of  political 
standing  in  this  country — any  Members  of 
this  House  for  instance — who  join  in  advo- 
cating the  extension  of  the  suffrage  at  this 
moment,  arc  the  real  conservators  of  peace. 
So  long  as  the  great  mass  of  the  people  of 
this  country  sec  that  there  are  men  in 
earnest  who  are  advocating  a  great  reform 
like  this,  they  will  wait,  and  wait  patiently. 
They  may  want  more;  but  so  long  as  they 
believe  that  men  are  honestly  and  reso- 
lutely striving  for  reform,  and  will  not  be 
satisfied  until  they  get  it,  the  peace  and 
safety  of  this  country — which  1  value  as 
much  as  any  Conservative — are  guaran- 
teed. My  object  in  supporting  this  Motion 
is,  that  I  may  bring  to  bear  upon  the 
legislation  of  this  House  those  virtues  and 
that  talent  which  have  characterised  the 
middle  and  industrious  classes  of  this  coun- 
try. If  you  talk  of  your  aristocracy  and 
your  traditions,  and  compel  me  to  talk  of 
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the  middle  and  industrious  classes,  I  say  it 
is  to  them  that  the  glory  of  this  country  is 
owing.  You  have  had  your  government 
of  aristocracy  and  tradition;  and  the  worst 
thing  in  this  country  has  been  its  govern- 
ment for  the  last  century  and  a  half.  All 
that  has  been  done  to  elevate  the  country 
has  been  the  work  of  the  middle  and  indus- 
trious classes.  Whether  in  literature,  in 
arts,  in  science,  in  commerce,  or  in  enter- 
prise— all  has  been  done  by  the  middle 
and  industrious  classes;  and  it  is  because 
I  wish  to  bring  their  virtue,  intelligence, 
industry,  and  frugality,  to  bear  upon  the 
proceedings  of  this  House,  that  I  support 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose. 

Mr.  URQUHART  :  The  question  of 
Reform  comes  before  the  House  in  1848  in 
a  different  shape  from  that  in  which  it  came 
before  it  in  lo30.  It  was  then  a  specula- 
tive question;  we  had  no  results  to  guide 
Hs;  we  had  merely  evils  pressing  upon  us 
for  which  we  sought  a  remedy.  Amongst 
the  remedies  proposed,  one  was  selected  as 
the  best;  but  at  best  it  was  an  experiment. 
The  question  now  comes  before  us  with  the 
addition  of  practice  and  experience,  and 
rather  in  the  shape  of  a  failure  of  the  re- 
medy than  in  that  of  a  cure  for  the  disease. 
Unless  the  remedy  had  failed  there  would 
be  no  case  at  all.  We  have  had  sixteen 
years  of  a  Reformed  Parliament :  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  is 
its  condemnation.  It  has  produced  no 
fruits.  We  have  therefore  mistaken  our 
way  :  the  failure  of  a  measure  from  which 
such  enormous  results  were  expected  or 
apprehended,  is  the  greatest  lesson  that 
has  probably  ever  been  read  to  a  people. 
It  has  been  read  to  us  in  vain.  I  will  not 
follow  the  speakers  who  have  preceded  me 
into  any  abstract  question  of  right — into 
any  theory  of  representation — any  calcula- 
tion of  property  or  population.  I  will  look 
to  practical  results,  and  in  those  I  will  con- 
tent myself  with  taking  the  case  as  stated 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex who  opened  the  debate  this  even- 
ing. Replying  to  the  arguments  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire,  he  has 
shown  that,  instead  of  alleviating  the  bur- 
dens of  the  people,  the  Reformed  Parlia- 
ment has  increased  them ;  he  has  said, 
that  **  in  a  financial  point  of  view,  the  pre- 
sent House  of  Commons  is  utterly  useless.  ** 
This  is  his  argument  for  a  new  Reform. 
Could  more  sweeping  condemnation  be  pro- 
nounced ?  That  is  what  I  came  here  pre- 
pared to  prove.  My  hon.  Friend  has  relieved 
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me  from  the  necessity  of  arguing  tny  case. 
He  has  proved  it  for  me,  and  then  uses  it 
as  an  argument  for  repeating  the  very  ex- 
periment of  which  he  proclaims  the  signal 
failure.  On  the  first  night  of  this  debate, 
I  was  amused  to  hear  it  urged  that  Reform 
was  now  necessary  only  because  the  former 
Bill  was  by  no  means  what  it  ought  to  have 
been.  [**  Hear,  hear!**]  The  hon.  Members 
for  Birmingham  and  Montrose  cheer  the 
sentiment.  They  have,  then,  forgotten  that 
they  were  foremost  to  raise  a  certain  me- 
morable cry,  which  was  "the  Bill:"  but 
it  went  further — there  was  in  the  Bill 
nothing  which  they  did  not  desire  and 
adopt — they  exclaimed  "  the  whole  Bill.** 
But  this  was  not  enough.  They  excluded 
every  other  plan,  project,  purpose — they 
would  have  the  Bill — they  would  have 
"  nothing  but  the  Bill."  It  was  complete 
— ^it  was  all-sufficient.  It  was  the  mea- 
sure of  their  political  sagacity.  It  is  use- 
less to  deny  the  fact.  It  is  impossible  to 
evade  the  conclusion.  What  is  the  first, 
the  chief  duty  of  this  House?  Is  it  not 
the  holding  the  purse-strings  of  the  na- 
tion ?  What  is  the  source  of  all  disorder  in 
governments  and  in  nations,  if  not  irre- 
sponsibility in  matters  of  account  ?  Has  it 
not  been  said,  and  truly  said,  that  the 
battle  of  the  constitution  has  ever  to  be 
fought  around  the  Exchequer  ?  Why  was 
the  Reform  desirable  in  1830  ?  What  were 
the  very  grounds  put  forward  by  the  Re- 
form Ministry  ?  What  was  the  flag  which 
they  used —what  the  motto  they  inscribed 
upon  it  ?  Reform — Non-interference — and 
Retrenchment.  Reform  was  an  abstract 
question  ;  but  non-interference  and  re- 
trenchment were  practical  ones,  and  the 
abstract  question  was  brought  in  to  facili* 
tate  the  advancement  of  the  practical  ones. 
The  end  in  view  was,  that  they  should  not 
abroad  engage  in  that  which  was  unlawful; 
that  they  should  not  at  home  do  that  which 
was  extravagant.  If  the  country  was  roused 
to  a  great  effort  to  attain  these  ends,  it 
could  only  be  that  they  held  the  then  Go- 
vernment and  the  House  of  Commons  as 
engaged  in  a  heedless,  a  ruinous,  and  a 
profligate  course.  What  then  shall  we  say, 
if,  having  made  a  great  effort  to  correct 
these  abuses — having  succeeded  in  carry- 
ing the  measure  by  which  they  judged 
that  these  abuses  were  to  be  corrected — 
having  turned  out  one  set  of  men  and 
brought  in  another — they  found  that  the 
condition  of  the  country  was  worse  than  it 
was  before,  and  that  there  was  a  contrast 
the  most  signal  between  the  economj  of 
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the  sjBtem  wliieh  was  put  down  because 
it  WM  extravagant,  and  the  extravagance 
of  the  new  system  which  has  been  intro- 
duced because  it  was  to  be  economical? 
What  can  this  be  called  if  not  a  deceit  and 
s  delusion?  The  cause  is  very  simple. 
The  people  of  this  couotrj  having  turned 
their  attention  seriously  to  the  reduction 
of  expenditure,  were  proceeding  to  effect 
great  and  beneficial  changes,  when  they 
were  diverted  therefrom  by  misguided 
theorists  or  calculating  demagogues;  and 
that  eiy  was  raised  for  change  of  insti- 
tatums  which  ever  marks  the  powerless- 
neis  of  a  people  to  help  or  save  itself: 
their  attention  being  thereby  diverted  from 
their  true  business,  they  lost  the  benefit  of 
their  own  asserted  power.  So  it  has  been 
at  all  times,  among  every  people,  in  what- 
ever eoadition  of  civilisation,  or  of  bar- 
huism,  whenever  organic  changes  become 
the  end.  The  real  object  of  institutions 
ie  virtually  abandoned,  and  the  more  the 
power  of  such  a  people,  the  worse  is  its 
eondition.  Either  the  excitement  which 
is  neoessarj  to  obtain  the  change  disturbs 
their  judgment,  or  the  security  which  at- 
tends success  lays  prostrate  their  vigi- 
hnee.  Then  arises  a  conClct  of  mere  fac- 
tion—of mere  political  partisanship — and 
aa  opportunity  is  afforded  for  designing 
men  to  seek  their  own  advantage  in  the 
imblie  loss.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Reading  has  opposed  this  Motion 
upon  the  ground  that  it  could  not  con- 
fer real  benefit.  I  oppose  it  on  the 
riyand  that  it  will  bring  positive  injury. 
appeal  to  experience.  My  hon.  Friend 
opposite  (Mr.  Hume)  is  himself  the  im- 
personation of  the  old  adage,  Tempora  mu- 
itmtur.  Compare  his  words  and  speeches 
IB  the  reformed  and  in  the  unreformed 
Pariiament :  they  do  not  seem  to  belong  to 
the  same  man;  unless  we  knew  to  the 
eontraiy,  we  might  suppose  the  epithets  in- 
terdianffed.  Reform  has,  I  assert,  cor- 
rapted  this  House,  and  changed  its  Mem- 
bers. It  has  given  to  the  people  a  stone 
m  lieu  of  bread,  and  taught  them  to  be 
eontent  with  it.  It  has  not  done  what  was 
BEKMBt  easy  and  most  desirable :  it  has  done 
what  was  not  desirable,  and  appeared  most 
£ffiealt.  It  has  not  accelerated  the  ebb 
of  retrenchment,  but  arrested  it  and  turned 
it  to  flood.  It  has  transformed  my  hon. 
Friend  from  a  staunch  economist  into 
the  most  vehement  supporter,  if  not  of 
OKtvaTagance,  at  least  of  the  men  who 
been  the  most  extravagant,  and  I 
ay  aaj  the  most  profligate,  in  expendi- 


ture. My  hon.  Friend  said  in  February 
1828— 

**  We  aro  bound  then,  in  the  ciroumstanccs  of 
the  country,  to  reduce  our  expenditure,  not  hj 
17,000,000/.  or  10,000.000Z.,  but  to  reduce  it  to 
that  scale  which  would  leave  us  such  a  surplus 
as  would  be  efficient  for  the  gradual  reduction  of 
our  debt.  If  the  House  do  not  adopt  this  course, 
they  cannot  be  said  to  know  what  they  ore  about." 

Again,  he  said — 

"  A  country  must  bo  mad  which  in  a  state  of 
peace  should  go  on  from  year  to  year  consuming 
its  income  ;  and  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Legis- 
lature to  look  forward  in  time  of  peace  to  a  possible 
state  of  war,  and  so  to  reduce  the  expenditure  as 
to  leave  a  considerable  surplus  for  the  reduction 
of  the  public  debt." 

At  that  time  there  was  a  certain  fixed  scale 
and  standard  to  which  all  practical  men 
looked,  and  that  was  the  report  of  the  Fi- 
nance Committee  of  1817,  which  had  laid 
it  down  as  a  maxim  that  **  it  was  impossi- 
ble for  the  country  to  maintain  its  honour 
and  integrity,  save  by  a  great  reduction  in 
the  establishments.'  Another  maxim  of 
that  unreformed  time  was,  that  the  defence 
of  the  country  was  economy,  and  that  the 
repayment  in  ordinary  periods  of  "debts  in- 
curred under  extraordinary  circumstances, 
was  as  essential " — to  use  the  words  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Tamworth,  in  his 
speech  on  the  Finance  Committee  of  1828 
— **  to  the  honour  and  prosperity  of  a  na- 
tion, as  of  an  individual.'*  The  Finance 
Committee  of  1817  reports — 

**  As  the  duration  and  magnitude  of  the  aston- 
ishing exertions  made  by  this  kingdom  during  the 
late  war  must  mainly  bo  attributed  to  the  pecu- 
niarj'  resources  then  brought  into  operation,  which 
could  never  bo  more  justly  deemed  the  sinews  of 
war  than  during  the  whole  course  of  tli.it  eventful 
contest ;  so  these  can  be  renovated  and  strength- 
ened in  no  other  way  than  by  retrenchment  and 
economy  during  the  opportunity  afforded  bya.'j, 
turn  of  peace." 

Then  followed  in  June,  1819,  the  reso- 
lutions of  tho  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R. 
Peel)— 

**  That  to  provide  for  the  exigencies  of  the  pub- 
lic service,  to  make  such  progressive  diminution 
of  the  national  debt  as  may  adequately  support 
public  credit,  and  to  afford  to  tlie  country  a  pros- 
pect of  future  relief  from  a  part  of  its  present  bur- 
dens, it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  there  should  be 
a  clear  surplus  of  the  income  of  the  country  beyond 
the  expenditure  of  not  less  than  6,000,000/.,  and 
that  with  a  view  to  the  attainment  of  this  im- 
portant object,  it  is  expedient  now  to  increase  the 
income  of  the  country  by  the  imposition  of  taxes 
to  the  amount  of  3,000,000/.  jxir  annum." 

Within  a  month.  Sir  II.  Pamell  moved 
his  resolutions  for  retrenchment.  At  this 
time  it  was  Parliament,  the  unreformed 
Parliament,  that  raised  tho  question  of 
H2 
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reduction,  forced  it  on  tlie  Government, 
and  rendered  it  popular  with  the  nation, 
Mr*  Canning  was  not  a  reformer,  in  the 
vulgar  and  political  sense  of  the  word;  but 
lie  was  a  reformer  in  the  true  and  financial 
sense.  In  1827,  he  declared  that  neither 
the  appointment  of  a  Committee  nor  the 
prorogation  of  Parliament  shcmld  interfere 
with  the  determination  of  the  Government 
to  institute  a  Bcarcliing  in<jniry  into  every 
hranch,  with  a  view  to  reduction;  this  pre- 
ceded the  great  effort  of  1828,  and  it  is  to 
he  remarked,  that  from  the  Peace,  the 
year  1828  was  most  BUed  with  cmharrass- 
ments  and  called  for  the  largest  amount  of 
force.  The  Turkieli  war  following  on  the 
Battle  of  Navarino;  the  Triple  Alliance  for 
the  Levant;  the  Persian  war,  the  Burmese 
war,  and  the  events  in  the  West  Indies 
and  in  PortugaL  Yet,  then,  waa  mider- 
taken  that  system  of  rigid  economy  hy 
which,  in  five  years,  a  saving  of  nearly 
5^000,000/.  yearly  outlay  waa  effected, 
and  the  establishments  reduced  from 
16,200,000?.  to  11,000,000^.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  then  entertain- 
ed the  following  sentiments  :■ — 


"  With  respect  to  the  Army  Estimates,  I  have 
to  inform  the  House  that  Govurnment  have  under 
present  considenition  the  propriety  and  praclie'a- 
bility  of  effecting  a  considervible  reduction  in  that 
branch  of  the  public  aer vice ;  in  feet,  they  propose 
to  reduce  g:raduaUy  tbo  Army,  so  much  aa  to  liavo 
no  niore  than  50,0(>0  troops  in  pay/* 

Mr.  Huskisson  spoke  of  the  necessity  of 
sacrifices  —  **  to  assert  the  proud  pre- 
eminence of  Great  Britain,  and  to  main- 
tain the  balance  and  independence  of 
smaller  Powers"— and  for  that  he  required 
the  application  of  the  surplus,  not  to  mul- 
tiply defences,  but  to  diminisli  debt.  He 
required  the  minimum  to  be  three  millions. 
"  to  show** — these  are  his  remarkable 
words  —  "not  only  an  ability  to  make 
engagements  in  time  of  war^  bnt  also  an 
ability  to  fulfil  thera  in  time  of  peace/' 
Wliat  would  he  have  said  of  defieieney  with 
increase  of  expenditure  and  no  thought  of 
repayment,  and  a  Government  taking  e  red  it 
to  itself  in  peace  for  not  proposing  a  loan  ? 
Had  his  lion.  Friend  in  the  Eeformcd 
Parliament  ever  spoken  of  paying  off 
debts  ?  Had  his  hon*  Friend  in  the  Ke- 
fornied  Parliament  ever  spoken  of  the 
standard  of  1792,  for  military  establish- 
ments ?  Had  he  ever  referred  to  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  of 
1817?  No,  The  utmost  that  ho  lind 
done  had  been  to  propose  as  a  standard 
an    expendituro   of   double   the    amount,  , 
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debt.  Reduction  proceeded  for  some  time 
after  the  Reform  Bill  was  carried;  but 
that  was  in  obedience  to  the  impulse  of  the 
nation,  and  to  tho  character  of  the  states- 
men who  then  lived,  and  of  those  still 
living  who  had  not  yet  changed;  and  if 
in  1835  the  tido  changed — if,  to  use  the 
expression  of  the  right  hon»  Gentleman 
tho  Member  for  the  University  of  Ox» 
ford,  the  ebb  then  turned  to  flood — it  is 
only  because  the  public  care  was  no  longer 
given  to  practical  measures,  because  en- 
gaged in  speculative  ones.  What  cause 
can  be  assigned  for  this  lamentable  change, 
if  not  this  very  Reform,  which  was  to  give 
us  the  very  opposite  fruits  ?  The  power 
of  the  nation  has  been  signally  instanced 
on  two  occasions — Preform,  and  the  repeal 
of  the  corn  laws.  It  is,  therefore,  a  mat- 
ter which  admits  of  not  the  slightest  doubt 
that  this  nation  has  power  to  carry  any 
measure  upon  which  it  has  fixed  Its 
heart;  and  if  a  corrupt  faction  wished  to 
preserve  abuses,  it  would  adopt  exactly 
that  process  whieh  has  succeeded  so  well 
in  placing  noble  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  bench  opposite,  as  well  as 
in  saddling  an  additional  yearly  expendi- 
ture on  the  country,  I  hare  lived  a 
great  portion  of  my  life  in  countries 
called  despotic,  where  the  people  have 
no  visible  power.  I  know  from  that  ex- 
perience that,  under  whatever  form  of  go- 
vernment, the  sense  of  the  people  must 
prevail— and  that  a  Government  can  do 
wrong  only  when  the  people  is  in  error. 
We,  then,  who  wish  to  reform  the  State, 
must  seek  to  iix  the  attention  of  the 
people  upon  practical  matters;  and  we 
can  do  so  only  hy  showing  them  the 
boll  own  CSS  of  the  empiricism  which  in- 
duced them  to  disregard  what  it  was  their 
bounden  duty  and  first  business  to  attend 
to,  on  the  plea  of  getting  for  them  more 
power.  It  is  for  the  nation  to  work  it 
institutions,  not  to  rely  upon  them;  and 
to  subject  them  to  the  continual  fact  or 
fear  of  change  is  tlie  way  to  make  theiu- 
ivorthless.  Since  the  ehb,  that  is,  tho^ 
year  1835,  the  annual  expenditure  has 
increased  by  no  less  than  ten  millions 
yearly;  and  upon  the  whole  a  sum  of 
forty -two  millions  has  been  lost  by  de- 
parting from  that  scale  of  1835.  If^ 
however,  the  Reform  Bill  had  not  inter- 
vened— ^if  tlioy  had  gone  on  in  the  course 
in  which  they  were  engaged  down  to 
1835,  and  had  reduced  their  expenditure 
to  the  scale  recommended  hy  the  Commit- 
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tee  of  181 7-— there  would  have  been  an 
additional  aaving  from  that  period  up  to 
the  present  of  no  less  than  forty  mil- 
lions; so  that,  on  tho  one  hand,  by  the 
arresting  of  the  process  of  reduction,  and, 
on  the  other,  by  the  turning  of  the  tide 
towards  expenditure,  we  are  subject  to  the 
loss,  up  to  the  present  time,  of  eighty  mil- 
lions sterling;  that  is  to  say,  to  a  sum 
equal  to  all  we  have  expended  upon  tho 
fruitless  agitation  to  put  down  slavery. 
Formerly  there  was  an  ignorant  impatience 
of  taxation  :  these  absurdities  are  now  re- 
formed, and  we  have  become,  as  Clarendon 
remarks  of  the  times  of  James  I.,  **  more 
dntiful  to  supply  the  exigencies  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, than  curious  to  inquire  into  the 
causes  of  deficiency.*'  We  have  tamely 
sabmittod  to  what  was  considered  peculiar- 
ly a  war  tax;  we  disputed  about  the  mode 
of  imposing  it,  indeed,  but  we  had  no  cu- 
riosity respecting  the  causes  of  the  defi- 
ciency. The  right  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
ganron,  speaking  of  the  income-tax  of  1842, 
says — 

"  It  will  be  strango  indeed,  if  in  a  reformed 
Fuiiament — ^in  a  Parliament  whoso  reform  he  to 
the  last  opposed — the  Member  for  Tamworth 
ihonld  achieve  that  which  in  an  unreformed  Par- 
Uament  with  all  his  influence  and  all  his  plausibi- 
lity Lord  Castlereagh  was  not  able  to  accom- 
plish.*' 

This  may  appear  strange  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman;  to  me  it  appears  exceedingly 
natural.  The  progress  has  latterly  been 
in  an  accelerated  ratio.  Let  us  take  the 
last  three  years  of  the  Administration  who 
came  in  by  charging  their  antagonists  with 
doing  that  which  they  had  not  done,  but 
which  they  themselves  have  done,  and  com- 
pare these  three  years  with  the  prece- 
ding three  years  of  the  administration  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel),  and  a 
contraat  will  be  found  fit  to  fill  one  with  as- 
tonisliment  or  despair.  In  the  three  years 
from  1843  to  1845,  the  public  money 
nceiTed  was  152,000,990;.  From  1846 
to  1848  it  was  156,000,1512.,  the  dif- 
ftrenee  being  3,161,0002.  Upon  the  ac- 
eovni  with  China,  in  the  former  three 
Tcan,  there  was  more  expended  by 
2y359»000I.,  and  less  received  in  the  lat- 
ter tluree  years  by  297,0002.,  making  a 
of  2,612,0062.  Upon  tho  ac- 
nt  of  the  public  debt,  and  Exchcquer- 
Ub,  the  three  latter  as  compared  with 
dbe  three  former  years  exhibits  a  gain ! 
of  lp695,000^  In  all,  there  has  been  j 
a  Ittger  sum  in  hand  for  the  latter  as  ; 
— pared  with  the  former  three  years  of 
§JtirjB!i2L     Now,  let  us  look  at  the  de- 


ficiency. [Mr.  J.  B.  SMrra:  Question!} 
The  question  we  were  examining  is  the 
consequences  of  the  Reform  Bill,  and  part  of 
those  consequences  we  have  in  hand — the 
financial  one;  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
calls  '*  Question!  *'  I  believe  it  is  for  the 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Friends  a  very 
annoying  question  which  I  am  raising, 
and  more  easy  to  dispose  of  by  a  cry, 
than  to  answer  by  an  argument.  I  was 
upon  the  point  of  mentioning  that  the 
faction — ^the  Whig  economical  and  reform- 
ing faction — of  the  hon.  Gentleman  found 
on  their  accession  to  power  a  balance 
in  hand  of  6,342,4362.,  and  that  they 
had  presented  at  the  beginning  of  this 
Session  a  deficiency  for  the  estimated 
year  of  3,092,2852.  There  was,  therefore, 
with  the  balance  in  hand  a  deficiency  to 
be  put  to  their  account  for  those  three 
years  of  9,434,7212.;  and  deducting  tho 
extra  expenditure  of  the  Cafire  war, 
and  Irish  distress,  which  amounted  to 
2,757,0002.,  there  remained  a  difference 
of  expenditure  in  excess  between  the 
years  1846,  1847,  and  1848,  as  con- 
trasted with  1843,  1844,  and  1845,  of 
no  less  than  13,625,5432.  A  more  la- 
mentable failure  the  world  had  never 
seen;  and  if,  in  the  words  of  the  hen. 
Member  for  Montrose,  the  nation  must 
be  mad — and  he  was  speaking  of  1828, 
of  the  virtuous  and  reforming  period  of 
1828 — if  the  nation  must  bo  mad  that 
does  not  provide  in  peace  for  the  re- 
demption of  engagements  which  it  had 
incurred  during  war — what  must  be  said 
of  the  sanity  of  a  people  that  plunges 
in  peace  at  once  into  perfect  forge tful- 
ncss  of  its  war  engagements,  and  into 
the  most  lavish  and  profligate  expendi- 
ture, on  the  very  plea  of  economy  and 
reform  ?  Now,  those  who  supported  this 
measure  spoke  as  if  to  them  belonged 
tho  advocacy  of  popular  rights.  There 
is  no  man  in  this  House  who  goes  to 
the  extent  to  which  I  go,  in  advocating 
popular  rights.  I  wholly  and  entirely 
deny  that  those  are  advocates  of  popular 
rights  who  seek  to  enlarge  the  represen- 
tation of  this  House.  A  Member  of  the 
present  Administration,  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, has  said  that  he  attributed  all  the 
evils  of  England  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons; but  he  qualified  the  expression  by 
the  word  "unreformed."  I  believe  that 
no  unreformed  House  of  Commons  has 
gone  to  tho  same  length  in  ])roducing 
evils  in  this  country  as  the  refonnod 
House  has  gone.     If,  indeed,  tho  powrr 
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ihat  lie  Iiad  heard  ^m  the  heir-apparent 
to  the  leadership  of  the  Reform  party,  the 
depaty-chairman  of  the  Member  for  Mon- 
trose, a  statement  of  the  circumstances 
which  led  him  to  support  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  though  he 
looked  with  suspicion  on  everything  pro- 
ceeding from  that  school,  and  feared  the 
hon.  Gentleman  et  dona  ferentem.  But 
m  one  of  his  most  belauded  addresses  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding  of  York- 
shire (Mr.  Cobden)  thus  expressed  himself 
when  he  first  adverted  to  that  great  and 
general  measure  which,  as  a  supporter  of 
the  Chairman  of  the  Reform  party,  he  had 
come  here  to  advocate : — 

•'  The  examples  held  forth  to  us  by  the  Ame- 
ricans of  strict  economy,  d;c.,  and  of  other  public 
improvements,  may,  and  indeed  must,  be  emulated 
by  the  Government  of  this  country,  if  the  people 
mre  to  be  allowed  even  the  chance  of  surviving  a 
competition  with  that  republican  community.  If 
it  be  objected  that  an  economical  Government  is 
inoonsistent  with  the  maintenance  of  the  monar- 
ohifOal  and  aristocratic  institutions  of  this  land, 
then,  we  answer,  let  an  unflinching  economy  and 
retrenchment  be  enforced — ritat  ccBlwn" 

Why  tell  the  people  at  one  time  that  they 
reckoned  the  maintenance  of  monarchy  and 
sriatocracy  an  essential  point,  and  at  an- 
other tell  them  that  the  real  object  was  to 
Aceomplish  something  else,  in  comparison 
with  which  the  maintenance  of  monarchy 
and  aristocracy  was  but  a  secondary  con- 
sideration ?  Measures  had  been  passed  in 
derogation  of  the  rights  of  the  people  which 
he  would  readily  join  in  abolishing.  But 
he  would  proceed  inversely — go  back  from 
the  last  to  the  first — and  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  repeal  of 
ihe  Reform  Act  he  would  cordially  second 
the  Motion. 

Mb.  L.  king,  as  a  new  Member,  beg- 
ged, for  a  few  moments,  the  indulgence  of 
the  House.  He  would  not  take  up  the 
time  of  the  House  by  replying  in  any  way 
to  the  hon.  Members  the  mover  and  se- 
conder of  the  Amendment;  he  would  only 
My,  that  there  appeared  to  be  a  general 
ieeUnff  that  that  Amendment  was  ill-timed. 
He  wonght  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Reading  (Mr.  Serjeant  Tal- 
foord),  in  the  course  of  his  remarkable  and 
eloquent  speech,  had  entirely  forgotten  on 
what  principle  the  Reform  Bill  was  sup- 
ported and  passed.  He  had  always  under- 
stood it  to  be  this — that  as  great  complaint 
existed  that  great  masses  of  the  people, 
who  eontributed  largely  to  the  e^cigencics 
ef  the  State  by  the  payment  of  taxes,  and 
bj  tho  eonBomption  of  articles  that  were 


heavily  taxed,  had  no  voice  whatever  in 
the  election  of  Members  to  serve  in  Parlia- 
ment, the  old  principle  of  the  law  of  Eng- 
land that  no  man  should  be  taxed  without 
his  consent  was  then  to  a  considerable  ex- 
tent recognised.  Well,  ho  believed,  that 
the  grievance  and  complaint  which  existed 
in  1832,  existed  now,  perhaps,  to  as  great 
an  extent  as  then.  He  felt  certain  that 
population,  wealth,  and  intelligence,  among 
the  classes  that  still  remained  unrepre* 
scnted,  had  increased  in  a  most  wonderful 
manner.  Trade,  shipping,  steamboats,  to 
say  nothing  of  railway  enterprise,  had 
created  sources  of  wealth  and  intelligence 
in  those  districts  where  poverty  and  igno- 
rance existed  before.  In  the  great  centres 
of  our  manufacturing  industry  there  was  a 
numerous  and  intelligent  class  deeply  anxi- 
ous for  political  rights,  in  common  with 
their  fellow-countrymen.  He,  for  his  own 
part,  rejoiced  in  that  anxiety.  He  enter- 
tained no  fear  that  those  who  were  thus 
anxious  to  obtain  the  rights  of  free  men 
might  not  as  safely  bo  trusted  with  the 
power  they  wished  for  as  the  influential 
classes  who  had  already  obtained  them, 
and  that  the  interest  and  welfare  of  the 
constitution  would  not  be  promoted  by  ad- 
mitting them  within  its  pale.  By  this 
means  be  thought  the  House  would  more 
effectually  promote  the  welfare  and  interest 
of  the  Crown,  than  by  passing  such  Bills  as 
that  which  was  known  by  the  name  of 
**  the  Gagging  Bill,"  which,  after  all,  he 
could  not  bring  himself  to  believe  was  not 
intended  by  Government  as  a  mere  tempo- 
rary measure  for  Ireland  until  other  mea- 
sures of  a  conciliatory  nature  were  pre- 
pared for  that  unhappy  country.  What 
had  saved  this  country  from  the  revolutions 
which  had  affected  and  were  still  daily 
affecting  other  parts  of  Europe?  It  was 
the  Reform  Bill,  which  had,  to  some  ex- 
tent, palliated  the  evils  that  existed.  We 
bad  profited  by  the  French  Revolution  of 
1830,  for  through  it  we  had  obtained  the 
Reform  Bill,  and  a  vast  number  of  other 
highly  beneficial  measures.  France,  on 
tbe  other  hand,  made  a  far  greater  nominal 
cbange  than  we  had,  for  she  deposed  the 
king,  and  placed  upon  the  throne  what 
she  called  a  **  Citizen  King.'*  She  also 
had  what  she  termed  her  *'  three  glorious 
days;'*  and  what  had  been  the  result? 
While  we  had  made  proprrcss,  France  had 
found  that  from  1830  until  February,  1848, 
she  had  remained  in  the  same  state.  Im- 
perfect as  the  Reform  Bill  was,  it  admitted 
a  great  principle — a  principle  which   he 
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hoped  to  Bee  fully  carried  out — ^he  meant 
the  disfranchisement  of  small  boroughs,  for 
whether  corrupt  or  not,  he  maintained  that 
they  did  not  represent  the  opinions  of  the 
people  of  this  country.  Look  at  boroughs 
with  a  population  of  5,000,  with  a  con- 
stituency not  exceeding  200,  or  even  150 
electors,  returning  one  or  perhaps  two 
Members  to  serve  in  that  House.  Compa- 
risons, he  knew,  were  odious;  but  he  could 
not  help  referring  to  Harwich,  with  the 
same  number  of  Members  as  Liverpool; 
and  to  Thetford,  with  tbe  same  number  as 
Manchester.  Details  of  that  kind  were 
monstrous.  They  were  opposed  to  com- 
mon sense,  and,  above  all,  to  natural  jus- 
tice; and  he  felt  sure  that  ere  long  these 
small  boroughs  would  be  compelled  to  join 
their  elder  brethren  of  Schedule  A  in  the 
Reform  Bill,  and  to  sink  into  the  insignifi- 
cance they  so  well  merited.  They  would 
perhaps  be  rejoiced  and  grateful  to  the 
Legislature  for  it  when  they  ceased  to  be 
the  disgrace  and  the  laughing-stock  of  this 
mighty  empire.  It  had  been  said,  that 
through  the  system  of  small  boroughs  men 
of  talent  had  found  their  way  into  that 
House;  but  he  would  ask,  were  there  no 
instances  of  popular  constituencies  send- 
ing practical  and  useful  men  into  lliat 
House  ?  He  might  say  at  all  events  that  if 
through  small  boroughs  men  of  talent  had 
found  their  way  into  that  House,  it  was 
just  possible  that  through  the  very  same 
channel  selfishness  and  corruption  had 
found  their  way  there  also.  The  reports 
of  Election  Committees,  and  the  mere  fact 
of  that  ill-fated  Bill  which  was  now  before 
Parliament  for  facilitating  the  means  of  in- 
quiry into  the  corrupt  practices  at  elections, 
proved  to  his  mind  that  wealthy  men  who, 
to  serve  their  own  purposes,  buy  the  elec- 
tors to-day,  would  be  equally  prepared 
when  it  suited  their  purposes  to  sell  them 
to-morrow.  The  numerous  instances  of 
corruption,  and  the  small  extent  of  the 
franchise,  called- loudly,  in  his  opinion,  for 
an  extension  of  the  suffrage;  and  he  hoped 
he  might  be  pardoned  also  for  observ- 
ing that,  in  the  acts  and  votes  of  that 
House,  he  thought  he  could  see  a  dis- 
regard of  the  interests  of  the  people;  and 
particularly  when  he  looked  at  the  enor- 
mous annual  expenditure.  With  reference 
to  the  Motion  before  the  House,  he  begged 
to  say  that  it  would  have  been  better  in 
his  poor  judgment  if  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  had  confined  it  to  the  extension 
of  the  sufFrage,  and  the  otlier  points  would 
have  followed  in  their  natural  course;  but 


as  the  Motion  had  been  submitted  in.  that 
form,  he  had  no  hesitation  in  voting 
for  it. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  :  Having  been  connect- 
ed for  many  years  with  the  larger  question 
which  had  been  incidentally  brought  into 
the  discussion  of  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose,  he  thought  he  might 
claim  the  indulgence  of  the  House  while  he 
gave  his  opinion  on  the  question  before 
them,  ^e  might  have  risen  under  greater 
difficulty  than  he  now  experienced,  if  it 
had  not  been  for  the  admission  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell),  in  expressing  his 
determination  to  resist  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose.  It  was  an 
admitted  fact,  that  every  new  political 
party,  every  new  political  question,  had  to 
go  through  a  certain  ordeal.  The  pro- 
moters of  every  new  political  question  were 
first  laughed  at  and  scoffed  at,  then  they 
were  reviled  and  persecuted,  then  the  prin- 
ciple was  considered,  then  it  was  delibe- 
rated upon  and  discussed,  and  then  it  was 
legislated  upon.  Now,  he  confessed  he  felt 
greatly  relieved  from  embarrassment  when 
he  found  the  noble  Lord  declaring  in  the 
speech  he  had  delivered  on  this  subject, 
that  he  preferred  the  odious  principles  of 
Chartism  to  the  minor  principles  of  the  re« 
solution  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose. 
It  gave  him  and  those  who  had  laboured 
with  him  a  guarantee  that  he  had  not  la- 
boured in  vain.  He  felt  that  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord,  although  made  on  the 
Ministerial  side  of  the  House,  was  intended 
for  a  book  of  reference  when  he  should 
change  to  the  other  side.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Reading  (Serjeant  Tal- 
fourd)  had  delivered  a  speech  on  this  sub- 
ject which  had  been  called  an  able,  a  poet- 
ical, an  astounding,  an  astonishing  speech. 
For  himself,  he  had  been  most  struck  with 
the  ignorance  which  had  been  displayed  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  rested  npon 
three  points.  He  had  referred  to  the  case 
of  the  artisan  in  his  attic  or  cellar^  inca- 
pable of  supporting  his  faiQily,  and  had 
asked — would  you  trust  that  man  with  a 
vote?  In  answer  to  that  he  would  ity 
that  if  the  want  of  that  vote  disabled  that 
artisan  from  supporting  his  family,  or  if  in 
his  opinion  it  placed  him  in  that  situation, 
he  was  the  very  man  whom  he  would  enfran- 
chise. The  hon.  and  learned  Member  had 
also  asked  them — would  you  enfranchise  the 
ignorant  people  of  the  country  ?  That  was 
precisely  the  argument  which  was  used  in 
1780,  when  Charles  James  Fox  and  the 
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Duke  of  Richmond  propounded  yiews  ex- 
actly the  same  as  the  People's  Charter 
bow;  and  with  respect  to  this  charge  of 
ignorance,  he  would  ask — who  were  to 
blame  for  it,  the  people  who  had  heen  left 
to  grow  up  in  ignorance,  or  the  Govern- 
ment, whose  duty  it  was  to  educate  them  ? 
He  contended  that  an  extension  of  politi- 
cal rights  ought  to  precede  national  educa- 
ti(m.  Place  a  man  in  the  position  of  poli- 
tical responsibility,  and  ignorance  became 
a  crime.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  also  referred  to  some  neighbouring 
countries  as  instances  of  the  disadvantage 
of  adopting  reform.  He  would  answer, 
that  they  had  had  instances  of  the  folly 
and  disadvantage  of  postprming  these  prin- 
ciples until  it  became  necessary  to  esta- 
blish them  by  physical  force  instead  of 
moral  power.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose had  said  that  the  measure  which  he 
proposed  had  been  adopted  by  the  working 
classes.  He  should  hold  himself  unworthy 
of  a  seat  in  that  House — unworthy  of  the 
position  he  held  with  the  working  classes, 
if  he  did  not  give  that  assertion  the  fullest 
and  the  most  positive  contradiction.  Al- 
though he  meant  to  vote  for  the  resolution 
of  the  hon.  Member,  he  begged  to  caution 
the  hon.  Member  as  well  as  tho  noble  Lord 
not  to  postpone  tho  larger  and  more  ex- 
tended measure  till  the  wrong  moment. 
The  hon.  Member's  Motion  had  been  an- 
alysed in  the  course  of  the  discussion;  and 
some  hon.  Members  had  stated  their  pre- 
ference for  one  point  and  some  for  another. 
Well,  he  would  tell  the  House  the  point  to 
which  he  attached  the  most  importance, 
and  that  was  annual  Parliaments.  He  con- 
fessed that,  after  what  he  had  seen  in  that 
House,  he  would  prefer  annual  Parliaments 
with  the  present  constituencies  to  universal 
sufiErage  with  septennial  Parliaments.  He 
begged  to  observe  that,  with  the  exception 
of  Tote  by  ballot,  every  single  point  of  the 
Charter  had  at  one  time  formed  part  of 
the  constitution.  Annual  Parliaments  were 
at  one  time  the  practice  in  this  country. 
The  principle  of  "No  Property  Qualifica- 
tion **  was  also  an  old  one.  Formerly,  also, 
there  was  universal  suffrage;  and  the  rea- 
son for  abolishing  that  was  stated  in  the 
preamble  of  the  Act  to  be  the  feuds  and 
qnarrels  which  had  sprung  up  among  the 
aristocracy.  Formerly  there  existed  elec- 
toral districts;  and  it  was  well  known  that 
Members  of  the  House  were  paid  by  their 
constituents;  so  that  five  out  of  the  six 
pointa  of  the  Charter  were  once  the  law  of 
the  land.     The  noble  Lord  said  that  all 


that  the  people  wanted  was  the  best  de- 
scription of  government;  but  how  were 
they  to  get  it  ?  How  were  they  to  accom- 
plish that  object,  if  they  were  not  repre- 
sented in  that  House  ?  When  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Reading  spoke  of 
the  want  of  education  among  the  people, 
he  should  have  borne  in  mind  that  it  was 
not  necessary  that  whole  classes  should  be 
educated,  but  that  it  was  sufficient  if  a 
system  of  instruction  was  partly  infused 
among  them;  and  if  they  could  distinguish 
between  a  proper  and  improper  representa- 
tive, they  were  sufficiently  educated  for  the 
franchise.  The  people  of  this  country  had 
shown  for  many  years  that  they  desired 
reform.  They  had  been  told  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Harwich  (Sir 
J.  Hobhouse),  and  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  that  taxa- 
tion without  representation  was  unjust,  and 
that  the  people  were  the  sources  of  all  legi- 
timate power.  But  the  noble  Lord  now 
said  that  they  were  satisfied  with  the  pre- 
sent form  of  government.  When  the 
Reform  Bill,  however,  was  carried,  they 
were  promised  peace,  retrenchment,  and 
reform,  and  they  expected  a  participa- 
tion in  the  social  advantages  which  were 
held  out  as  the  consequences  of  that 
measure.  In  that  they  had  been  deceived. 
All  those  promises  of  high  wages,  cheap 
bread,  and  plenty  to  do,  roast  beef  and 
plum  pudding,  had  turned  out  to  be  fal- 
lacious, and  now  the  people  would  take 
the  matter  into  their  own  hands.  The 
aristocracy  on  one  side  of  the  House  had 
deceived  tho  people  once,  and  the  middle 
classes  on  the  other  side  had  deceived 
them  twice.  They  had  not  shared  in  the 
promised  benefits  of  free  trade;  and  unless 
the  Government  were  prepared  to  carry 
out  the  principles  of  free  trade,  and  con- 
sult, not  the  interests  of  those  who  made 
profit  out  of  the  diminution  of  wages,  but 
made  profit  by  legitimate  trade,  they  would 
find  themselves  some  fine  morning  in  the 
situation  of  the  French  Government.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth  had  laid  the  foundation  of  free 
trade,  hut  his  principles  had  not  been  car- 
ried out.  A  strong  case  was  made  out  for 
some  reform  at  least  by  the  unseating  of 
so  many  Members  for  bribery,  and  by  the 
fact  that  out  of  the  agricultural  constituen- 
cy there  were  108,000  tenants  at  will,  who 
were  as  nnich  bound  to  vote  for  their  land- 
lord as  if  they  had  been  slaves  purchased 
in  the  market.  But,  as  he  was  saying, 
free  trade  had  not  yet  been  carried  out; 
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wmA  Ike  working  classes  inqaired  "where 
tkeir  share  of  free  trade  was.  For  the 
last  «!  years  they  had  heen  very  peace- 
able, though  reduced  to  a  state  of  unpar- 
alMed  distress;  and  why,  then,  should  the 
House  hesitate  to  enfranchise  them  ?  He 
found  no  disposition  on  their  part  to  com- 
mit Tiolenoe,  hut  an  anxious  desire  to  earn 
their  bread  by  the  sweat '  of  their  brow. 
He  shoold  yote  for  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
If  ember  for  Montrose  as  a  choice  of  evils, 
Ilia  proposition  being  good  as  far  as  it 
went,  and  certainly  better  than  nothing  at 
an,  but  he  could  not  accept  it  as  a  final 
aeitlement  of  the  question.  He  would  not 
abate  one  jot  of  his  energy  or  enthusiasm 
in  the  cause  of  the  people;  and  if  the  hon. 
Member's  Motion  were  carried  to-night, 
he  should  advocate  all  the  principles  of 
the  Charter  to-morrow.  Whilst  under  ex- 
etteroent  he  charged  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  with  impropriety  in  having  with- 
drawn his  Motion ;  and  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  West  Riding 
eharged  him  with  having  made  an  attack 
on  the  hon.  Gentleman.  He  begged  to 
disclaim  all  intention  of  ferocity;  but  there 
was  a  determination  evinced  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  West  Riding  to  rally  the 
m(ddle  classes  around  him  on  this  ques- 
tion. He  would  not,  however,  enter  fur- 
ther Into  the  question,  but  would  content 
himself  with  declaring  that  as  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  tho  other  (Ministerial)  side  of 
the  House,  maintained  their  principles 
of  free  trade  and  no  surrender,  and  as 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  (the  Opposition) 
side  maintained  their  principles  of  protec- 
tion'and  no  surrender,  he  also — through 
persecution,  through  good  report  and  evil 
report — would  maintain  his  own  principles, 
and  no  surrender. 

Mb.  MONCKTON  MILNES  would 
only  detain  the  House  for  a  few  moments 
while  he  ntated  his  reasons  for  not  sup- 
porting tho  new  Reform  Bill,  while  at  the 
Name  time  he  was  not  opposed  to  measures 
of  general  reform.  He  would  not  go  into 
the  question  in  detail;  but  he  would  say 
that  Imh  objf*ctlon  to  the  resolution  was  the 
furi/larnental  one,  that  no  ground  had  been 
itiittthliwhed  to  authorise  the  formation  of 
a  itftw  n»fonn  league,  or  to  sanction  the 
a^iutiofi  which  it  professed  to  create  in 
d#<:  f^finiiiry.  In  discussing  questions  in- 
M*f\s\h{[  organic  reform,  they  were  bound 
i/^  ez/uMf.r  whether  there  was  any  griev- 
<>uif  evl\  Ui  he  removed,  and  whether  there 
/t'j^lkAAA  ikuy  large  popular  demand  for  that 
l^tMivvai,  Ue  did  not  think  that  the  Motion 


was  founded  on  a  great  practical  evil,  to 
warrant  the  means  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  West  Riding  had 
spoken  of.  He  would  not  go  so  far  as  to 
say  that  the  constitution  might  not  require 
that  from  time  to  time  some  extraordinary 
influence  should  be  brought  to  bear  upon 
Parliament,  nor  did  he  niean  to  say  that 
the  anti-corn-law  agitation  was  either  il- 
legal or  improperly  conducted  ;  but  it  did 
appear  to  him  that  there  was  an  essential 
difference  between  an  agitation  for  the  re- 
moval of  a  specific  grievance,  and  the  pro- 
posal before  the  House.  He  did  not  go 
the  length  of  saying  that  the  demand  of 
the  people  for  organic  changes  in  the  con- 
stitution was  not  one  which  that  House 
was  bound  to  entertain;  but  he  maintained 
that  that  demand  should  be  made  sponta- 
neously by  tho  people.  Now,  if  it  were 
really  the  people's  wish  for  such  a  change, 
what  need  was  there  of  this  league  of  some 
thirty  or  forty  Gentlemen  to  tell  them  of 
it,  and  to  carry  it  out  ?  Of  one  thing  he 
was  clearly  convinced,  that  whatever  the 
people  of  this  country  really  wished  for, 
they  would  obtain  from  that  House,  pro- 
vided they  only  systematically  and  perse- 
veringly  urged  that  demand.  With  regard 
to  the  hallot,  he  still  wished  that  the  people 
of  this  country  might  be  able  to  do  with- 
out it,  for  he  agreed  with  those  who  con- 
sidered it  thoroughly  un-English  ;  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  if  it  could  be  shown  thai 
any  number  of  the  electors  were  coerced — 
if  such  charges  as  those  made  in  the 
Stamford  case  could  be  proved — ^then  he 
was  ready  to  admit  that  the  ballot  must 
be  conceded  as  a  protection  to  the  people. 
The  other  great  branch  of  the  measure  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman — ^that  which  he  looked 
at  as  the  real  marrow  of  the  question — 
was  the  proposal  to  reorganise  the  repre- 
sentation on  the  principle  of  what  was 
termed  electoral  districts.  This  he  con- 
sidered to  be  tantamount  to  a  proposition 
to  transfer  a  great  portion  of  the  represen- 
tation from  the  country  to  the  towns,  and 
therefore  he  looked  on  it  as  a  great  alter- 
ation in  the  constitution.  He  denied  that 
they  were,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
West  Riding  seemed  to  infer,  to  look  upon 
the  country  as  a  mere  tabula  rasa,  and  to 
begin  anew  on  the  principle  of  numbers. 
Indeed  it  did  not  seem  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber himself  was  prepared  fully  to  cany 
out  that  principle.  The  towns  had  not 
now  any  right  to  complain  of  want  of  in- 
fluence in  the  Legislature.  Witness  the 
Corn  Law  Repeal  Bill,  which  was  carried 
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almoBt  in  ihe  teeth  of  the  Hemhers  from 
ihe  coimtrj  districtB.  If  tho  country 
Oentlemen  were  to  he,  as  it  were,  elimi- 
nated from  the  House,  could  it  he  sup- 
posed that  they  would  suhmit  without  a 
jDormur?  Would  there  not  remain  a 
great  aediment  of  discontent  in  the  coun- 
try 9  At  present  the  House  of  Commons 
did  ultimately  represent  the  wishes  of  the 
people.  He  admitted  that  at  present  great 
preferoDce  was  given  to  persons  of  aristo- 
eratio  birth,  hut  he  also  contended  that 
ikuB  was  in  accordance  with  the  genius  of 
the  English  people.  They  really  did  **  love 
a  Lord."  They  loved  aristocracy.  See 
the  habits  of  deference  in  that  House  to 
Members  of  the  aristocracy.  Was  a  Lord 
erer  **  put  down"  in  that  House  ?  Upon 
the  whole,  he  was  not  prepared  to  support 
this  measure,  for  the  reasons  he  had 
stated,  'but  more  especially  because  he 
Mw  that  there  was  no  great  demand  for  it 
in  the  country,  and  because  he  believed 
that  the  people  were  generally  of  opinion 
that  in  the  main  the  constitution  of  this 
coimtrj  was  as  good  as  could  be  obtained 
in  the  present  state  of  mankind. 

Mb.  S.  HERBERT  would  not,  in  the 
fioiuaion  of  a  question  affecting  the  cha- 
laetar  of  the  House,  and  the  competency 
of  canyiDg  on  the  public  business,  add 
to  any  charge  that  had  been  brought 
agunst  it,  by  unnecessarily  extending  the 
■peeches  in  its  debates.  His  only  object 
in  speaking  at  all  was  to  express  his  wish 
that  his  vote  should  be  considered  as  dis- 
tinct from  the  votes  of  those  who  were  of 
opinion  that  the  representation  of  this 
eonntrj  was  perfect,  or  that  it  was  impos- 
sible to  make  any  improvement  in  it.  It 
was  unnecessary  for  him  to  go  at  any 
length  into  the  question,  it  having  been 
alreadj  so  ably  argued,  and  by  none  more 
powerfully  than  by  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
Dead  of  the  Government.  It  was  with 
mat  satisfaction  that  he  heard  the  noble 
Lord  giro  up  the  doctrine  of  finality.  It 
was  also  with  pleasure  that  he  heard  the 
noUe  Lord  state  that  he  did  not  approve 
of  nniformity  of  suflfragc.  Now,  the  ob- 
ject, or  rather  the  necessary  accident,  of 
■U  representation  being  to  secure  good 
goremment,  it  first  hecanic  thcni  to  in- 
quire how  far  the  present  system  was  cal- 
colated  to  carry  on  the  business  of  the 
ooontry  ;  and  whether  or  not,  under  the 
present  system,  the  different  classes  of  tho 
people  enjoyed  a  sufficient  share  of  the 
itpresentation.  Believing  that  the  repre- 
was  not  sufficiently  varied,  he 


regretted  that  the  different  modes  of  fran- 
chise that  existed  before  the  Reform  Bill 
had  been  abolished.  He  regretted  very 
much  that  the  franchise  commonly  known 
by  tlie  name  of  *'  potwallopers  "  should 
have  been  abolished.  It  gave  the  working 
classes  a  feeling  that  they  were  directly 
represented,  and  it  diminished  the  ten- 
dency, on  the  part  of  the  people,  to  what 
was  termed  hero  worship — the  devotion  to 
some  demagogue  who  had  hitherto  been 
an  object  of  admiration  to  the  people,  and 
who  had  spoken  to  them  of  the  wonderful 
things  he  would  effect  when  he  should  be 
sent  to  Parliament.  By  the  admission  of 
men  to  Parliament  who  were  more  upon  a 
level  with  the  working  classes,  it  would 
induce  the  working  classes  themselves  not 
to  pay  so  much  attention  to  the  delusiye 
promises  that  were  held  out  to  them.  He 
thought  the  hen.  and  learned  Member  for 
Nottingham,  who  lately  addressed  the 
House,  when  he  went  to  render  an  account 
of  his  stewardship,  seeing  that  he  would 
have  been  five  years  in  immediate  proxi- 
mity to  the  Thames,  would  find  more  diffi- 
culty in  explaining,  to  the  satisfaction  of 
his  constituents,  why  he  had  not  set  it  on 
fire,  than  if  he  had  never  been  a  Member 
of  that  House,  and  were  for  the  first  time 
announcing  all  he  would  do  for  them  if 
sent  to  Parliament.  But  he  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  for  a  moment 
to  what  had  been  stated  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Montrose,  that 
England  had  hitherto  been  in  the  van  of 
liberal  institutions,  but  that  now  she  was 
in  the  rear ;  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
added,  that  those  who  acted  with  him  had 
for  their  object  a  reduction  of  the  public 
establishments,  and  a  rigid  system  of  eco- 
nomy. This  the  hon.  Gentleman  contended 
was  the  legitimate  object  of  a  democratic 
Government  ;  but  he  (Mr.  S.  Herbert) 
would  ask,  had  that  object  been  effected 
in  France?  On  the  contrary,  they  had 
increased  the  army  to  no  less  than  30  bat- 
talions, and,  with  the  National  Guards, 
they  had  an  army  of  320,000  men — a 
larger  force  than  ever  before  existed  in  a 
time  of  peace.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex  had  spoken  of  a  system  of  job- 
bing being  carried  on  by  the  present  mode 
in  which  tho  House  of  Commons  was  con- 
stituted, and  urged  this  as  an  argument 
in  favour  of  an  extension  of  the  suffrage. 
He  also  adverted  to  the  corrupt  practices 
which  prevailed  in  France  previous  to  the 
recent  revolution;  but  he  would  ask  whe- 
ther those  practices  had  ceased  ?      So  far 
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from  that,  it  was  proved  that  tbe  editor 
of  the  National,  M.  Marrast,  the  printer, 
and  piihlisher,  divided  and  held  places 
amongst  themselves  amounting  to  40,000?. 
per  annum.  Now,  in  England,  the  people 
would  prefer  that  the  money  should  he  dis- 
tributed among  the  persons  to  whom  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  referred, 
rather  than  amongst  those  who  had  ob- 
tained it  in  France,  who  had  previously 
disqualified  themselves  for  becoming  its 
recipients  by  the  most  extravagant  pro- 
fessions of  purity  and  patriotism.  He  might 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he 
thought  that  personal  liberty  had  been  se- 
cured by  the  revolution  in  France  ?  Was 
it  necessary  to  remind  him  of  the  case  of 
the  director  of  the  national  ateliers,  who, 
under  pretence  of  being  appointed  to  a 
lucrative  office  in  the  province,  was  clap- 
ped into  a  post-chaise,  in  company  with 
two  gens  d'armes,  and  driven  to  a  country 
town,  and,  from  that  day  to  this,  had 
never  been  able  to  obtain  the  slightest 
explanation  of  the  treatment  to  which  he 
had  been  subjected.  He  would  now  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  case  of 
Prussia.  There  was  no  country  in  which 
education  was  so  generally  diffused — there 
was  no  country  whose  educational  statistics 
had  been  so  frequently  referred  to  in  that 
House;  and  yet  the  most  curious  accounts 
had  reached  us  from  Berlin  respecting  the 
conduct  of  their  National  Assembly.  It 
was  no  part  of  the  hon.  Member's  plan 
that  Members  should  be  paid  for  their 
services;  but  that  had  been  adopted  in 
Prussia,  and  great  dissatisfaction  was  ex- 
pressed because  some  of  the  representa- 
tives were  saving  money  out  of  their  pay, 
which  amounted  to  7^.  6d.  per  day.  The 
good  people  of  Berlin  proposed  to  set  their 
representatives  to  task- work,  and  be  paid 
by  the  job  instead  of  the  day.  The  labour- 
ing classes  of  this  country  had,  he  believed, 
narrowly  watched  the  solution  of  the  labour 
question  in  France,  and  would  be  able 
to  draw  a  useful  lesson  from  it.  All  the 
causes  which  led  to  the  revolution  in  France 
existed  in  this  country  in  a  much  greater 
degree  than  in  Franco.  There  were  in 
this  country  larger  masses  of  people  suffer- 
ing distress.  [An  Hon.  Member:  We 
have  a  poor-law.]  True,  we  had  a  poor- 
law,  and  there  were  also  other  redeeming 
points  in  our  system  which  afforded  solace 
to  the  unfortunate.  But  no  one  could  say 
that  there  existed  in  France  the  strong  con- 
trasts which  this  country  exhibited  between 
vast  wealth  and   extreme  penury,  for  in 


France  the  subdivision  of  land  was  carried 
to  an  extreme  point.  Distress  and  suf- 
fering arising  from  vicissitudes  of  com- 
merce which  were  the  immediate  cause  of 
the  recent  French  revolution,  existed  to  a 
greater  extent  in  this  country.  He  had 
great  hope  of  this  country,  but  he  did  not 
derive  it  from  a  belief  that  any  measure 
such  as  that  now  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  would  remove  all 
discontent.  Without  denying  that  the  re- 
presentative system  was  susceptible  of  im- 
provement, he  thought,  that  if  the  House 
were  sincerely  determined  to  do  its  duty, 
there  was  nothing  in  its  composition  to 
prevent  it  from  acquiring  the  respect  and 
confidence  of  the  people.  It  appeared  to 
him,  that  during  the  present  Session  the 
House  had  pretty  accurately  reflected  the 
feeling  of  the  country  upon  the  question  of 
finance.  Then,  again,  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Session,  there  existed  some- 
thing like  a  panic  about  the  national  de- 
fences; but  as  soon  as  the  question  began 
to  press  upon  the  pocket,  the  House,  re- 
flecting public  opinion,  called  for  reduction, 
and  that  had  been  effected.  It  grieved 
him  to  state  that,  in  some  respects,  the 
course  pursued  by  the  House  was  not  cal- 
culated to  conciliate  public  esteem.  On  the 
subject  of  the  alleged  corruption  which 
had  prevailed  at  elections,  the  conduct  of 
the  House  had,  at  least,  been  inconsistent. 
Under  those  circumstances,  he  was  pleased 
to  hear  the  noble  Lord  announce  that  night 
he  would  bring  the  weight  and  authority 
of  Government  to  bear  upon  the  matter, 
and  take  it  up  as  a  question  for  the  Ad- 
ministration. That  ought  to  have  been 
the  noble  Lord's  first  care.  Then,  again, 
the  House  might  very  much  improve  the 
opinion  which  the  public  entertained  of  its 
capability  of  doing  business  by  ceasing  to 
indulge  in  unnecessary  discussion.  Upon 
this  head,  however,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Salford  the  other  night  gave  the  people 
little  cause  of  consolation  in  the  event  of 
the  House  being  reformed  upon  the  plan 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose; for  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford  said 
that  the  speeches  of  Members  of  necessity 
bore  an  exact  proportion  to  the  number  of 
their  constituents.  Oratory  was  thus  re- 
duced to  an  arithmetical  question — as  a 
constituency  of  800,000  is  to  one  of 
3,000,000  or  6,000,000,  so  wiU  a  speeoh 
of  two  hours  expand  in  the  reformed  Uonse 
to  one  of  six  or  twelve  hours.  It  was  ns^ 
however,  in  quantity  alone,  .but  in  qoaSlgr 
that  the  speeches  delivered  in  the  EEooaadpf 
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GommoiiB  admitted  of  improvement.  It 
was  not  his  wish  to  reyiyo  bygone  discus- 
sions;  but  be  hoped  he  might  be  pardoned 
for  saying  that  he  had  listened  with  great 
pain  to  the  discussions  with  which  the 
HoDse  had  been  occupied  during  the  week 
before  last,  and  which,  he  was  sorry  to 
see,  bad  extended  beyond  the  walls  of  that 
House.  He  referred  to  the  altercation 
whieb  bad  taken  place  between  the  noble 
Lord  behind  him  (Lord  G.  Bcntinck),  with 
wboin,  prior  to  some  recent  political  dif- 
ferences, be  had  been  on  terms  of  the 
wannest  intimacy,  and  for  whom  he  still 
entertained  sentiments  of  the  strongest  re- 
mrd,  and  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  J. 
anssell),  whose  general  conduct  in  the 
Honse  bad  inspired  him  with  feelings  •  of 
respect.  The  interchange  of  imputations 
wbicb  took  place  upon  the  occasion  to 
which  be  alluded,  was  calculated  to  have  a 
bad  effect  upon  the  public  mind.  When 
the  people  observed  the  language  used  on 
that  occasion,  and  the  imputations  which 
Members  cast  upon  one  another,  they  would 
be  rerj  apt  to  estimate  each  speaker  ac- 
cording to  the  value  set  upon  him  by  his 
rnent;  and  some  persons  might  be  in- 
d  to  believe  that  whatever  change 
might  take  place  in  the  composition  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  it  was  impossible  that 
ihe  tone  of  its  debates  could  deteriorate. 
He  wished  it  to  be  understood  that,  in 
▼oting  against  the  Motion  introduced  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  he  was  not 
giving  an  opinion  in  favour  of  the  perfec- 
tion of  the  system  now  existing.  No  man 
could  have  watched  the  working  of  the 
Honse  of  Commons  since  the  passing  of 
the  Reform  Bill  without  perceiving  that 
there  was  much  that  was  bad  in  the  system, 
and  that  it  would  be  possible  for  a  wise 
and  practical  hand — with  time  and  consid- 
eration —  to  effect  great  improvements, 
without  risking  the  institutions  \yhich  it 
was  the  desire  of  all  wise  men  to  maintain 
unimpaired. 

Lord  D.  STUART  expressed  his  grati- 
fication at  finding  that  the  doctrine  of 
finality  was  repudiated  by  all  parties.  He 
thought  the  number  of  petitions  presented 
to  tiie  House,  and  the  number  of  public 
meetings  held  in  favour  of  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  and  the 
total  absence  of  any  demonstration  against 
it,  ought  to  satisfy  the  House  of  the  great 
and  general  feeling  existing  out  of  doors 
lor  measures  of  reform.  The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  J.  Russell)  in  his  speech  appear  to 
wmj  that  a  man  bad  a 


chise.  That  might  be  a  question;  but  the 
noble  Lord  would  at  least  admit  that  the 
principle  of  the  British  constitution  was  to 
extend  the  basis  of  the  representation  as 
widely  as  possible,  and  only  to  place  a  limit 
where  the  safety  of  the  State  required  it. 
The  next  question  was,  whether  it  was 
safe  to  extend  the  franchise  ?  He  could 
not  but  remember  that  the  greatest  pos- 
sible evils,  such  as  the  downfall  of  the 
monarchy,  the  Church,  and  all  our  most 
valuable  institutions,  were  prophesied  as 
likely  to  result  from  passing  the  Reform 
Bill.  Sixteen  years  had  now  elapsed  since 
the  Reform  Bill  had  passed,  and  they  had 
not  found  that  any  of  these  predictions  of 
evil  had  been  realised.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Buckinghamshire  (Mr.  Disraeli)  the 
other  night  said,  that  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
his  side  of  the  House  had  opposed  the  Re- 
form Bill,  and  got  pelted  for  their  pains. 
But  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  himself  shown 
that  the  Reform  Bill  had  not  been  a 
failure,  because  he  stated,  that  during  the 
last  twenty  years  there  had  been  a  much 
more  equal  distribution  of  the  burdens  of 
taxation.  He  was  delighted  to  find,  upon 
the  admission  of  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had 
opposed  the  Reform  Bill,  that  it  had  done 
some  good.  Sinco,  then,  that  measure 
had  been,  on  the  whole,  beneficial  in  its 
operation,  although  he  admitted  it  had  not 
done  so  much  good  as  he  desired;  let  them 
go  on  in  the  same  course.  lie  did  not  pre- 
tend that  this  measure  would  satisfy  the 
people  for  all  future  time;  but  he,  for  one, 
was  not  for  finality;  he  was  for  gradual  pro- 
gress. The  constituency  formerly  con- 
sisted of  300,000  voters,  it  now  amounted 
to  1,000,000.  Let  them  go  on  increasing 
the  number,  and  then  they  might  hope  to 
go  on  effecting  a  fair  reduction  of  taxation, 
and  obtaining  those  other  measures  which 
the  state  of  the  country  required.  The 
proposition  of  triennial  Parliaments  was,  in 
his  opinion,  a  very  important  one;  and  he 
was  much  astonished  to  hear  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  express  his  prefer- 
ence for  annual  over  triennial  Parliaments. 
The  great  objection,  however,  no  doubt, 
was  to  a  proposal  of  electoral  districts. 
Now,  it  w^as  true  that  there  might  be  some 
difficulty  in  arranging  a  plan  fur  equal 
electoral  districts ;  but  this  resohition 
would  not  pledge  the  House  to  any  such 
plan,  but  only  to  a  more  equal  apportion- 
ment than  at  present  of  Members  to  popu- 
lation. He  thought  that  no  one  could 
dfiny  that  a  reform  of  that  kind  was  needed, 
"^s  quite  tired  of  the  present 
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unjust  and  unequal  system  of  Parliamen- 
tary representation.  But,  at  the  same 
time,  he  must  say  that  the  people  of  Eng- 
land were  attached  to  the  institutions  of 
the  country.  He  thought,  then,  that  it 
was  not  fair  that  when  any  one  came  for- 
ward to  demand  on  their  behalf  such  a 
measure  of  improvement  as  this  to  tell  him 
that  he  wished  to  pull  down  everything. 
The  people  had  no  such  object.  And 
those  were  not  his  (Lord  D.  Stuart's) 
words;  he  quoted  the  words  of  an  eminent 
statesman.  Lord  Plunket,  who  said,  that 
the  people  of  England  had  no  desire  to 
subvert  the  institutions  of  the  country;  but 
if  those  institutions  could  not  be  sustained 
without  refusing  to  redress  the  just  com- 
plaints of  the  people,  then  he  thought  they 
were  not  worth  preserving.  He  could  not 
but  think  that  it  was  important  to  put  that 
House  in  harmony  with  the  feelings  of  the 
eonntry  at  large.  He  could  not  believe 
that  things  could  go  on  well  unless  that 
were  effected.  And  those  were  the  opin- 
ions of  the  greatest  statesmen  that  we  had 
ever  had.  Fox,  Lord  Grey,  Macintosh, 
Plunket,  Pitt,  all — all  had  advocated  the 
principles  of  this  measure  of  reform.  Let 
them  look  back  to  history;  and  they  would 
find  that  the  brightest  period  of  our  English 
history  was  that  in  which  the  House  of 
Commons  had  the  most  complete  confidence 
in  the  Ministers,  and  the  people  of  Eng- 
land the  most  complete  confidence  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  And  surely,  if  ever 
there  was  a  time  when  the  complaints  of 
the  people  of  England  ought  to  be  attended 
to,  it  was  the  present.  Whilst  revolution 
raged  throughout  almost  every  other  coun- 
try in  the  world;  whilst  almost  every  other 
country  was  trembling  on  the  verge  of  dis- 
solution, and  was  agitated  by  anarchy  and 
confusion ,  what  did  they  see  in  this  coun- 
try ?  Did  they  not  see  the  people  of  all 
classes  coming  forward  in  defence  of  the 
institutions  of  the  country  in  such  a  man- 
ner as  to  hold  out  an  example  to  the  rest 
of  the  world,  and  to  claim  admiration  of 
posterity  ?  And  would  they,  when  that 
}Mi/>ple  camo  forward  to  ask  them  for  some 
improvements,  when  they  asked  to  be  ad- 
m'ltUiti  to  some  share  in  the  government  of 
the  c/iuritry,  when  they  asked  to  be  ad- 
iiiitu»d  for  their  representatives,  would  they 
rewjird  ail  their  noble  conduct  in  defence  of 
order,  morality,  and  the  institutions  of  the 
country,  by  rejecting  these  their  just 
claimfe  ?  Let  that  House  beware  how 
they  irritated  the  minds  and  alienated  the 
attachjue&t  of  the  British    people.    Let 


them  not  turn  a  deaf  ear  to  their  petitions, 
or  refuse  their  just  demands,  but  pass  such 
measures  as  would  bring  about  that  state 
of  things  which  Mr.  Pitt  declared  to  be  the 
best,  namely,  that  in  which  the  House  of 
Commons  had  the  most  complete  confidence 
in  the  Government,  and  the  people  had  the 
most  complete  confidence  in  the  House  of 
Commons. 

Mb.  MUNTZ  thought,  that  though  se- 
veral Gentlemen  had  spoken  in  the  course 
of  the  evening,  the  subject  had  been  very 
much  shirked.  The  question  really  was, 
whether  the  House  fully,  fairly,  and  hon- 
estly represented  the  people;  and,  if  not, 
whether  the  plan  proposed  would  place  the 
House  in  the  position  in  which  it  ought  to 
be  ?  Hon.  Members  were  certainly  mis- 
taken if  they  thought  the  people  were  of 
opinion  that  they  were  represented  in  thai 
House.  It  had  been  said,  indeed,  that  this 
was  a  nursed  agitation,  not  spontaneous  or 
natural,  and  that  it  ought  to  hare  come 
from  the  people,  and  not  to  have  been  sent 
to  the  people.  Now,  as  far  as  he  (Mr. 
Muntz)  knew,  it  was  spontaneous.  He 
had  made  no  communication  to  his  consti- 
tuents upon  the  subject;  but  the  communi- 
cation came,  in  the  first  instance,  from 
them  to  him.  Before  he  knew  what  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Hume) 
was  to  be,  they  stated  to  him  what  their 
plan  was,  and  it  precisely  agreed  with  the 
plan  now  proposed.  [A  latigh.']  Hon. 
Members  might  laugh;  let  them,  if  they 
chose,  say  he  was  telling  a  falsehood — 
what  he  had  said  was  the  fact.  His  con- 
stituents gave  their  reason;  and  it  was  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  and  the  House 
on  the  property- tax  and  the  "  Gagging 
Biir*  that  was  the  cause  of  their  dissatis- 
faction. They  felt  that  they  were  not 
fairly  and  properly  represented  in  that 
House.  The  various  Election  Committees 
that  had  been  recently  sitting,  and  before 
which  such  gross  bribery  and  corruptioii 
were  proved,  made  them  altogether  dissa- 
tisfied with  the  present  system  of  legrisla- 
tion.  And  it  had  been  proved  that  one 
side  of  the  House  was  as  guilty  of  bribery 
and  corruption  as  the  other.  He  did  not 
believe  that  one-twentieth  part  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  had  been  returned  with- 
out the  aid  of  corruption.  He  believed, 
that  by  far  the  greater  majority  of  the 
Members  of  that  House  owed  their  seats  to 
the  influence  of  "pocket."  With  regard 
to  the  objection  that  had  been  raised  to  the 
point  respecting  the  extension  of  the  suf- 
frage, and  the  replj  of  ^'these  refonns 
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moat  be  made  bit  by  bit,"  be  beiieved  tbat 
tbe  peoide  bad  no  confidence  in  sucb  hold- 
ing-iMUSC  policy.  As  he  helieyed  it  to  be 
%  step  in  the  right  direction,  he  should  give 
the  Bu£&agepart  of  the  question  his  cordial 
support.  If  it  were  carried,  then  that 
Honse  wonld  fairly  represent  not  a  party 
of,  bat  the  whole  hody  of  the  people.  It 
wms  vrged  as  an  ohjection  that  many  house- 
holders, who  were  at  present  in  possession 
of  the  franchise,  did  not  exercise  it.  But 
that  was  no  reason  against  the  existence  of 
the  franchise;  it  only  showed  the  urgent 
necessity  of  altering  a  state  of  things 
which  compelled  men  to  forego  the  privi- 
leges which  the  State  conferred  upon 
them.  His  own  constituents  numhered 
sboat  7,000;  and  he  knew  that  at  the  last 
election  at  least  one-seventh  did  not  vote 
from  fear  of  undue  influence  hcing  exer- 
cised over  them.  As  for  the  point  ahout 
the  electoral  districts,  he  thought  nothing 
could  be  more  reason ahlc.  It  provided 
that  the  same  number  of  voters  should  send 
the  same  numher  of  men  to  represent  their 
interests  in  Parliament.  And  as  to  this 
measmv  being  the  result  of  a  regular  sys- 
tem of  agitation,  did  not  the  Ilefonn  Bill 
owe  its  birth  to  a  similar  system  of  agita- 
tion ?  In  1829,  six  men,  of  whom  he 
was  one,  met  together  and  decided  upon 
agitating  the  country  for  Parliamentary 
Reform.  He  was  ready  to  admit  that  that 
Bill  had  done  some  good,  but  ho  contended 
that  it  had  not  at  all  satisfied  the  require- 
ments and  just  demands  of  the  country.  It 
had  not  fidfiUed  the  large  promises  that 
had  been  made  by  its  supporters.  But 
the  Reform  Bill,  as  introduced  by  Lord 
Grej,  was  quite  different  from  that  which 
erentually  passed  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  Reform  Bill,  first  introduced  by  Lord 
6rej,  was  yery  like  this  measure  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose.  He  would  not 
detain  the  House  any  longer  at  so  late  an 
hoop— he  would  therefore  conclude  by  say- 
ing, that  as  he  believed  the  proposition  of ; 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Hume)  was  sound,  j 
just,  and  right  in  principle,  he  would  give  j 
it  his  most  cordial  support.  i 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  was  understood  to 
deny  the  assertion  of  Mr.  Osborne  that : 
the  Agricultural  Association  had  been  agi- 1 
tating  the  country  by  the  means  of  hired  j 
leeCarers,  and  to  retort  upon  the  hon.  Mem- . 
btf  for  Middlesex  the  determined  attempt 
Hiade  by  the  League  two  years  since  to 
disfruichise  the  county  voters,  when  no 
23,000  notices  of  objection  had 
'  by  that  body,  and  when  they 


boasted  of  having  created  1,500  votes  in 
the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire  in  one  year. 
The  present  movement  was,  in  fact,  no- 
thing  more  than  the  League  revived;  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding  had 
put  forward  to-night  the  same  doctrine  that 
he  had  propounded  in  Manchester,  namely, 
that  no  Government  should  rule  in  this  coun- 
try that  did  not  carry  with  it  the  support  of 
the  great  towns  and  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts in  Yorkshire  and  Lancashire.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded,  amidst  much  im- 
patience in  the  House,  by  some  severe 
comments  on  the  conduct  of  the  League  in 
regard  to  the  franchise,  which  he  declared 
was  a  wider  system  of  corruption  than  had 
ever  existed  in  the  days  of  Gatton  and  Old 
Sarum. 

Mr.  VILLIERS  said,  that  as  he  had 
only  risen  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  ques- 
tion before  tho  House,  he  would  not  at 
that  hour  of  the  night  follow  the  hon. 
Member  for  Warwickshire  into  another 
question  which  he  had  proposed  to  him  to 
consider;  but  as  it  was  his  intention  to 
veto  for  the  resolution  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose,  though  he  did  not  agree  in 
all  its  terms,  and  still  less  with  all  the  rea- 
sons that  had  been  assigned  in  its  favour, 
he  wished  to  explain  the  grounds  of  his 
vote.  He  was  sure  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  would  forgive  him  for  differ- 
ing with  him  in  this  respect — since,  he 
told  the  House  that  the  Gentlemen  who 
had  met  at  a  club  to  prepare  his  resolu- 
tion for  him,  had  all  differed  among  them- 
selves upon  the  most  important  part  of 
it,  namely,  the  qualification  of  the  voter. 
[Mr.  Hume:  They  agreed  upon  house- 
hold suffrage.]  Yes!  They  agreed  upon 
household  suffrage,  but  they  all  differed  as 
to  what  household  suffrage  meant,  and 
claimed  the  right  upon  that  occasion,  to 
put  their  own  construction  on  the  words. 
Now  this  was  what  he  (Mr.  Villiers)  pro- 
posed to  do  by  the  resolution  itself,  and 
lie  should  vote  for  it,  less  for  the  specific 
proposition  it  contained,  than  as  a  means 
of  recognising  by  this  House  the  policy  of 
widening  the  basis  of  the  representation, 
and  protecting  the  voter  in  the  exercise 
of  his  privilege.  He  believed  tliat  this  was 
a  policy  that  it  would  be  desirable  to  adopt, 
and  very  unwise  to  resist :  the  suffrage  had 
been  argued  in  this  country  by  high  autho- 
rity, to  be  a  right,  and  if  so,  he  did  not 
see,  when  it  was  earnestly  and  honestly  de- 
manded, on  what  principle  it  could  be  re- 
fused. He  did  not  of  course  mean  to  ad- 
vocate any  violent  change  in  our  constitu- 
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tion,  or  that  tlic  franebise  should  be  sud- 
denly and  uiiiverBolly  extended,  without  re- 
ference to  the  circumstances  of  the  voter; 
but  he  thought  that  if  the  electoral  system 
was  rendered  more  compreheusive,  it  wouhl 
increase  the  confidence  of  the  people  at 
large  in  the  House,  and  add  to  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Legislature;  and  he  hclievcd 
this  couhl  be  done  without  any  danger  to 
anythinj^  that  was  really  valuable  in  our 
institutions,  lu  sayiug^  this*  however^  he 
begged  to  Bteer  clear  of  a  notion  that  he 
believed  prevailed  among  the  supporters 
of  this  resolution,  which  was,  that  the  le- 
gislation of  this  House  would  re^illy  be  very 
ditferent  in  cDnsequence  of  an  extension 
of  the  suffrage,  or  that  it  could  have  been 
different  from  what  it  had  been  since  the 
passing  of  the  Reform  Bilh  if  the  suffrage 
had  been  more  extended  then,  lie  did  not 
agree  in  that  opinion ;  and  he  was  ready  to 
go  farther,  and  say,  withoufwislnng  to  dia- 
parage  in  any  way  that  great  measure  call- 
ed the  Reform  Bill  (which  it  was  very  wise 
to  pass),  that  he  did  not  believe  that  the 
legislation  would  have  been  very  different 
had  it  not  passed  at  all :  he  did  not  be- 
lieve, in  the  first  place*  that  thoae  who  had 
not  the  vote,  were  always  wiser  and  better 
than  those  who  had  it,  and  would  always, 
therefore,  use  it  ditferently  from  the  elec- 
tors; but  his  views  on  tins  subject  were 
chiefly  grminded  upon  observing  the  man- 
ner iu  which  opinion  on  publie  matters 
was  formed  in  this  country,  and  of  the  in* 
iluence  of  public  opinion  upon  the  House, 
^ow,  political  opinion  in  this  country  re- 
sulted veiy  much  from  the  entire  freedora 
which  was  allowed  in  discussion.  Thero 
was  no  coiuitry  in  the  world  where  this 
liberty  was  practically  more  complete,  and 
conse^iuently  where  every  public  question 
was  more  fully  or  freely  discussed  j  and 
the  real  truth  is,  that  there  are  but  very 
few  (|uestions  of  any  great  importance  that 
are  not  decided  out  of  the  House,  before 
they  are  seriously  discussed  within  it;  and 
this  House  very  rarely  remains  for  any 
time  in  collision  with  what  may  be  termed 
the  opinion  of  the  community  at  large; 
and  therefore,  while  the  freedom  of  the 
press  and  the  perfect  freedom  of  discus- 
sion continued,  he  did  not  believe  that 
there  was  any  measure  that  was  honestly, 
properly,  and  generally  demanded,  that 
would  not  be  couceded  by  this  House. 
No  constituency  was  proof  against  the  ge- 
neral opinion,  and  no  representative  could 
defy  his  constituents;  but  public  opinion 
Wfti  not  always  rightj  and  errors  in  legis- 


lation were  as  likely  to  be  committed  after 
as  before  an  extension  of  the  suffrage :  but 
this  was  no  reason  for  not  removing  the 
anomahes  in  the  system ,  or  extending 
the  right  of  voting.  There  was,  how- 
ever, one  great  evil  connected  with  the 
representation,  which  had  long  existed, 
which  the  Reform  Bill  had  left  untouched, 
but  for  which  he  now  thought  some 
remedy  should  be  provided  —  he  meant 
that  very  general  system  of  bribery  and 
intimidation  which  prevailed  ut  elections. 
This  evil  had  been  often  brought  before 
the  House  i  but  it  would  he  admitted  that 
more  flagrant  instances  had  been  the  sub- 
ject of  investigation  this  year  than  f( 
many  years  past.  The  system  now  pre* 
vailed  in  districts  of  every  kind :  there 
was  bribery  and  treating  in  counties,  and 
there  was  gross  intimidation  practised  in 
the  boroughs.  Any  thing  that  had  as  yet 
been  devised  or  attempted  to  meet  this 
evil,  had  utterly  failed,  as  the  last  election 
showed.  He  was  afraid  that  one  great 
difficulty  in  the  matter  was  the  state  of 
opinion  generally  on  the  subject.  He  feared 
that  it  was  not  yet  deemed  infamous  to 
tempt  the  poor  voters  with  a  bribe,  or  to 
use  the  influence  derived  from  prosperity 
and  station  to  coerce  a  voter  against  hia 
judgment.  There  were  now  persons  in 
every  class  who,  if  they  acquired  pros- 
perity or  influence,  considered  that  it  was 
one  of  the  rights  incident  to  their  fortune 
or  position,  to  comnumd  the  votes  of  thosi 
who  were  in  any  way  dependent  upon 
them.  A  tradesman  who  might  be  co- 
erced himself  by  his  customers,  if  he  had 
tenants  of  cottages  which  belonged  to  him, 
and  they  had  votes,  he  would  desire  and 
expect  them  to  vote  as  he  wished.  The 
result,  however,  of  the  system  was  to  de- 
grade and  demoralise  the  elector  ;  for 
there  was  a  constant  struggle,  on  the  oc- 
casion of  an  election,  going  on  between 
custom  and  conscience,  in  which,  too  often, 
the  latter  was  sacrificed.  To  extend  the 
franchise,  therefore,  without  protecting  the 
voter  in  its  free  exercise,  must  tend  rather 
to  degrade  than  raise  him.  In  many, 
instances  now,  those  who  possess  it  regard 
it  rather  as  a  curse  than  a  blessing;  and 
every  means  is  resorted  to,  in  the  towna 
especially,  to  escape  being  placed  on  the 
regiijter.  He  bad  been  told  that,  at  the 
last  election,  nearly  a  quarter  of  a  million 
of  the  voters  now  registered  had  not  voted, 
and  which,  doubtless,  was  chiefly  to  escape 
the  risk  which  was  incurred  by  recording- 
their  ?ot«.    It  was,  then,  one  reaaoa  whjf 
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he  should  vote  for  the  resolution  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  that,  while  he  proposed  to 
extend  the  franchise,  he  attempted  to  meet 
the  e?il8  of  coercion  and  corruption  by 
giving  the  voter  the  protection  of  the  bal- 
lot. He  did  not  disguise  from  himself 
that  the  ballot  was  not  free  from  evil,  and 
that  it  might  fail  to  accomplish  all  that 
WM  intended. by  it;  still,  it  was  more  likely 
to  check  the  sinister  influences  used  against 
dectOTB  than  any  other  method  that  had 
ever  been  proposed  ;  and,  in  his  opinion, 
there  would  be  no  more  generous  concession 
on  the  part  of  wealthy  and  influential  peo- 
ple to  tneir  poorer  brethren,  than  this  mea- 
sure of  voting  by  ballot.  Unfortunately, 
however,  there  was  nothing  that  rich  people 
in  this  country  were  more  tenacious  of 
than  this  power  which  wealth  gave  them 
orer  the  voters;  and  they  always  viewed 
the  ballot  with  peculiar  suspicion.  He 
wished  that  his  hon.  Friend  had  proposed 
this  reform  of  the  representation  by  itself. 
He  would  have  had  more  to  support  him 
this  evening;  and  the  grounds  on  which  it 
would  be  recommended  were  so  tangible 
mnd  rational  that  a  majority  in  its  favour 
ultimately  might  much  sooner  be  attained 
than  for  the  other  things  with  which  he 
had  mixed  it  up,  which  many  would  think 
that,  if  carried  without  this,  the  most  im- 
portant improvement  in  our  system,  would 
of  themselves  be  of  doubtful  advantage. 
He  would  not  at  that  hour  of  the  night 
longer  detain  the  House. 

Mb.  H0ME,  in  reply,  could  assure  his 
hon.  Friend  who  had  just  sat  down,  he 
was  altogether  mistaken  in  supposing  that 
there  had  been  a  difference  of  opinion  as 
to  the  point  to  which  he  referred.  A  dif- 
ference of  opinion  had  existed  as  to  the 
extent  to  which  the  suffrage  should  go. 
His  hon.  Friend  was  also  under  a  mistake 
in  supposing  that  the  ballot  would  be  a 
remedy  in  the  present  state  of  the  repre- 
sentation. He  (Mr.  Hume)  had  stated 
that  he  considered  the  extension  of  the 
suffirage  the  principal  point,  but  that  it 
most  not  be  separated  from  the  ballot;  he 
coDttdered  all  to  be  necessary  in  order  to 
insure  to  the  people  an  efficient  reform. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Wilts  had  told  him  to  consider  what  was 
passing  in  France.  Why,  he  proposed 
this  measure  because  he  was  anxious  to 
prevent  matters  from  coming  to  the  same 
point  as  in  France.  Deny  the  people  this 
■eesnre,  you  injured  them;  injure  them, 
mi  you  cause  discontent,  and  when  dis- 
CQBtent  was  excited,  the  Government  was 
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not  safe«  Was  it  not  a  scandal  to  a  free 
people  to  see  half  of  the  population  ex- 
cluded from  a  share  in  the  representation 
of  the  country  ?  As  a  matter  of  right,  of 
justice,  and  of  policy,  the  House  ought  to 
grant  this  measure;  and  upon  these  grounds 
he  asked  the  House  to  agree  to  his  Mo- 
tion, and  let  the  country  judge  if  it  was 
refused. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  84  ;    Noes 
351  :  Majority  267. 


List  of  the  Ayes. 

Adair,  H.  £. 

Lushington,  C. 

Aglionby,  H.  A. 

M'Gregor,  J. 

Alcock,  T. 

Meagher,  T. 

Anderson,  A. 

Marshall.  J.  G. 

Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F. 

Marshall.  W. 

Berkeley,  hon.  G.  F. 

Molesworth,  Sir  W. 

Berkeley,  hon.  C.  F. 

Mowatt,  P. 

Blake,  M.  J. 

Muntz,  G.  F. 

Blewitt,  R.  J. 

Nugent,  Lord 

Bouverie,  hon.  E.  P. 

O'Connor,  F.     • 

Bowring,  Dr. 

Osborne,  R. 

Bright,  J. 

Pearson,  C. 

Brotherton,  J. 

Pechell,  Capt. 

Cftulfield,  J.  M. 

Peto.  S.  M. 

Clay,  J. 

Pilkington,  J. 

Cockburn,  A.  J.  E. 

Raphael,  A. 

Collins,  W. 

Reynolds,  J. 

Cowan,  C. 

Ricardo,  J.  L. 

Crawford.  W.  S. 

Roche,  E.  B. 

Curric,  R. 

Salwey,  Col. 

Dashwood,  G.  II. 

Scholefie  d,  W. 

Devereiix,  J.  T. 

Scully,  F. 

D'Eyncourt.rt.hn.C.T. 

Smith,  J.  B. 

Duke,  Sir  J. 

Smythe,  hon.  G. 

Duncan,  G. 

Strickland,  Sir  G. 

Evans,  Sir  Do  L. 

Stuart,  Lord  D. 

Evans,  J. 

Sullivan,  M. 

Ewart,  W. 

Talbot,  J.  II. 

Fagan.  W. 

Tancred,  H.  W. 

Fox,  W.  J. 

Thompson,  Col. 

Freestun,  Col. 

Thompson,  G. 

Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 

Thomely,  T. 

Granger,  T.  C. 

Trelawny.  J.  S. 

Greene,  J. 

Turner,  E. 

Hall.  Sir  B. 

ViUiers,  hon.  C. 

Hastio,  A. 

Wakley,  T. 

Headlain,  T.  E. 

Wawn,  J.  T. 

Henry,  A. 

WiUcox,  B.  M. 

Ilindley,  C. 

Williams,  J. 

Hodges,  T.  T. 

Wilson,  M. 

Humphery,  Aid. 

Jackson,  W. 

TKLLER8. 

Kershaw,  J. 

Hume,  J. 

King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 

Cobden,  R. 

List  of 

the  Noes. 

Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 

Bagot,  hon.  W. 

Adair,  R.  A.  S. 

Bailey,  J. 

Addcrley,  C.  B. 

Bailey,  J.  jun. 

Alford,  Visct. 

Baillie,  II.  J. 

Anson,  hon.  Col. 

Baines,  M.  T. 

Anson,  Visct. 

Baldock,  E.  11. 

Anstey,  T.  C. 

Baldwin,  C.  B. 

Archdall,  Capt. 

Baukes,  G. 

Arkwright,  G. 

Baring,  H.  B. 

Ashley,  Lord 

Baring,  rt.  hn.  Sir  F 

Bagge,  W. 

I 

Baring,  T. 
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Barnard,  £.  G. 
Barringtoo,  Visct. 
Bateson,  T. 
BeUew,  R.  M. 
Benbow,  J. 
Bennet,  P. 
Bentinok,  Lord  G. 
Beresfordt  W. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Oapt. 
Birch,  Sir  T.  B. 
Blakemore,  R. 
Blandford,  Marq.  of 
Bolder©,  H.  G. 
BoUiog,  W. 
Bourke,  R.  S. 
Bowles,  Adm. 
Boyd,  J. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Brackley,  Visct, 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Brand,  T. 
Bremridge,  R. 
Brisco,  M. 
Broadley,  H. 
Brockman,  E.  D. 
Brooke,  Lord 
Brooke,  Sir  A.  B. 
Bruce,  Lord  £. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
BuUer,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Buller,  C. 
Bunbury,  E.  H. 
Burghley,  Lord 
BurreU,  Sir  C.  M. 
Buxton,  Sir  E,  N. 
Cabbell,  B.  B. 
Cardwell,  E. 
Carew,  W.  H.  P. 
Carter,  J.  B. 
Castlereagh,  Visct. 
Cayendish,  hon.  C.  C. 
Cavendish,  hon.  G.  H. 
Cavendish,  W.  G. 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
Chaplin,  W.  J. 
Charteris,  hon.  F. 
Chichester,  Lord  J,  L, 
Childersi  J.  W. 
Cholmeley,  Sir  M. 
Christopher,  R.  A. 
Christy,  S. 
Clements,  hon.  C.  S. 
Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Clifford,  H.  M. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 
CUve,  H.  B. 
Cocks,  T.  S. 
Coke,  hon.  E.  K. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Coles,  H.  B. 
Compton,  H.  C. 
CoiioUy,  .Col. 
Corry,  rt.  hon,  II.  L. 
Cotton,  hon.  W.  H.  S. 
Courtcnay,  Lord 
Cowpcr,  hon.  W.  F, 
Currie,  II. 
Dalrymple,  Capt. 
Damer,  hon.  Col. 
Davies,  D.  A.  S. 
Pawson,  hon.  T.  V. 
Deedes,  W. 


Denison,  W.  J, 
]>eni8on,  J.  £. 
Diclt,  Q. 
Disraeli,  6. 
Dod,  J.  W. 
Douglas,  Sir  0.  E. 
Drax,  J.  S.  W.  S.  E. 
Drummond,  H.  H. 
Duckworth,  Sir  J.  T.B. 
Duff,  G.  S. 
Duncombe,  hon.  0. 
Duneuft,  J. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Dundas,  Sir  D. 
Dundas,  G. 
Dunne,  F.  P. 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
East,  Sir  J.  B. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Edwards,  H. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
EUice,  E. 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Emlyn,  Visct. 
Estcourt,  J.  B.  B. 
Euston,  Earl  of 
Evans,  W. 
Farnham,  E.  B. 
Farrer,  J. 
Fergus,  J. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
FUmer,  Sir  E. 
Fitzgerald,  W.  R.  S. 
FitzPatrick.rt.  hn.  J.W. 
Fitzwilliam,  hon.  G.  W. 
Foley,  J.  H.  H. 
Forbes,  W. 

Forester,  hon.  G.  C.  W. 
Forster,  M. 
Fortescue,  C. 
Fox,  S.  W.  L. 
Frewen,  C.  H. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gal  way,  Visct. 
GaskeU,  J.  M. 
Gladstone,  rt.  hn.  W.  E. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Godson,  R. 
Gooch,  E.  S. 
Gordon,  Adm. 
Goring,  C. 

Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Granby,  Marq.  of 
Greene,  T. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Grogan,  E. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Guest,  Sir  J. 
Haggitt,  F.  R. 
Hale,  R.  B. 
llalford,  Sir  H. 
Hall,  Col. 

Hallyburton,  Ld.J.F.G. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hamilton,  Lord  0. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Harris,  hon.  Capt. 
Hastie,  A, 
Hawes,  B. 
Hay,  Lord  J, 


Hayes,  SirE. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Heald,  J. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Heathcote,  G.  J. 
Heathcote,  Sir  W. 
Heneage,  G.  H.  W, 
Heneage,  E. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Hervey,  Lord  A. 
Hildyard,  R.  C. 
Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hobhouse,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hodgson,  W.  N. 
Hogg,  Sir  J,  W. 
HoUond,  R. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Hornby,  J. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Houldswortb,  T. 
Howard,  hon,  0.  W.  G, 
Howard,  hon.  E.  G,  G. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Ingestre,  Visct. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Jervis,  Sir  J, 
Jocelyn,  Visct. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Jolliffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Keogh,  W. 
Ker,  R. 

Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lacy,  H.  C. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Legh,  G.  0. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lennard,  T.  B. 
Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 
Leslie,  C.  P. 
Lewis,  rt.  hon.  Sir  T.F. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of  • 
Lindsay,  hon.  Col. 
Littleton,  hon.  E.  R. 
Locke,  J. 
Lookhart,  A.  £. 
Lookhart,  W. 
Lygon,  hon.  Gren. 
Mackenzie,  W.F. 
Macnaghten,  Sir  £. 
Macnamara,  Maj. 
M'Taggart,  Sir  J. 
Mahon,  Visct. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
Manners,  Lord  G. 
Masterman,  J. 
Matheson,  A, 
Matheson,  J. 
Matheson,  Col. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F, 
Maunsell,  T.  P, 
Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 
Melgund,  Visct. 
Meux,  Sir  H. 
Miles,  P.  W.  S. 
Miles,  W. 
Milner,  W.  M.  £. 


Milnes,  R.  M. 
MonseU,  W. 
Morgan,  0. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Morison,  Sir  W. 
Mostyn,  hon,  £.  M.  L. 
Mulgrave,  Earl  of 
Mullings,  J.  R, 
Mure,  Col, 
Napier,  J, 
Neeld,  J, 
Neeld,  J. 
Newdegate,  C.  N, 
Newport,  Visct. 
Norreys,  Lord 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
Nugent,  Sir  P. 
O'Brien,  Sir  L, 
Ogle,  S.  0.  H. 
Ord,  W. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Paget,  L<Mrd  A. 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
Pakington,  Sir  J. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmerston,  Vifot. 
Parker,  J. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,*rt.  hon.  SirE. 
Peel,  Col. 
Pennant,  hon.  OoL 
PhUips,  Sir  G.  K. 
Plowden,  W.  H.  C. 
Powlett,  Lord  W. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Pugh,  D. 
Pusey,  P. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Rich,  H. 
Richards,  R, 
Robarte8,T.  J.A. 
Rolleston,  OoL 
RomiUy,  Sir  J, 
Rufford,  F. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Sandars,  G. 
Seymer,  H.  K. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Shell,  rt.  hon,  iU  L. 
Shelbume,  Earl  of 
Sheridan,  R.  B, 
Sibthorp,  CoL 
Sidney,  Aid. 
Simeon,  J. 
Slaney,  R.  A. 
Smith,  M.  T. 
Smyth,  J.  G. 
Somerville,  rt.  lm.SlrW« 
Sotheron,  T.  H.  %. 
Spearman,  BU  J. 
Spooner,  P.. 
Stafford,  A. 
Stmisfleld,  W,  R,  0. 
Stimtoii,  W.  H. 
Stuart,  11* 
Stiiart,  J, 
Start,  IL  G. 
Tnlbot,  C.  E.  M.^ 
Ti        rd,  S««j. 
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ToUemaehe,  JT. 
Townelfj,  J. 
Townihfliid,  Gapt. 
Trefor,  hoo.  G.  B. 
Tr«llopa,&J. 
TmMr,  G.  J. 
G^rell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Urgnhait,  D. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Vemer,  Sir  W. 
y«r9qf,SirH. 
Y«Mf  boo-T. 
YDlim^VuBk 
Villien,  hon.  F.  W.  C. 
YiTiaa,  J.  E. 
Viviui,  J.  H. 
WaddiBgton,  O.  S. 
WalpoU,  S.  H. 
Walah,  Sir  J.  B. 


Walter,  J. 
Ward,  II.  G. 
Watkins,  Col. 
Welbr,  G.  E. 
Welleslej,  Lord  C. 
West,  F.  R. 
Werthcad,  J.  P. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
Waioughby,  Sir  H. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wodehouse,  £. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wortley,  rt.  hon.  J.  S. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wynn,  rt.  hon.  C.  W.W. 
WyTiU.  M. 
Young,  Sir  J. 

TBLLEB8. 

TufneU.  H. 
Craig,  W.  G. 


HoQia  adjourned  at  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Friday,  JuLy  7,  1848. 

IfiaBiHii]  Public  Bills.— 1*  Canada  Union  Act  Amoid- 

fl*  BMfcnipi  Lew  CoMoUdation. 
m  lunwlmuaut  tat  DdiC  (IreUnd). 
Panviwra  PassairrBD.  From  Edinburgh,  and  sereral 
oAv  naotf,  agaimt  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on 
th»  SaMaith. — From  M^dstone,  against  the  Admisaion 
flf  Jcwflinio  PaiUament — From  Cheshunt,  in  fkvour  of 
I  Haalth  Bill*  but  sugj  j^ting  certain  Alterations 
-Fram  an  Odd  Fellows'  Lodge,  at  Gisbum,  for 
I  of  the  Provisions  of  the  Benefit  Societies 
Act  to  Oat  OrdcTw— From  Members  of  the  Congregation 
of  fkat  Saint  Lvktli,  EcUnburgh,  for  Facilitating  the 
^ •»■'■■— «>  of  Sitai  for  Free  Churches  in  Scotland. — 
From  Snaats,  fiir  the  Adoption  of  Measures  for  the  Ro- 
ftjtmatkm  of  Jmrenile  Offenders. — From  the  Presbytery 
of  W«na,  tat  the  Introduction  of  an  Additional  Clause 
iolD  tha  Marriage  (Scotland)  BiU.  and  the  Registering 
Blrthi,  te.  <SooCland)  BilL— From  Guardians  of  the 
ttdiuaptOB  UaiflO,  for  the  Adoption  of  Measures  for  the 
man  *'*'—"■'  BupproBon  of  Vagrancy.— From  Saint 
Mary,  lawhfh,  for  the  Prevention  of  Sunday  Trading. 

BAKKRUPT  LAW  CONSOLIDATION  BILL. 

LoBO  BROUGHAM  moved  tbe  Second 
Beading  of  the  Bankrupt  Law  Consolidation 
BilL     The  noble  and  learned  Lord  said,  ! 
that  in  consequence  of  tbe  very  great  in- 
terest which  the  traders  of  tbe  country, 
ud  particularly  tbe  mercantile  classes  of 
the  eitj  of  London,  bad  taken  in  tbis  ira- 
portaot  subject,  be  wished  to  preface  bis  j 
MotiiHi  for  the  second  reading  of  tbe  Bill . 
-bj  making  a  statement  with  respect  to  tbe 
position  in  which  tbe  question  tbcn  stood.  | 
There  had  been  various  changes  made  in  | 
the  law  <^  bankruptcy :  before   tbe  year 
1825  there  had  been  no  less  than  twenty- 
one  Bankrupt  Acts  in  operation;   in  that 
year  an  Act  had  been  passed  for  tbe  pur- 
pose ef  in  some  degree  consolidating  and 
•jitemalising  those  Acts;  and  since  that 
twenty-one  other  Acts  had  been 


passed,  making  altogether  forty-two  Acts 
of  Parliament  passed  on  tbe  subjeet.  Tbe 
consequence  was,  that  tbe  traders  of  tbe 
country  bad  very  great  reason  to  complain 
of  tbe  obscurity  that  exists  in  the  system, 
That  was  one  reason  for  consolidation,  and 
in  tbe  next  place  tbey  conceived  that  tbe 
law  should  be  made  more  clear  and  syste- 
matic. Tbe  experience  of  past  years  ba4 
thrown  considerable  light  on  tbe  bank* 
ruptcy  law,  and  it  was  their  duty  to  profit 
by  that  experience,  if  tbey  found  tbey  bad 
gone  wrong.  What  was  chiefly  complained 
of  was,  tbe  abolition  of  imprisonment  for 
debt,  and  tbey  prayed  for  a  repeal  of  that 
Act ;  but  be  believed  tbe  general  im- 
pression was,  that  imprisonment  for  debt 
could  not  be  restored,  though  tbe  present 
practice  might  possibly  be  modified;  and 
tbey  might  with  very  great  propriety  in- 
troduce a  better  system  of  punishing  frau- 
dulent debtors,  and  give  a  better  protec- 
tion to  creditors.  Tbe  subject,  as  well  as 
some  other  matters,  might  be  deserviug  of 
inquiry.  He  called  tbe  attention  of  their 
Lordships  to  a  digest  of  tbe  system,  which 
be  begged  to  present  to  their  Lordships, 
and  likewise  desired  to  call  their  attention 
to  tbe  effects  it  bad  produced.  Tbe  digest 
bad  been  most  carefully  prepared;  but  no 
credit  was  due  to  bim  (Lord  Brougham) 
for  the  compilation  of  it.  The  credit  was 
due  to  a  most  worthy  and  efficient  officer 
of  tbe  Bankrupt  Court,  who  understood 
the  working  of  tbe  system,  and  who  was 
aided  by  great  practical  knowledge  in  tbe 
compilation  of  tbis  digest — he  meant  Mr. 
Miller.  Tbe  digest  extended  from  tbe 
constitution  of  tlie  Bankruptcy  Court  to  tbe 
very  end  of  the  system  of  bankruptcy,  and 
would  bo  found  to  bo  most  judiciously 
framed.  He  bad  much  satisfaction  in 
stating  to  their  Lordships  tbe  complete 
success  of  tbe  system,  and  tbe  universal 
approval  it  had  received  from  tbe  trading 
portion  of  tbe  community.  He  would  re- 
mind them  that  six  Bankruptcy  Commis- 
sioners now  did  tbe  work  which  was  pre- 
viously performed  by  seventy  Commission- 
ers. This  in  itself  was  an  improvement, 
to  which  was  to  be  added  the  extension  of 
the  system  to  tbe  country  districts.  As  a 
proof  of  the  excellence  of  the  system,  be 
might  refer  to  the  benefits  resulting  from 
the  practice  of  tbe  official  assignee  acting 
as  the  creditor's  assignee.  By  that  means 
tbey  bad  been  able  to  realise  the  enormous 
sum  of  2,400,000Z.,  of  what  was  formerly, 
and  before  the  establishment  of  the  system, 
absolutely  reckoned  as  desperately  bad 
12 
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debts.  When  the  measure  for  that  pur- 
pose was  brought  forward  in  the  other 
House,  his  late  lamented  friend,  Mr.  John 
Smith,  in  defending  it,  said,  that  in  sup- 
porting the  Bill  he  spoke  against  his  own 
uterest;  that  the  House  with  which  he 
was  connected  made  4,0002.  or  5,0002.  a 
year  by  the  bankruptcy  cases,  and  in  the 
following  year  would  not  make  a  farthing ; 
bat  notwithstanding  that  loss  ho  would 
support  the  Bill.  He  (Lord  Brougham) 
would  also  remind  their  Lordships  that  the 
next  two  vacancies  that  took  place  amongst 
the  Commissioners  would  not  be  filled  up, 
as  it  was  considered  that  four  Commis- 
sioners would  be  found  amply  sufficient  to 
do  the  business.  He  had  a  return  in  his 
hand,  from  which  it  appeared  that  the 
London  appeals  from  the  Bankruptcy  Court 
amounted  in  the  year  to  five,  and  the  coun- 
try appeals  to  nine;  and  the  whole  of  the 
appeals  in  the  Bankruptcy  Court,  both  for 
town  and  country,  were  on  an  average  for 
the  last  six  years  fourteen  and  a  half.  This 
small  number  of  appeals  did  not  arise  from 
the  scarcity  of  business  in  the  court;  for 
owing  to  the  distress  that  unhappily  pre- 
vailed, the  number  of  commissions  issued 
the  year  before  last  were  1,100,  and  last 
year  they  amounted  to  1,716. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  was  of 
opinion,  that  when  the  Acts  of  Parliament 
relating  to  the  law  of  bankruptcy  had  mul- 
tiplied to  such  an  extent,  it  was  highly  cx- 
dient  they  should  be  consolidated.  He 
no  doubt  it  would  be  judicious,  as  sug- 
gested by  his  noble  Friend,  to  refer  the 
subject  to  a  Select  Committee,  and  like- 
wise to  decide  upon  another  important 
question  relating  to  the  laws  of  bankruptcy 
and  insolvency,  namely,  whether  bankrupt 
cases  and  insolvency  cases  should  be  here- 
after kept  distinct;  they  were  now  sub- 
jected to  very  nearly  the  same  system, 
though  at  present  administered  by  sepa- 
rate jurisdictions. 

Bill  then  read  2\ 

HEALTH  OF  TOWNS  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  go 
into  Committee  being  read, 
.  Lord  STANLEY  presented  several  peti- 
tions, and  suggested  that  the  Bill  should 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  that  if  the 
Bill  was  to  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, he  most  devoutly  hoped  that  that 
course  would  be  adopted  expressly  and  dis- 
tinctly with  the  intention  that  the  Bill 
should  make  an  easier  and  more  rapid 


progress  than  it  could  be  expected  to  make 
had  it  been  submitted  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House.  He  admitted  that  he  was 
not  himself  inclined  to  view  with  disfavour 
the  proposition  for  referring  the  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee,  because,  late  though  it 
was  in  the  Session,  he  very  much  feared 
that  in  considering  in  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  House  a  Bill  affecting  so  many  in- 
terests, and,  above  all,  so  many  local  in* 
terests,  they  would  be  inevitably  betrayed 
into  long  and  tedious  discussions.  But 
lest  there  should  be  any  apprehension  of 
the  Bill  being  stifled  in  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, which  he  knew  was  too  often  the 
grave  of  many  a  meritorious  and  well- 
meant  measure,  he  hoped  that  there  Would 
be  a  distinct  understanding,  and  indeed  a 
positive  pledge  and  solemn  promise  on  the 
part  of  all  those  who  were  anxious  for  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee,  that  it 
should  sit  de  die  in  diem  until  the  business 
for  which  it  was  nominated  had  been  dis- 
posed of ;  and  that  nothing  should  be  left 
undone  to  promote  as  much  as  possible  the 
speedy  passing  of  the  Bill.  He  felt  a  deep 
interest  in  the  measure,  and  he  was  sure 
that  he  properly  interpreted  the  feelings 
of  their  Lordships  when  he  said  that  they 
were  one  and  all  most  anxious  to  facilitate 
its  progress.  Such  a  measure  was  at  all 
times  worthy  of  their  favourable  consider- 
ation, but  at  no  time  was  it  more  desirable 
than  at  the  present  moment,  when  there 
was  but  too  much  reason  to  apprehend  that 
appalling  pest,  the  cholera,  was  making  a 
steady,  systematic,  and  rapid  progress  to- 
wards the  shores  of  England.  It  was  their 
interest,  as  it  was  their  manifest  dotj,  to 
promote  as  much  as  possible  the  progress 
of  the  only  conceivable  measure  which 
could  give  a  check  to  that  dreadful  scourge 
of  humanity.  The  horrible  events  that  had 
recently  taken  place  in  Paris  had  predis- 
posed the  atmosphere  in  the  most  confined 
quarters  of  that  city  to  pestilential  infiu'* 
ences,  favourable  to  the  spread  of  that  ter- 
rible disorder,  and  there  was,  thereforep 
the  less  time  to  be  lost.  He  did  not  wish 
to  create  any  unnecessary  alarm — quite  the 
contrary;  but  it  was  right  that  our  tme 
position  should  be  properly  understood. 
Alarm  ought  not  to  be  raised  except  oo 
the  principle  stated  by  Mr.  Burke,  that 
*'  the  fl  re-bell  alarmed  our  slumbers,  but  it 
prevented  us  from  being  burned  in  our 
beds;"  and  so,  too,  an  alarm  about  the 
cholera,  although  it  might  make  the 
malady  spread  more  rapidly  than  in  ft 
calmer  state  of  the  public  mind  it  mi|^ 
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do,  wofiild,  he  trasted,  be  conducive  to  the 
Bafety  of  the  people,  by  making  the  consti- 
tuted authorities  and  the  Parliament  take 
those  precautionary  measures  to  which 
thej  were  urged  by  considerations  of  hu- 
nuuiitj  and  patriotism.  Being  on  this 
subject*  he  would  here  take  occasion  to 
obsenre  that  he  had  read,  with  great  admi- 
raUoD,  and  with  great  comfort  to  himself, 
the  admirable  report  of  the  Sanitary  Com- 
missioners, at  the  head  of  whom  was  his 
lioble  Friend  Lord  R.  Grosvenor,  and  ano- 
ther of  whom  was  that  eminent  physician 
And  physiologist,  Dr.  Southwood  Smith. 
That  report  clearly  demonstrated  that  if 
ihe  cholera  was  incurable  when  it  became 
ekdlera,  it  could  be  easily  and  certainly 
prerented  if  the  premonitory  symptoms, 
wlueh  never  failed  to  discover  themselves, 
were  taken  advantage  of  in  due  time.  He 
implored  of  their  Lordships  not  to  take 
aaj  step  which  could  have  the  effect  of 
postponing  the  Bill  for  another  Session. 

LOBD  CAMPBELL  feared  that  he  could 
not  aeeede  to  the  suggestion  for  referring 
the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee,  for  he  ap- 
prdiended  that  that  course  might  be  pro- 
dvetiTe  of  delay;  and  certain  he  was  that 
snj  further  delay  in  the  passing  of  such  a 
would  occasion  deep  disappoint- 
;  to  the  public,  and  possibly  very  se- 
I  mischief.  On  a  former  occasion  the 
proposition  that  the  Bill  should  be  that  day 
eonndered  in  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  had  met  with  the  unanimous  ap- 
proral  of  their  Lordships,  and  he  certainly 
was  not  prepared  for  a  suggestion  that  it 
jlMMild  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 
L<»D  REDESDALE  was  decidedly  of 
opinion  that  no  better  course  to  promote 
t£e  apeedy  progress  of  the  Bill  could  be 
taken  than  to  refer  it  to  a  Select  Commit- 
tee. In  discussing  its  provisions,  it  would 
be  nseeesary  to  take  three  or  four  clauses 
info  consideration  at  once,  but  that  could 
not  be  done  if  the  Bill  were  to  be  consider- 
ed in  Committee  of  the  whole  House.  He 
\  most  anxious  that  the  Bill  should  pass 
Session;  but  he  was  also  desirous 
that  it  should  pass  in  as  perfect  a  manner 
naposnble.  A  Select  Committee  would 
And  it  no  difficult  matter  to  get  through  it 
ia  Ibar  or  five  days.  He  begged  leave 
to  more  that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Se- 
lect Committee. 

LflttD  BROUGHAM  :  Every  one  was  in 
&fOiir  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  The 
cn^  qnestion  that  now  remained  to  be  set- 
flsa  was  tliat  which  affected  the  shaping 
a  ibe  deUuls  of  the  measure.     He  cer- 


tainly should  recommend  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  opposite  (Lord  Campbell) 
to  acquiesce  in  the  suggestion  that  the 
Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  also  hoped 
that  the  suggestion  would  be  acceded  to. 
A  Select  Committee  could  get  through  idl 
the  clauses  in  four  or  five  days.  A  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  might  take 
four  or  ^ye  weeks. 

Lord  KINNAIRD  was  of  the  same 
opinion.  He  trusted  that  the  Government 
would  not  resist  the  suggestion  for  a  Select 
Committee,  now  that  so  many  distinct  as- 
surances had  been  given  that  the  course 
was  proposed  in  a  bond  fide  spirit,  and 
with  a  view  to  the  more  rapid  progress  of 
the  Bill. 

The  Ddke  of  BUCCLEUCH  was  also 
in  favour  of  referring  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee.  He  should  not  advocate  it  if 
he  thought  it  had  been  proposed  with  the 
intention  of  stifling  the  BiU;  but  he  was 
sure  it  would  have  the  very  opposite 
effect.  It  would  certainly  accelerate  its 
progress. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  would  not,  on 
any  account,  be  a  party  to  any  roovement^ 
the  consequence  of  which  would  be  to  re- 
tard the  Bill,  or  to  make  it  less  efficient; 
but  he  certainly  did  think  that  Government 
ought  to  accede  to  the  suggestion  of  the 
noble  Lord  opposite,  after  so  many  pledges 
had  been  given  that  those  who  desired  the 
Select  Committee  did  not  intend  delay. 

Lord  PORTMAN  approved  of  the  Bill 
being  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  as 
its  numerous  details  could  be  sifted  better 
there  than  in  the  House;  but  he  hoped  that 
there  would  be  an  understanding  that  the 
points  which  had  been  unsuccessftdly  rais- 
ed in  the  Committee  would  not  be  gone 
over  again  when  the  Bill  came  back  to 
the  House. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  en- 
tertained  some  apprehensions  lest  the  effect 
of  referring  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Commit- 
tee might  be  that  of  delaying  a  measure 
which  yielded  to  none  in  importance,  which 
was  not  only  important  itself,  but  with  re- 
ference to  the  time  at  which  it  was  brought 
forward.  At  this  particular  moment  they 
were  considering  the  subject  under  circum- 
stances on  which  he  advisedly  forebore  to 
dwell,  considering  the  position  he  held^ 
but  which  their  Lordships  would  permit 
him  to  say  were  circumstances  of  peculiar 
urgency.  He  felt,  therefore,  that  they 
ought  not  to  pause  in  the  consideration  of 
the  measure.     He  felt  also  that  Govern- 
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jbent  bad  not  been  fairly  used  in  tbe  mat- 
ter— tbat  a  week  had  been  thrown  away, 
the  Committee  of  the  whole  House  on  the 
Bill  having  been  deferred  at  the  sugges- 
tion of  a  noble  Lord  opposite,  without  the 
least  intimation,  public  or  private,  that 
there  was  any  such  intention,  after  that 
Motion  had  been  acceded  to,  and  after  he 
had  been  allowed  to  fix  his  own  day  for  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  House.  They 
had  been  left  up  to  yesterday  in  the  dark 
privately,  and  had  been  kept  up  to 
that  day  in  the  dark  publicly,  without 
any  intimation  of  a  Motion  for  a  Se- 
lect Committee.  He  could  not  allow 
himself  for  a  moment  to  suppose  that 
Any  of  the  noble  Lords  who  had  sup- 
ported the  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee 
had  done  so  with  any  intention  of  delaying 
the  progress  of  the  Bill;  And  he  trusted 
that  their  declarations  to  that  effect  would 
be  acted  up  to,  especially  in  the  case  of 
the  right  ireV*  Prelate  the  Bishop  of  Lon- 
don»  than  whom  no  man  had  more  contri- 
buted to  bring  the  Bill  under  the  attention 
of  their  Lordships  and  the  countryi  Under 
these  circumstances,  perhaps,  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  might  withdraw  the 
Motion,  with  the  understanding  that  no 
witi^es^ea  should  be  examined,  and  that  the 
elanses  should  be  gone  through  with  the 
rieW  of  coming  to  a  distinct  and  perfe<it 
eondnsion  ad  to  the  provisions  of  the 
BiU. 

Lord  Sf  ANLBY  could  assure  the  noble 
Murqtie&s  that  there  had  been  no  intention 
to  take  the  Government  by  surprise.  In 
no  part  of  the  House  was  there  any  other 
wish  than  that  the  Bill  should  be  advanced 
as  rapidly  as  possible,  consistently  with  full 
deliberation. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  withdrew  his  Mo- 
tion. 

Bill  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

The  DuKte  of  BUCCLBUCH  observed, 
that  ho  sanitary  measure  applying  to  Scot- 
land had  yet  been  introduced,  and  hoped 
that  one  would  be  laid  on  the  table  as  soon 
a6  poiisible. 

THE  VISCOUNT  ARBUTHNOTT. 
The  Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod 
reported  to  the  House,  that  the  order  for 
taking  into  custody  the  Viscount  Arbuth- 
nott  had  been  served  at  Arbuthnott-bouse, 
in  the  county  of  Kincardine,  by  the  de- 
puty Serjeant-at-Arms,  who  was  then  in- 
formed that  the  Viscount  Arbuthnott  had 
left  the  United  Kingdom. 
•  *»  Ordered^-Thht  the  said  report  be  referred  to 


th6  Committee  appointed  on  thti  28rd  June  last, 
to  consider  the  method  of  proceeding,  in  order  to 
bring  the  Viscount  Arbuthnott  to  triaL" 

House  adjourned. 
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MriruTBS.    Public  Bill.— 1<»  Ecclesiastical  Unions  and 

Divisions  of  Parishes  (Ireland). 
r>  Trustees  Relief  (Ireland). 
i{«por/rd.— County  Cess  (Ireland). 

Petitions  Prksbntvo.  By  Lord  J.  Russell,  Mr.  (Mbotna, 
and  several  other  Hon.  Members,  f\rom  an  Immense 
Number  of  Places,  in  favour  of  an  Extension  of  the 
Elective  Franchise.— By  Mr.  W.  J.  Fox,  in  fiivour  of 
Universal  SuflSragew— By  Mr.  Osborne,  from  Worcester, 
in  favour  of  the  AboliUon  of  Chureh  Rates. — By  Mr. 
George  Thompson,  fh>m  Sheffield,  and  by  other  Hon 
Members,  firom  several  Places,  for  a  Better  Observance 
of  the  Lord's  Day.— By  Lord  Robert  Orosvenor,  ttom 
the  Vicar  of  Ardeley  (Herts),  against  the  Delivery  of 
Letters  on  Sunday. — By  Mr.  Meagher,  ftom  Inhabitants 
of  St.  John's,  Newfoundland,  fbr  Reform  in  the  Go- 
vernment of  that  Colony. — By  Mr.  Cobdcn,  fh>m  Kings- 
ton, in  the  Island  of  Jamaica,  to  tAke  the  State  of  the 
West  India  Colonies  into  Consideration.— By  Mr.  W. 
Lockhart,  fh>m  an  Association  of  West  India  Mereiiantt 
in  the  City  of  Glasgow,  for  an  Adequate  Proteetldn  to 
the  Sugar  Trade. — By  Mr.  Hornby,  flrom  Members  of 
an  Independent  Order  of  Odd  Fellows,  for  an  Extension 
of  the  Benefit  Societies  Act  to  that  Order.— By  Mr. 
Henry  Hope,  ftom  Gloucester,  against  the  Diplomitic 
Relations  with  the  Court  of  Rome  Bill.— By  Mr.  Sharman 
Crawford,  Arom  Rochdale,  in  favoHir  of  a  Secular  Educa- 
tion.—By  Lord  Brooke,  fh>m  several  Ratepayers  in 
the  Southern  Division  of  Warwickshire,  against  the 
Highways  BilL— From  Clergymen,  Justices  of  the 
Peace,  and  Others,  of  Sussex,  for  the  Establishment  of 
Measures  for  the  Refonnatlota  of  Juvenile  OAinden.— 
By  Mr.  William  Fagan,  Kom  th«  Commissioners  tat 
Preserving  the  Port,  Harbour,  and  River  of  Cork,  for 
Improving  the  Piers  and  Harbours  (Irdand). — By  Mr. 
Grantley  Berkeley,  Arom  Westbury-upon-Severa  UiUon, 
for  an  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Law.— Dy  Mr.  Weat,  ttom. 
Ruthlin  Union,  Denbigh,  and  by  other  hon.  Memben, 
firom  several  Places,  in  favour  of  a  Superannuation 
Fund  for  Poor'  Law  Offlceit.— by  Mr.  Oeocjpe  Dundas* 
Arom  the  Commissioners  of  Sufiply  of  Unlithgowshire, 
against  the  Proposed  Alteration  of  the  Law  respecting 
the  Registration  of  Births,  Deaths,  and  MarHages  (Scot- 
land).—By  the  Solicitor-General,  fhmi  the  Devonport 
Mechanics'  Institution,  for  an  Alteration  of  th«  Scientifie 
Societies  Bill.— By  Lord  John  RusseU,  ftom  William 
Palmer,  of  Kinder  Street,  Deptlbrd,  Ibr  Amendmeiit  o^ 
the  Small  Debts  Act 

THE  METROPOLITAN  POLICE. 

Sir  B.  hall  rose  to  put  the  qaestion 
of  which  he  had  given  notice,  respecting 
the  Metropolitan  Police  Force,  and  he  also 
wished  to  ask  some  questions  relating  to 
some  letters  which  had  passed  hetW^en  the 
Home  Office  and  the  representatives  of 
certain  parishes  relating  to  the  rates  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  police  heing  the 
same  as  last  year,  and  also  to  any  letters 
respecting  the  arrangement  under  the  new 
assessment  of  last  year.  By  the  9th  of 
George  IV.,  c,  44,  and  the  3rd  and  4th 
of  William  IV.,  and  5th  &  6th  of  Victoria, 
it  was  enacted  that  the  p(^ce  rate  should 
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not  be  above  Sd,  in  tbe  pound,  and  by  one 
of  these  Acts  it  was  also  enacted  that  the 
Consolidated  Fund  should  bo  made  chargo- 
ftble  with  not  more  than  2d,  in  the  pound 
out  of  this  charge.  The  produce  of  the 
poliee  rate  in  the  metropolitan  district  was 
kst  year  286,000;.  In  June,  1847,  the 
magistrates  of  Middlesex  undertook  a 
neir  assessment  of  the  county,  and  raised 
the  amount  of  rateable  property  from 
6,376,478/.  to  7,792,787^.,  being  an  in- 
oreaae  of  1,400,0002.  In  consequence  of 
this  increase  representations  wero  made  to 
his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  George  Grey), 
bj  some  of  the  parishes  in  Middlesex, 
showing  the  effect  of  this  new  assessment 
in  those  districts,  and  at  the  same  time 
tirging  that  the  rates  should  bo  levied  in 
the  same  proportion  as  formerly.  In  an- 
swer to  these  representations  a  letter  dated 
Whitehall,  the  30th  December,  1847,  was 
directed  to  the  vestry  clerks  of  the  parishes 
of  Harylebone  and  St.  James,  in  which  the 
writer  said — 

"  Secretary  Sir  G.  Grey  having  considered  the 
Mnt  representations  of  the  parishes  of  Marylo- 
DOBe  and  St.  James,  for  a  reduction  of  the  police 
rate  under  the  new  assessment,  he  was  desired  to 
infixm  them  that  Sir  G.  Grey  had  ordered  that 
steps  should  be  taken  for  the  reduction  of  the 
pimee  rate  in  the  way  proposed,  and  Sir  Grey 
hoped  that  the  Bill  which  he  should  introduce  into 
Fkriiament  for  this  purpose  would  receive  the 
■aaotion  of  the  Legislature  in  the  course  of  the 
ptetent  year/' 

In  eorroboration  of  this  the  same  parties 
also  received  a  letter  from  the  police  com- 
nuMioners,  dated  the  3rd  January,  in 
which  they  announced  an  intention  to 
aiibrd  erery  aid  to  carry  out  the  object 
asked  for  in  various  parishes.  In  further- 
ance of  this  correspondence  a  Bill  was 
hroqght  in  in  May,  1848,  and  was  read  a 
•eeond  time  on  the  1st  of  June,  and  the 
Committee  on  it  was  fixed  for  the  8th,  and 
then  for  the  15th  of  June,  but  on  both 
oecasions  the  subject  was  postponed;  but 
on  the  26th  of  June,  at  a  late  hour  of  the 
lughty  without  any  notice  having  been 
giveny  the  Bill  was  withdrawn,  and  on  the 
same  day  that  the  Bill  was  withdrawn  a 
letter  was  sent  to  tho  several  parties  who 
had.  been  engaged  in  the  former  corre- 
spondence, in  which  the  commissioners  of 
police  state  that  they  had  to  communicate 
with  reference  to  their  letter  of  the  3rd  of 
January,  that  a  Bill  had  been  brought  into 
the  House  of  Commons  to  carry  out  the 
objeot  alladed  to  in  that  letter;  but  as  it 
iia  not  appear  expedient  to  reduce  the 
polica  iBte  at  present,  it  therefore  was  not 


intended  to  proceed  with  the  Bill  during 
the  present  Session.  The  question  of 
which  he  had  given  notice  was  to  ask  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  to  state  the 
reasons  why  tho  Bill  for  limiting  the 
amount  to  be  raised  out  of  the  rates  for 
support  of  the  metropolitan  police  was 
withdrawn;  and  whether  it  was  intended 
to  act  up  to  the  understanding  conveyed 
by  Mr.  Philipps,  and  by  the  police  commis- 
sioners, in  letters  dated  December  and 
January  last,  that  the  ratepayers  shall  not 
be  called  upon  to  pay  more  than  they  have 
hitherto  done  for  the  support  of  the 
police. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  the  10th  Geo.  IV., 
ch.  44,  s.  23,  enacted  that  a  rate  should 
be  levied  upon  all  property  in  the  metropo- 
litan district  assessed  to  tho  county  rate, 
for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  the  police  of 
the  metropolis,  provided  that  such  rate  did 
not  exceed  Sd.  in  the  pound.  In  the  first 
instance  the  whole  charge  of  the  police 
was  imposed  on  tho  parishes  in  the  metro- 
politan districts,  except  that  10,0002.  a 
year,  formerly  applied  to  the  support  of  tho 
Bow-street  patrol,  incorporated  in  the  me- 
tropolitan police,  was  devoted  towards  pay- 
ing tho  cost  of  the  police.  By  the  3rd 
and  4th  of  William  IV.,  it  was  enacted 
that  the  parishes  should  bo  relieved  from 
a  certain  portion  of  the  charge  for  the 
police,  and  that  on  a  warrant  being  issued 
by  tho  Secretary  of  State  the  parochial 
rate  in  certain  circumstances  should  be  re- 
duced to  (jd.  in  tho  pound  as  a  police  rate, 
while  the  Treasury  should  pay  the  other 
2d.  in  the  pound.  By  the  6th  and  7th  of 
Victoria,  the  distribution  was  altered,  and 
a  new  arrangement  was  made  by  which 
the  Government  devoted  60,0002.  of  tho 
public  money  for  this  purpose.  Since  the 
time  he  alluded  to,  only  6d.  in  tho  pound 
had  been  levied  in  the  parishes  in  the 
metropolitan  district  as  a  police  rate.  Tho 
aggregate  amount  charged  for  the  police 
was  219,0002.  The  charge  on  the  Conso- 
lidated Fund,  under  the  various  Acts  of 
Parliament  he  had  alluded  to,  was  76,8692., 
and  to  which  must  be  added  20,0002.  for 
the  horse  police,  which  was  wholly  charged 
on  the  public,  thus  making  together  a 
charge  equal  to  96,8692.  In  1847  a  new 
valuation  of  tho  county  of  Middlesex  was 
mado,  and  the  result  was,  that  in  some 
parishes,  not  all,  a  change  took  place  in 
consequence  of  property  being  assessed 
much  nearer  its  value.  Thus,  in  some  of 
tho  rich  parishes  the  amount  of  property 
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chargeable  to  rates  was  inereased,  while  in 
lome  of  the  poorer  parishes,  such  as  Beth- 
nal-green,   there  was  a  reduction  in  the 
amount.     Under  these  circumstances,  re- 
presentations were  made  to  the  commis- 
sioners of  police  and  to  himself  from  those 
parishes  in  which  the  charge  had  been 
raised,  in  which  they  complained  that  the 
charge  had  been  increased  in  them  by  the 
new  assessment,  while  in  several  of  the 
parishes  in  Kent  and  Surrey,  within  the 
metropolitan  district,  the  charges  had  not 
been  raised.  These  circumstances  had  been 
taken  into  consideration  by  the  Govern- 
ment, with  the  view  of  determining  whether 
this  burden  should  be  placed  on  the  public, 
by  which  they  could  reduce  the  increased 
burden  on  the  parishes.     The  result  was, 
that  it  was  determined  to  allow  the  police 
rate  in  certain  parishes  to  be  levied   at 
something  under  sixpence   in  the  pound 
under  the  new  assessment.     In  the  letter 
written    in   December,   it    was   distinctly 
stated  that  the  Government  would  assent 
to  the  reduction,  and  they  would  endeavour 
to  arrange  the  principle  upon  which  the 
rates  should  be  made  under  the  new  as- 
sessment.    The  reason  why  the  Bill  which 
he  had  introduced   for  that  purpose  had 
been  withdrawn  was,  that  circumstances, 
which  were  notorious,  threw  very  consi- 
derable and  unusual  duties  on  the  police. 
He  received  also  from  the  commissioners  of 
police  a  representation  that  there  was  a 
call  for  greatly  increased  duties  in  conse- 
quence of  the  great  addition  to  the  build- 
ings in  the  metropolis.     This   statement 
was  taken  into  consideration,  but  at  the 
same  time   he  had   received   suggestions 
from  various  parishes,  to  the  effect  that 
they  were  willing  to  afford  aid  to  relieve 
the  police  of  some  of  their  duties.     It  was 
proposed  that  this  additional  force  shonld 
be  paid  by  a  voluntary  rate.     He  thought 
that  it  would  be  objectionable  to  have  an 
additional  paid  police  under  such  an  ar- 
rangement; but  that  if  there  was  to  be  an 
addition  to  the  police  force,  it  should  be 
under  the  control  of  th^  commissioners  of 
police,  for  they  would  not  have  the  same 
control  over  a  body  which  was  supported 
by  voluntary  payments.     Under  these  cir- 
cumstances the  Government  was  of  opinion 
that  it  was  expedient  to  direct  that  an  ad- 
dition should  be  made  to  the  police  force 
in  consequence  of  the  great  increase  which 
had  taken  place  in  their  duties.    The  ques- 
tion then  arose  as  to  whence  the  funds  for 
this  purpose  should  come  ?   The  question 
was,  whether  the  amount  was  to  be  pro- 


vided by  an  additional  rate  or  by  Parlia- 
ment ?  The  Government,  considering  that 
the  public  already  paid  upwards  of  96,000^ 
a  year  towards  the  support  of  the  metropo- 
litan police,  did  not  think  that  it  would  be 
right  to  ask  Parliament  to  grant  more  for 
that  purpose.  It  was  no  doubt  desirable 
that  the  assessments  should  be  brought 
down  to  the  actual  value  of  the  property; 
and  as  this  had  been  done  in  Middlesex,  he 
trusted  the  example  would  be  followed  in 
the  adjoining  counties.  He  did  not  think 
that  this  would  be  any  great  ground  of 
complaint. 

COUNTY  COURTS. 
Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM:  The  House 
was  aware  that  by. the  Act  passed  last  Ses- 
sion, the  appointment  of  the  clerks  of  the 
county  courts  was  vested  in  the  judges, 
and  he  had  reason  to  know  that  in  several 
instances  these  judges  had  appointed  near 
relations  of  their  own,  who  resided  at  great 
distances  from  the  courts.  For  example, 
he  knew  of  one  clerk  of  a  county  court  in 
a  midland  county  who  resided  in  London, 
He  was  personally  cognisant  of  another 
case  in  Cumberland,  where  the  clerk  re- 
sided seventy  miles  from  the  court  to  which 
he  was  attached.  There  were  very  large 
salaries  appended  to  those  situations,  some 
even  as  high  as  6002.  a  year.  The  clerks 
in  several  districts  being  non-resident,  ap« 
pointed  deputies  to  transact  the  business 
for  them,  and  i^  ^me  of  these  deputies  were 
not  conversant  in  the  duties  of  the  office, 
were  not  competent  to  give  the  necessary 
instructions  to  the  litigant  parties,  and 
were  even  not  licensed  attorneys,  as  direct-* 
ed  by  the  Act. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  remarked,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  mistfiken 
with  respect  to  the  clerks  being  in  receipt 
of  large  salaries.  They  received  fees,  and 
not  salaries;  and  the  Act  provided  that  in 
no  case  should  the  amount  received  an- 
nually exceed  600^.  a  year.  As  to  the 
appointment  of  the  non-resident  clerks,  the 
judges  had  in  some  instances  appointed 
clerks  who  did  not  reside  in  the  same  dis- 
trict as  that  in  which  the  court  was  si- 
tuated. But  the  practice  seemed  tq  be 
that  the  clerk  attended  personally  when 
the  judge  was  holding  his  court,  or  the 
deputy  attended  constantly  in  the  office  to 
issue  summonses,  and  do  the  other  neces-^ 
sary  business.  He  quite  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  the  deputies 
ought  to  be  persons  fully  qualified  to  give 
advice  to  those  who  should  require  it. 
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THE  BOROUGH  OF  DERBY, 

Mb.  STAFFORD  moved— 

'*  That  lir«  Speaker  do  issue  his  Warrant  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make  out  a  Now  Writ 
for  the  Electing  of  two  Burgesses  to  serve  in  the 
preeent  Ptoliament  for  tho  Borough  of  Derby,  in 
the  room  of  tho  Right  Hon.  Edward  Strutt  and 
the  Hon.  Frederick  Leveson  Gower,  whose  Elec- 
tion hae  heen  determined  to  be  void." 

All  the  other  suspended  writs,  however, 
haTing  now  heen  issued,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  disgraceful  case  of  Leices- 
ter, and  the  case  of  Derhy  now  under 
eonsideratioD,  he  hoped  the  House  would 
not  refuse  to  issue  the  writ  for  tliis  bo- 
nnigb,  and  that  the  noble  Lord  tho  First 
Minister  of  the  Crown  would  at  once  with- 
draw the  Horsham  Borough  Bill,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Flint  (Sir  John  Hanmcr) 
the  Borough  Elections  Bill;  these  three 
things  being  done  on  the  distinct  and  clear 
understanding  that  the  cases  of  all  the 
boTOU^s  in  which  bribery  had  been  prov- 
ed would  be  taken  up  by  the  Government, 
who  alone  at  this  late  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion eould  hope  fairly  to  deal  with  them. 

Sir  JOHN  HANMER  expressed  his 
eordial  gratification  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  taken  the  question  into  his  own  hands, 
and  that  they  might  look  forward  to  see  it 
fiurlj  dealt  with. 

Mb.  FREWEN  opposed  the  Motion. 
He  thought  it  would  lower  the  character 
of  the  House  to  refuse  a  writ  one  day  and 
grant  it  on  the  next. 

Mb.  HUME  begged  the  House  not  to 
agree  to  the  Motion.  The  hon.  Member 
for  North  Northamptonshire  had  said  a  few 
days  ago  that  if  there  was  any  chance  of 
an  inquiry  taking  place,  he  would  not  press 
for  the  new  writs,  and  now  that  inquiry 
was  promised  ho  pressed  for  them. 

Mb.  Alderman  SIDNEY  thought  that 
House  the  worst  possible  judge  of  its  own 
proceedings.  Unless  tho  tribunal  in  elec- 
tion cases  were  removed  from  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  House,  they  would  never 
haTO  purity  of  election. 

Mb.  F.  O'CONNOR  said,  that  he  had 
heard  of  large,  very  large,  sums  of  mo- 
ney haTing  been  paid  at  the  last  election 
for  the  city  of  London — sums  as  large 
eren  as  2,000  sovereigns  having  been 
paid  at  a  time.  He  had  had  a  Committee 
of  13  non-electors;  and  one  gentleman  sent 
them  a  present  of  ^51,,  being  bL  a  piece  ; 
hot  they  returned  the  money,  refusing  all 
rennineration . 

Captain  HARRIS  thought  the  course  the 
House  were  pursuing  with  regard  to  these 
'  )  contrary  to  the  spirit  if  not  to  the 


letter  of  constitutional  law.  The  francfaise 
was  conferred  by  the  united  Act  of  the 
three  branches  of  the  Legislature;  and  by 
thus  withholding  it  for  an  indefinite  period, 
the  House  of  Commons  was  exceeding  the 
power  vested  in  them.  The  remedy  against 
bribery  was  to  be  found  in  the  existing 
statute  law,  by  which  it  was  held  to  be  a 
misdemeanour,  and  the  parties  convicted 
liable  to  imprisonment  and  loss  of  fran- 
chise. It  would  have  been  more  becoming 
and  honest  in  the  House  to  have  directed 
the  Attorney  General  to  prosecute  in  the 
courts  of  law  those  cases  which  had  come 
within  its  cognisance,  than  by  withholding 
these  writs  to  punish  the  innocent  with 
the  guilty,  and  to  make  their  issue  the  sub- 
ject of  party  strife. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  :  With  regard 
to  this  Motion,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
House  having  already  decided  at  least 
twice  that  the  writ  should  not  issue,  he 
thought  that  they  ought  to  proceed  accor- 
ding to  precedents,  of  which  they  had  so 
many,  and  defer  issuing  the  writ  until  some 
fixed  day,  when  hon.  Members  would  be 
prepared  for  the  consideration  of  the  ques- 
tion. Unless  this  course  were  adhered  to, 
the  decision  of  a  House  of  300  Members, 
when  a  writ  was  refused,  might  be  revers- 
ed on  another  day  when  there  were  not  50 
Members  present.  He  should  move,  there- 
fore, as  an  Amendment — 

"  That  no  Writ  bo  issued  for  the  Borough  of 
Derby  before  Tuesday  tho  15th  day  of  August 
next." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

SUGAR  DUTIES. 

On  the  Motion  that  the  House  go  into 
Committee  on  the  Sugar  Duties, 

Sir  H.  WILLOUGHBY  rose  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  despatch 
of  Lord  Harris,  dated  the  21st  day  of  Fe- 
bruary, 1848.  He  must  complain  of  an 
erroneous  statement  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Manches- 
ter. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
Lord  Harris  had  stated  that  the  cost  of 
production  on  well-managed  estates  in  the 
British  Islands  was  10».  5d,  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  read  the  whole  of 
the  passage  in  that  despatch,  which  was 
as  follows  : — 

"  On  the  best  managed  estates  in  tho  English 
islands,  a  cwt.  of  sug.ar  may  be  produced  for 
2  dels.,  50c.  or  10#.  6d.  ;  but  the  average  range 
is  from  4  dols.  to  7  dels,  or  10*.  8^.  to  1/.  9«.  2d.i 
in  Martinique,  to  15.*.  \0d.\  in  Guadaloupe,  the 
same  ;  in  Santa  Cruz,  from  2  dols.  25c.  to  2  dols. 
50c.  or  9«.  2\d,  to  10*.  bdr,  Porto  Rico,  cheaper ; 
of  Cuba  1  have  no  correct  information,  but  from 
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•50c»  to  1  dol.  or  28,  Id,  to  is.  3tf. ;  which  is  the 
lame  as  it  was  in  Trinidad,  I  have  heard,  during 
the  existence  of  slavery." 
Lord  Harris,   m  writing   to   Earl  Grey, 
jsaidr — 

"  I  had  hoped  to  have  forwarded  to  your  Lord- 
ship a  return  showing  the  average  cost  of  cultivat- 
ing the  sugar-cane  ;  of  the  manufacture  of  the 
•ugar,  the  quantity  produced  per  acre,  with  some 
other  information,  in  the  several  English,  French, 
jSpanish,  and  Danish  islands.  The  information 
Jbas  been  collected,  and  is  still  collecting  for  me, 
by  Dr.  Mitchell,  a  physician  of  this  island,  who,  I 
believe,  possesses  as  much  practical  and  scientific 
knowledge  on  these  subjects  as  can  well  bo  com- 
bined in  one  person,  and  wbo  has  been  travelling 
through  the  islands  for  me,  in  order  to  acquire  a 
knowledge  of  the  latest  improvements  of  every 
kind.  It  has,  however,  been  found  so  difficult  to 
make  any  approach  to  average  statements  in 
numbers,  that  I  am  obliged  to  wait  for  further  in- 
formation ;  what  I  have  actually  collected  goes  to 
show,  that  in  the  English  colonies  the  sugar  has 
been  produced  at  a  considerable  loss  at  the  late 
prices.** 

Atid  Lord  Harris  added  this  further  re- 
niark — 

"  In  Trinidad,  I  believe,  no  sugar  has  been  pro- 
duced at  a  less  cost  than  3  dels,  or  1 2s.  6d. ,  per  cwt. 
but  the  average  is  between  4  dols.  and  5  dols.  Now, 
I  find  that  the  average  price  in  the  colony,  for  the 
last  six  months  of  1847,  was  3  dols.  83c.  or  ld«. 
ll|(2.;  so  that  the  mere  production  costs  more 
than  could  be  obtained  in  the  market,  leaving 
nothing  for  the  interest  of  capital,  reserve  for 
losses,  &e" 

The  right  Hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Manchester  had  stated  that  the  cost  of 
production  in  the  West  India  islands  was 
ohly  10*.  M,  If  that  were  so,  it  was 
even  cheaper  than  in  some  foreign  places. 
Now,  as  a  good  deal  turned  upon  the  cost 
of  production,  he  would  quote  the  evidence 
of  fifteen  witnesses  upon  this  point,  and 
challenge  any  Member  in  that  House  to 
refute  it.  He  would  first  mention  the  cost 
of  production  at  Cuba,  and  then  compare 
it  with  the  cost  of  production  in  the  British 
islands.  According  to  the  evidence  of  Mr. 
Kennedy,  who  formerly  represented  Tiver- 
ton in  that  House,  and  now  held  an  official 
position  in  the  West  Indies,  the  cost  of 
production  at  Cuba  was  from  65.  to  85. ;  ac- 
cording to  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Overman, 
from  6s.  to  Ss, ;  according  to  the  report  of 
the  House  of  Assembly  at  Antigua,  from 
8s.  to  10s.;  according  to  Mr.  Moody,  from 
Ss.  to  lOs.;  according  to  Governor  Reid, 
from  II5.  to  125.;  according  to  Mr.  Tolle- 
mache,  M.P.,  Ss.  6d.;  according  to  Mr. 
Geddes,  IO5.  Mr.  Shaw  stated  that,  at 
Porto  Rico,  IO5.  covered  all  expenses. 
Mr.  P.  Borthwick  said  the  cost  there  was 
125.;  Mr.  A.  R.  Scott  stated  that  he  had 
bought  sugar  there  at  7^.  6d.  per  cwt., 


and  that  10*.  was  the  average  price.  Mr. 
Crawford  said  it  was  9«.  4cd. ;  Lord  Harris 
said  the  cost  of  production  there  was  from 
2s.  to  is.  2d.;  Mr.  Barkly,  from  6*.  6d. 
to  Ss.  6d.  The  hon.  Gentleman  quoted 
other  evidence  to  the  same  effect.  Accor- 
iug  to  the  evidence  of  Mr.  B.  Greene,  the 
cost  of  production  at  St.  Kitt*s  was,  dur- 
ing slavery,  4*.  6d.  per  cwt. ;  during  free- 
dom, 21*.  7d.  Governor  Reid  said  that  at 
Granada  the  cost  was,  during  slavery.  5*. 
6d.  to  6*.;  during  freedom,  14«.  6d.  to 
21*.  4d.  Mr.  Geddes  said  the  cost  at  Ja- 
maica was,  during  slavery,  from  4*.  to  14*. 
the  average  cost,  10.;  during  freedom, 
20*.  to  26*.  Lord  Harris  said  that  in  the 
former  period  at  Trinidad  the  average  cost 
was  2*.  3^d.  per  100  lbs;  during  the  lat- 
ter, 10*.  Dr.  Rankin  said  the  cost  in  our 
West  Indian  possessions  generally  was 
6*.  5d.  during  slavery,  now  it  was  from 
20*.  to  23*.  Mr.  Shand  said  that  during 
slavery  it  was  7*.  lid.,  now  28*.  6d,  Mr. 
Naghten  said  that  at  Demerara  the  cost 
during  slavery  had  been  6*.,  now  it  was 
IL  Ss.  5d.  From  the  report  of  the  Ja- 
maica House  of  Assembly  it  appeared  that 
the  cost  of  production  there  at  present  was 
II.  2s.  7^d.  Lord  Howard  de  Walden 
said  it  was  20*.  in  the  districts  where  the 
property  lay;  Mr.  Todd  said  it  was  16*. 
at  St.  Lucia;  Mr.  Pile  said  it  was  from 
18*.  to  20*,;  Mr.  Carrington  said  it  was 
15*.  At  Barbadoes,  Mr.  Wollsy  said  it 
was  from  19*.  to  28*.  At  the  Mauritius, 
Mr.  Hunlis  said  it  was  from  18*.  to  20*.; 
Mr.  Blythe  said  it  was  23*. ;  Mr.  Chapman 
that  it  was  20*.  In  the  East  Indies,  Mr. 
Bagshaw  said  it  was  22s. ;  Mr.  Ellis  that 
it  was  18*.  ;  and  Mr.  Wrinsted  said  it 
was  18*.  to  20*.  there.  He  thought  he 
had  quoted  sufficient  to  show  the  House 
not  merely  the  immense  difference  ther6 
was  between  the  cost  of  the  production  of 
sugar  now,  as  compared  with  the  period  of 
slavery  in  our  West  India  islands,  but 
also  shown  how  utterly  unable  our  coloniata 
were  to  compete  with  the  foreignerB,  in 
consequence  of  the  difference  in  the  oob€ 
of  production  being  so  greatly  in  fiavour  of 
the  latter.  He  hoped  he  should  not  agaia 
hear  those  erroneous  statements  which  tko 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Membor  JjNT 
Manchester  (Mr.  M.  Gibson),  and  the  U013* 
Member  for  Westbury  (Mr.  WilBon),  Imd 
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M  eompared  with  ours,  was  as  6  to  5.  In 
any  sohome  which  the  Government  intended 
should  really  henefit  the  West  Indian  colo- 
nies, these  two  important  facts  must  be 
borne  in  mind  and  acted  upon. 

House  in  Committee. 

On  the  question  being  put  on  the  Reso- 
lution proposed  by  the  Minister, 

Mb.  BARKLY  rose  to  propose  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given  notice. 
He  did  not  propose  to  alter  the  rates  of 
duty  upon  foreign  and  colonial  sugar,  but 
simply  to  arrest  the  progress  of  the  Bill  of 
1846,  except  that  he  proposed  to  make  an 
alteration  in  the  standard  sample  at  the 
Custom-house  on  which  the  duties  were 
leried,  and  to  substitute  the  new  standard 
which  the  Government  had  adopted  for 
brown  clayed  sugars,  so  that  there  might 
be  only  one  class  for  all  clayed  sugars, 
instead  of  the  two  classes,  as  proposed  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  He 
proposed  to  give  a  minimum  protection  of 
«.  M,  per  cwt.  on  muscovado  for  six 
years,  and  a  maximum  protection  of  7s,  7d. 
upon  clayed  sugar  for  the  same  period,  so 
As  to  obviate  the  complaints  of  the  sliding- 
Bdde  of  duties  in  the  Bill  of  1846.  His 
plropoeition  would  not  hazard  a  sixpence 
of  the  revenue;  but  ho  admitted  that  lie 
was  anxious  to  see  a  reduction  of  the  pre- 
sent high  duties  upon  sugar  whenever  the 
state  of  the  revenue  would  afford  it.  He 
was  not  averse  to  a  bold  experiment  on  the 
subject,  if  it  could  be  made,  with  a  view  to 
SaTe  our  colonies  from  destruction.  The 
GK>Temment  were  frittering  away  the  re- 
venue by  their  reductions  of  Is.  per  year, 
without  any  corresponding  advantage  to 
the  consumer,  for  the  reduction  was  so 
small  that  the  profits  would  go  into  the 
pockets  of  the  retailers.  Ho  knew  his 
plan  would  not  be  satisfactory  to  the  colo- 
fiies.  He  had  brought  forward  this 
Amendment  much  upon  the  same  grounds 
as  those  upon  which  he  had  voted  for  the 
plan  of  the  hen.  Member  for  Droitwich, 
and,  although  he  felt  that  he  was  laying 
himself  open  to  the  charge  of  inconsist- 
eney,  that  was  a  matter  of  far  less  impor- 
tance than  if  he  were  to  be  instrumental 
ill  depriving  the  colonists  of  that  protection 
i^ioh  he  believed  to  be  necessary  for 
Ams.  The  hon.  Member  moved  to  substi- 
tute lis.  pef  owt.,  instead  of  13«.,  on 
muscovado  sugar  not  equal  in  quality  hi 
white  clayed.* 


'  lirttish  B 


Question  put. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHB- 
QUER:  The  alteration  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was,  that  the  duty  upon 
brown  clayed  foreign  sugar  should  be  raised 
to  21*.  7d.,  instead  of  being  left  at  20*., 
as  proposed  by  the  Government,  being  an 
increase  of  1*.  7d.,  and  that  the  higher 
rate  of  duty  be  for  six  years,  instead  of  one 
year,  with  an  annual  reduction  to  10*.; 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  argued  that 
his  proposal  would  involve  an  easier  pro- 
cess as  regarded  the  distinction  between 
the  sugars.  On  that  point  he  could  not 
agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  was  founded 
on  the  report  of  the  Committee,  the  object 
being  to  give  additional  protection  in  this 
respect  to  the  producer  of  West  India 
sugar,  and  at  the  same  time  to  preserve 
the  interests  of  the^  consumer.  Now,  if  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  was  for  the 
benefit  of  the  producer,  by  giving  him  pro- 
tection, as  well  as  for  the  benefit  of  the 
consumer,  by  securing  low  prices,  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  by  his  proposition,  would  en- 
hance the  price  to  the  consumer.  The 
Government  gave  to  the  colonial  producer 
the  benefit  of  a  protection  of  7s. ;  and  the 
result  of  probable  large  imports  would  be 
that  prices  would  be  kept  down,  stocks  on 
hand  would  be  increased,  and  the  increased 
consumption  would  make  up  the  deficiency 
in  the  revenue.  But  if  that  protection  was 
given  by  enhancing  the  duty  on  foreign 
sugar,  thereby  increasing  the  price,  the 
hope  was  taken  away  of  the  increased  con- 
sumption making  up  the  deficiency,  and 
the  consumer  was  deprived  of  the  benefit 
sought  to  be  conferred  upon  him.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  continue  this 
differential  duty  for  six  years,  making  no 
provision  for  the  increased  consumption  of 
future  years;  but  that  at  the  end  of  the  six 
years  the  duty  should  drop,  instead  of  al- 
lowing it  to  wear  out,  as  the  Government 
proposed,  by  a  fall  every  year.  But  there 
would  be  a  stagnation  of  trade  produced  by 
the  sudden  cessation  of  all  differential  du- 
ties in  one  year,  and  the  regular  progress 
of  commerce  interfered  with.  He  could 
understand  that  it  might  suit  the  purpose 

1848,  to  5th  July,  18/54,  inclusivo  :  double  refined, 
!(.  1*.;  single  refined,  IS.f.  S(L;  muscovado,  14*.; 
molasses,  5s.  Sd. 

"  Foreign— from  5th  July,  1848,  to  6tli  July, 
1854 :  double  refined,  <tc.,  1/.  T«.  Qd.;  single  re- 
fined, 1(.  As.  8rf  ;  brown  clayed,  or  equal  thereto, 
IL  it.  Id. ;  muscovado,  18*.  Qd. ;  molasses, 
*•  lid.  From  6th  July,  1864:  same  rates  as 
plantation." 
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of  owners  of  estates,  under  certain  circum- 
stances, to  enjoy  a  high  protection  for  a 
given  time,  and  then  for  the  duty  to  cease, 
and  that  they  might  in  the  interim  get  rid 
of  their  property;  but  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  not  to  provide  for  the  in- 
terests of  two  or  three  parties  who  might 
have  certain  pecuniary  transactions  which 
might  render  such  a  course  desirable,  but 
to  shape  their  proposals  for  the  general  in- 
terests of  the  colonies  and  of  the  consumers. 
The  question  was,  how  the  protection  could 
be  given  with  the  best  advantage  to  the 
permanent  interests  of  the  colonics;  and 
he  thought  that  the  proposal  for  a  gradual 
diminution  of  the  duties,  enabling,  as  it 
would,  parties  to  prepare  for  competition, 
would  tend  far  more  to  those  permanent 
interests  than  a  plan  by  which  the  high 
point  of  protection,  fixed  at  starting,  was 
to  be  kept  up  for  a  certain  time,  and  then 
suddenly  to  cease.  As  to  the  other  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  the  duty 
on  colonial  sugar  should  remain  at  14s,  for 
the  whole  of  the  six  years,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  himself  admitted  that  he  was 
open  to  the  charge  of  inconsistency,  in  first 
voting  for  a  10s.  duty,  and  now  to  resist 
the  proposal  of  the  Government;  but  he 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  would 
make  no  remark  on  that,  but  merely  say 
that  the  whole  purport  of  the  information 
received  by  the  Goveniment  from  the  West 
Indies,  and  of  tho  report  of  the  Sugar 
Planting  Committee,  upon  this  point,  went 
to  show  that  a  reduction  of  duty  upon  colo- 
nial sugar  was  desired  in  the  West  Indies 
with  a  view  to  increased  consumption.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  read  an  extract  from 
a  petition  from  merchants  and  others  re- 
siding in  Kingston,  Jamaica,  complaining 
of  the  heavy  imposts  levied  upon  their  pro- 
ductions by  the  Home  Legislature,  thus 
rendering  the  price  of  their  necessaries  of 
life  nearly  double  to  the  consumers  in  Great 
Britain.  He  merely  quoted  that  as  a  speci- 
men; but  the  applications  from  the  colonies 
were  universal  for  a  reduction  of  duty  on 
their  produce  with  a  view  to  the  extension 
of  consumption.  The  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  no  doubt  a  compromise  be- 
tween two  competing  interests;  it  was  to 
give  the  higher  rate  of  protection  to  the 
producer  in  the  first  instance,  but  gradually 
diminishing,  and  to  give  the  consumer  as 
an  advantage  what  the  Government  believ- 
ed would  be  a  security  for  the  maintenance 
of  sugar-planting  in  the  West  India  islands, 
and  ultimately  to  indemnify  the  consumer, 
by  reducing  the  price  of  sugar  as  far  as  it 


was  dependent  upon  the  duty  levied  in  this 
country.  His  belief  was,  that  by  reducing 
the  duty  on  foreign  sugar  the  Government 
did,  so  far  as  depended  on  legislation,  re- 
duce the  price  of  all  sugars;  thereby  ex- 
tending the  consumption  in  this  country. 
They  conferred  a  benefit  on  the  consumer 
by  low  prices;  they  extended  the  consumpT 
tion  to  the  advantage  of  the  revenue;  while 
they  maintained  a  protection  to  the  pro- 
ducer to  enable  him  to  prepare  for  compe- 
tition. He  believed  that  the  same  princi- 
ple would  apply  to  sugar  as  had  been  ap- 
plied to  other  trades  and  to  agriculture  of 
late  years — lower  profits  and  larger  pro- 
duction. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  then 
referred  to  the  greatly  increased  consump- 
tion of  sugar  which  had  occurred  corre- 
latively  with  the  reduction  in  price.  There 
would  be  an  increased  consumption  from 
the  fall  of  prices  not  in  the  first  year  only; 
in  each  succeeding  year,  even  if  there  were 
no  additional  fall  of  prices,  the  increase  of 
the  consumption  would  go  on.  The  effect 
of  the  fall  of  lis.  9d.  in  1845  wfts  an 
increased  consumption  to  an  enormous  ex- 
tent. With  the  prospects  of  the  present 
year,  the  large  stock  on  hand,  and  other 
circumstances,  he  did  not  think  he  was  too 
sanguine  when  he  expected  an  increase  in 
the  consumption  of  sugar  to  the  extent  of 
15,000  or  20,000  tons.  The  habit  of  con- 
suming sugar  was  increasing;  and  in  the 
manufacturing  districts  of  Yorkshire,  there 
was  a  complaint  of  the  diminished  consump- 
tion of  milk  in  consequence  of  sugar  being 
substituted  for  milk.  The  proposition  of 
the  Government,  of  gradually  reducing  the 
duty  and  reducing  the  price,  would  afford 
the  means  of  stimulating  the  consumption 
each  year;  whereas  in  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  Member,  there  was  nothing  that 
could  contribute  to  increase  consumption 
by  means  of  a  diminution  of  price.  By  the 
Government  plan,  there  might  be  expected 
an  increased  consumption  of  sugar  year  by 
year.  He  had  shown,  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, that  there  was  a  prospect  of  little  lo6s 
to  the  revenue  by  the  plan  of  the  Govern- 
ment, though  circumstances  might  defeat 
his  calculations;  but  he  saw  no  reason  to 
believe  that  the  consumption  would  amount 
to  less  than  from  305,000  to  310,000  tons, 
and  that  would  leave  no  loss  to  the  rere- 
nue.  The  reduction  of  price  would  proceed 
on  equal  terms  each  year.  Therefore,  he 
thought  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber objectionable;  for  by  raising  the  price 
of  that  description  of  sugar  which  regulated 
the  prices  of  all  sugars,  it  would  do  an  ul- 
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iimate  injury  to  the  consumer,  and  did  not 
give  to  die  West  India  producer  that  ad- 
vantage which  the  Government  measure 
proposed  to  give  him;  so  that  whilst  the 
eoDsmner  and  the  producer  would,  in  his 
opinion,  be  both  benefited  by  the  Govern- 
ment plan,  the  hon.  Member's  proposition 
woidd  injure  both;  and  he  did  not  think 
that  by  the  former  any  serious  risk  to  the 
revenue  was  incurred.  By  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Member,  he  thought  the  reve- 
nue would  be  risked,  and,  therefore,  he 
ahoold  resist  that  proposition,  and  sustain 
the  ^an  of  the  Government,  as  affording 
a  Bomcient  relief  to  the  producer,  without 
injory  to  the  consumer  or  risk  to  the  re- 
venue. 

Mja.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  question 
immediately  before  the  House  was  simply 
whether  they  should  have  a  duty  of  14^. 
or  of  13s,  upon  colonial  muscovado.  As 
far  as  that  question  was  concerned,  un- 
doubtedly many  Members  might  give  theii* 
votOt  as  he  should,  in  favour  of  the  propo- 
sition of  his  hon.  Friend,  without  being 
friendly  to  the  whole  of  it.  But  his  hon. 
Friend  had  reasonably  asked  what  those 
persons,  who  might  join  him  in  voting  for 
a  14«.  doty,  intended  to  do  in  the  ulterior 
stages  of  the  measure,  in  case  he  should 
succeed  in  his  first  object  ?  aud  be  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  thought  he  was  bound  to  give 
as  full  and  as  fair  an  answer  to  that  ques- 
tion as  he  could.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
more  aid  was  due  to  the  West  India  colo- 
nies than  could  conveniently  be  given  to 
them  in  the  form  of  protective  duties.  He 
had  on  previous  occasions  referred  to  se- 
veral modes  in  which  aid  could  be  given. 
One  was  by  lightening  the  charges  of  Go- 
vernment; another  by  giving  greater  discre- 
tion and  control  over  the  revenue,  and  the 
entire  assumption  of  certain  charges  now 
borne  by  the  colonies;  and  next  by  the  appli- 
cation of  some  vote  of  public  money,  under 
the  form  of  a  loan,  or  a  grant :  he  was  dis- 
posed to  prefer  a  grant  to  encourage  im- 
migration. It  would  be  well  worthy  of 
consideration  whether  it  should  not  be  a 
grant,  because,  by  stimulating  the  colonies 
to  immigration  and  works  of  improvement, 
material  and  permanent  benefit  would  be 
conferred  on  the  colonies  by  the  cultivation 
of  property.  If  what  he  thought  the  West 
Indies  required  could  be  done  in  such  a 
form  as  this,  he  should  prefer  it  to  seeing 
aa  increase  in  the  rate  of  the  protecting 
duty.  But  he  had  heard  nothing  of  cn- 
eonragement  from  the  Government  to  lead 
"  I  to  suppose  they  contemplated  providing 


material  relief  in  this,  the  form  the  West 
Indies  thought  they  most  required  it.  He 
therefore  frankly  told  his  hon.  Friend,  if 
no  such  relief  should  be  afforded,  he  should 
hold  himself  entirely  free  to  combine  with 
him  in  the  ulterior  stages  of  his  proceed- 
ings, and  vote  for  a  differential  duty  some- 
what higher  than  he  should  have  proposed 
himself,  because  it  seemed  the  only  way  in 
which  relief  could  be  obtained.  But  the 
first  question — and  it  was  a  most  important 
one — was  the  imposition  of  a  duty  of  14«. 
on  muscovado  sugar.  He  thought  the 
West  Indians  had  a  claim  upon  the  Go- 
vernment, which  it  was  incumbent  upon  it 
to  take  some  step  to  satisfy,  not  only  on 
considerations  of  general  policy,  but  on 
account  of  the  extraordinary  circumstances 
connected  with  the  admission  of  foreign 
sugar  released  from  bond  on  the  previous 
day,  and  of  course  still  entitled  to  be  re- 
leased, and  of  other  cargoes  of  foreign 
sugar,  amounting,  he  was, told,  to  not  less 
than  20,000  tons,  which  were  either  on 
their  way  to  this  country,  or  had  been  or- 
dered. With  respect  to  this  sugar,  he 
thought  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  find  it  a  matter  of  the  greatest  diffi- 
culty to  make  good  the  exaction  of  a  20«. 
duty.  He  must  guard  himself  against  be- 
ing supposed  to  give  any  opinion  whether 
the  importers  of  that  sugar  had  a  claim  on 
the  Government  or  not ;  although,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kirmarnock  had  given 
notice  of  a  Motion  on  that  subject,  he 
would  not  then  enter  into  this  question. 
For  the  present,  he  would  confine  himself 
to  the  fact  that  from  10,000  to  12,000 
tons  of  sugar,  with  respect  to  which  the 
West  Indians  had  been  promised  the  pro- 
tection afforded  by  a  20s,  duty,  had  been 
admitted  at  I85.  6d.,  while  it  was  at  least 
a  possibility  that  about  the  same  quantity 
would  have  to  be  admitted  at  the  same 
amount  of  duty.  It  had  been  justly  said 
that  the  first  year  would  be  the  year  of 
greatest  pressure  to  the  West  Indians;  yet 
it  was  obvious  that  a  portion  of  the  protec- 
tion, namely.  Is,  6d.  per  cwt.,  which  they 
had  been  led  to  expect  during  that  critical 
period,  would  be  virtually  destroyed.  He 
thought  this  afforded  a  reason  for  introdu- 
cing some  modification  into  the  plan  of  the 
Government.  He  would  not  argue  at  any 
length  that  feature  of  the  plan  of  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Barkly),  by  which  he  pro- 
posed to  maintain  the  present  duty  for  a 
term  of  six  years.  He  adhered  to  the  pre- 
ference which  he  had  expressed,  of  a  per- 
manent duty  to  a  shifting  duty.     It  was 
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thft  WeiiC  fnfiian>  hj  the  pi&a  oi  ttie  G<k 
▼ernment.  It  was  no  loa^r  iO,  jUUf.  or 
4(),0<XJ/.;  the  right  hoa.  Geotiemau  now 
eonfeated  that  in  the  tirst  year  their  Ios«5- 
woold  be  244J,CHXJ/.  !Now,  he  would  take 
tile  liberty  of  adding  to  that  amount  the 
difference  between  18^.  Qd,  and  20#.  on 
foreign  sugar,  which,  contrary  to  the  in- 
tentions of  Gentlemen,  had  been  admitted 
at  the  lower  rate  of  duty.  Ilis  belief  wa^ 
that  a  loss  of  50,000^.  would  be  sustained 
on  that  account.  Thus  a  loss  of  nearly 
3(X),000Z.  would  be  thrown  on  the  revenue. 
Now,  as  far  as  the  tirst  year  was  concern- 
ed, it  had  been  most  candidly  and  explicitly 
owned  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Westbury 
(Mr.  Wilson)  that  there  was  in  the  Govern- 
nient  plan  no  reproductive  power  whatever. 
There  would,  therefore,  be  a  sheer  gift  out 
of  tlie  revenue  for  the  first  year,  because 
tlioro  would,  during  that  period,  be  none 
<»f  tliat  reduction  of  price  to  the  consumer 
About  which  thu  Uouiio  had  hc«rd  ho  inuoh. 


fie£dBoi 
could 
Iteoold 
of  If. 
jc  la/t  BecQBO,  3i.  in 
:nB^  tiiey  had  a 
wikStaxm.  to  the 
The  GoTem- 
Wt  all  experi-* 
4CUI&S  -f»"w  The  noble  Lord 
dt  years, 
giren  reduc-» 
cimsomp- 
fawiaUy  found  that 
JL  tkey  had  no  right 
r  &TiMDrable  ciroum- 
if  man  than  two  or 
'.wnm  inwnir  :iib(  in  the  eonsomption. 
ITha^  «i^  lifiu^^soHr  insofBtti^it  to  replace 
vflM  c  mu^  ^Kv  irapoeed  to  take  away 
-.T*H3x  Jill  "ifri't— f  Aiber  four  years,  the 
pMMiT  be  in  a  great  degree 
the  kpse  of  those 
'Jnf  nManiMi  would  come  into  play 
v«rv  rtMiiiLT.  Taking  nothing  off  the  price 
ii  34ttisar  -Jt  tiw  nrss  year,  taking  off  only 
1«\  ja.  in  uie  secend  year,  and  only  3i.  ui 
'M  tiiini*  *^iii  the  Government  any  right 
to  c'xp«««  Jtt  5tteh  groonds  that  they  wonld 
rvp^aicti  the  24O.0002.  taken  from  the  re- 
veutie  in  the  nrst  year,  the  480,00M.  in 
the  second  year,  and  the  720,0002.  in  the 
third  ve«r  i  No  single  instance  conld  be 
aduueed  in  which  such  an  elfoei  had 
beei^  produced  by  such  a  cause.  The  Go- 
vemment  were  really  settmg  experience 
at  dedanoe;  they  were  setting  ai  ddiance 
the  very  information  which  they  had  qaoted 
for  the  purpose  of  influencing  the  jadgmeat 
of  the  House,  if  they  told  them  that  en  ae- 
count  of  such  reductions  in  the  prica  to  the 
consumer  the  revenue  would  be  raaloied* 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  tkera 
would  be  an  increased  censomplkMi  ariamg, 
not  from  the  operation  of  the  pkn»  \n^ 
apart  from  it.  He  said  that  in  tbe  %nk 
year  there  would  be  an  increaM  whiek 
would  go  far  to  make  up  tke  lorBi.  Jimm^ 
he  objected  altogether  to  thi»  pcarti—  if 
counting  upon  the  reTenae  of  fittnra  jean 
to  make  up  the  deitfMMry  of  paat  y«an; 
and  that  was  his  r»Ma  iWsa^Ftiig  tiwi  te 
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of  the  most  essentia^  and  important  of  its 
duties,  namely,  •  to  make  provision  for 
meeting  the  expenses  of  the  year.  It  was 
because  last  year  was  an  extraordinary 
year  that  he  thought  the  House  of  Com- 
mons-were bound  to  exercise  peculiar  jea- 
lo.usy  as  regarded  the  deficiency  in  the  pre- 
sent year.  If  last  year  were  an  extraor- 
dinary one,  it  was  the  more  necessary  to 
draw  a  broad  line  between  that  year  and 
ordinary  years.  If  after  having  had  in  an 
extraordinary  year  a  large  deficiency,  they 
allowed  a  deficiency  to  pass  in  an  ordinary 
year  without  making  efforts  to  supply  it, 
what  prospect  had  they  for  the  future? 
What  right  had  they  to  suppose  that  there 
would  be  more  courage  in  another  Session, 
supposing  the  depression  which  now  ex- 
isted should  continue;  and  who  could  say 
that  it  would  not  ?  It  was  very  well  to  en- 
tertain hopes,  and  he  should  be  sorry  to 
create  gloom  by  representing  the  case  as 
darker  than  it  really  was;  but  this  he 
must  say,  that  they  had  no  right  to  as- 
sume, as  a  matter  of  certainty,  that  the 
condition  of  trade  and  the  demand  for 
employment  in  this  country  would  be  bet- 
ter twelvemonths  hence  than  they  were 
then.  He  regretted  to  say,  that  the  re- 
turns of  the  trade  of  the  country  during  the 
present  year  did  not  show  any  improve- 
ment as  compared  with  last  year.  It  ap- 
peared that  the  exports  of  British  manu- 
factures, which  in  the  first  ^ye  months  of 
1846  amounted  to  20,600,000;.,  and  in 
the  first  five  months  of  1847  to  20,800,000^. 
had  sunk  in  the  first  five  months  of  1847 
to  17,946,000/.  He  believed,  too,  that  he 
was  correct  in  stating,  that  a  very  large 
part  indeed  of  the  falling-oif  was  during 
the  fifth  month;  and  therefore  the  signs  of 
revival,  whatever  they  were,  must  be  con- 
sidered as  existing  more  in  hope  than  in 
possession.  It  was  the  duty  of  Parliament 
to  look  circumstances  fairly  in  the  face. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  instead  of  an 
improvement,  might  have  next  year  to  re- 
port a  further  decline  in  the  trade  of  the 
country;  and  if,  after  the  House  had  had 
in  1847  a  large  loan,  and  in  1848  a  large 
deficiency — if,  in  1849,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  to  show  that  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  country  were  worse 
than  in  1848,  he  was  afraid  he  would  have 
but  too  plausible  reasons  for  requesting  the 
House  of  Commons  to  tolerate  a  third  year 
a  deficiency,  saying,  *<  In  1848  it  was 
thought  wise  to  tolerate  a  deficiency,  and 
now  the  public  necessity  for  toleration  has 
become  more  evident.  '  He  could  not 
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refrain  from  expressing,  in  the  most  defi- 
nite terms,  his  opinion  that  neither  the 
Government  nor  the  House  of  Commons 
would  discharge  its  duty  if  this  Session 
should  come  to  a  close  without  their  having 
taken  effectual  measures  for  equalising  the 
income  and  expenditure  of  the  year.  It 
would  not  do  merely,  by  small  alterations, 
to  bring  the  two  a  little  nearer,  and 
by  ingenious  expedients  to  reduce  the 
deficiency;  it  would  not  do  to  depend* 
upon  expedients  which  did  not  go  to 
the  root  of  the  evil.  Why  depend  upon 
some  commutation  of  the  previous  state- 
ments? It  was  their  duty  at  all  times, 
but  especially  then,  after  the  precedent  of 
last  year,  to  act  upon  that  principle  of 
equalising  income  with  expenditure,  which 
— although  undoubtedly  many  higher,  and 
more  inspiring,  and  more  ennobling  sub- 
jects might  come  under  consideration — 
after  all,  constituted  one  of  the  first  and 
most  essential  duties  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. Therefore  ho  felt  it  necessary  to 
enter  his  protest  against  the  voting  away 
of  large  sums  of  public  money  which  the 
plan  of  the  Government  would,  as  was 
confessed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
draw  from  the  revenue  during  the  first 
year  of  its  operation,  until  the  House  had 
from  the  Government  a  distinct  pledge 
that  it  was  their  intention  to  propose,  as  a 
Government,  and  to  urge  forward  with  all 
the  powers  they  possessed,  measures  for 
equalising  the  income  and  expenditure  of 
the  year.  He  held  it  to  be  an  excellent 
feature  of  the  plan  of  his  hon.  Friend,  that 
he  did  not  thus  tamper,  in  the  face  of  a  la^e 
deficiency,  with  the  public  revenue.  He 
protested  entirely  against  the  assault  made 
made  upon  his  hon.  Friend  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  taunted  him  by  say- 
ing that  the  demand  for  a  reduction  lit 
the  duty  on  sugar  was  a  demand  which  had 
been  universally  made  by  the  colonists  who 
had  petitioned  the  Legislature.  His  hon. 
Friend  did  not  propose  to  vote  away  money 
every  farthing  of  which  was  already  pledged 
for  the  existing  expenditure  of  the  country. 
No  sane  statesman  or  financier  wishing  to 
effect  a  reduction  of  4«.  in  the  sugar  duties, 
and  being  able  to  effect  it,  would,  after  the 
experience  of  late  years,  distribute  that 
reduction  over  four  years  instead  of  making 
it  at  once.  The  effect  of  these  small  re- 
ductions was,  that  although  they  ulti- 
mately found  their  way  into  price,  and 
therefore  into  consumption,  they  did  not 
immediately  exercise  any  sensible  stimu* 
lu8,  or  any  restoring  power  on  the  revenue. 
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;  m  las  reTome.  He  wms  al  a  loss  to 
motile  those  cakolatums  of  the  right 
Imh.  GeBtleman  with  what  had  appeared 
«a  ike  preTiotts  daj;  but  suil»  knowing  the 
Itj  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
of  infiinaation*  he  would  assume 

in  that  respect  also  the  right  hon. 
Gaatlemaa  was  eorreet,  and  that,  combin- 
ii^  reduced  expenditure  with  augmented 
rvfenve,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  stood 
hdure  the  House  U000,000/.  better  off. 
aa  fiur»  than  he  did  in  the  month  of  Febni> 
aiT»  when  he  presented  to  the  House  his 
inanetal  statement.  But  reallj  with  re- 
SMd  to  the  next  item — the  500,000/. 
midi  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pr^^posed 
la  take  from  what  he  called  **  appropria- 
IMS  in  aid** — he  thought  thej  would  not 
ht  doing  justice  either  to  then^res  or  to 
^he  conntrr  if  thej  regarded  that  as  adford* 
ii^  anj  neal  change  in  the  linaneial  condi> 
tMi  of  the  countrr.  It  was  merdv  a  dts> 
was  taking  that  whieh  should  go 
auiion  of  estimates  next  Tear  to  lill 
n[pa  portion  of  the  dencieoej  of  the  present 
jean  and  he  thought  it  would  be  a  Terr 
great  misliNnune  wer^  it  treated  in  aaj 
other  manner.  It  w^ts  a  fLoancial  expe^ 
dtent  whieh  mcght  be  rec\]«amended  br 
cuiienienee:  but  it  would  be  a  practical 
£illacT  if  a  statemeut  were  seat  forth  to 
^he  eoanirr  in  which  that  oOO^XXV.  was 
incMed*  and  if  thej  spoke  of  that  as  a 
teal  rednctioa  of  expeoJUture*  There  wxs« 
theceloff^«  oOOaXXV.  u^ntv^  to  be  added  to 
^he  delfecwncj  of  3«.VU\\)^.  stated  bj  the 
nghl  hiML  G^tIematt.be$Hles  the  ^VaWV. 
wbich.  it  w;iis  |^^rtectIJ  plain,  the  piaku  of 
the  Goventaftco:  with  respect  to  sugar 
wv«kl  cot$t.  There  wa^^  a^  that  atMotdK 
Watt  head  of  expeodhure^.  w^ch  he  tr^tsted 
wvdU  «Mic  d;ij,  aabd  at  aa  earlj  m^«  ciiaaux 
its  iRwR:  bttt  wQux-h  tdej  had  heard  of  IM^ 
several  jeiu^  past  uaidcr  tbie  ttasace  of  tae 
navj  exvctj^  and  tlfae  perkn^Ml  t^»  of 
which  kid  V«fea  5o  ce^ittlAr,  toat  thej  aa%ht 
be  co<ULMd  ^poa  atiext  jctir.  He  IVvt  no 
dottbt  that  a  vvt^  K>r  9Av j  exce!$$  Bi%ht  W 
expect  sex^  jvar.  aatd  tftat  it  was  axttc^ 
39Mce  likcvj  w  cVxV<?d  thaat  *.>  fxu  :$h^>ct  cf 
tie  jas5  a:u<tL3t:«  sjtaaievj  i?i,\'A\'<.\  Taus^tt 
a^^enred  :ate<:e  ^;fcs  lae  ^Vv^CC^v  ^f  ied- 
cteoacj.  w->va  :ie  r^;  bwcu  v^<a;IfeiSdA 
lifci  jfcTiivjw^edxvc;  :a<Df  w-i*  ;j6e  XWaCC 
wtoa  ^-jis  <.»ttlv  a;-cyfcjvtt;; J  cv»e«d  bt  tie 
a^tfc/ocn»;wai>  ia  xxl:  ta^cv  wrfcs  >n>vvAVC. 
%a4^^a  >xc  vvcxnfcjLj  ca.  *cvv«;t5  cf  :rjk'«j  ex- 
<VT»;  Ai»i  Utfce  w-x*  ji  wtss  ^f  ^XWaXC.  t^ 
W  $a:>^:kXM>t  irvitt  :a*f  satr*r  ^•oetaae  ./f  Use 
u^i«e««tt!elM.    A5ii  U!ccc^^cvv  htf  ;»3i.  j£ 


I  thej  wished  to  eooceal  nothing,  but  to  look 
,  circumstances  fmrlj  in  the  face»  thej  must 
I  confess    that  there   was   a  deficiencj  of 
1 1,600»000/.   upon  the  estimates   for  the 
I  jear.     He  could  not  regard  the  deficiencj 
,  <^  the  present  jear  in  the  same  light  as  if 
':  it  had  been  the  first,  deficiencj  which  thej 
!  had  had  to  encounter.     A  single  deficiencj 
!  was  in  its^  a  matter  of  small  consequence; 
^  but  there  was  a  £atal  tendencj  in  one  defi- 
.  ciencj  to  entail  another,  and  while  it  was 
j  the  frital  tendencj  of  the  House  of  Com- 
'  mons  to  refuse  to  make  up  a  deficiencj  in 
I  one    jear,    that    tendencj   acquired    still 
'  greater  force  in  the  next.     Last  jear  the 
I  House  had  to  submit  to  a  measure  which 
;  was  undoubtedlj  contrarj  to  ever j  safe  and 
'  sound  principle :  thej  were  obliged  to  con- 
.  sent  to  the  borrowing  of  a  large  loan  in  a 
j  time  of  peace.  But  the  Goremment  plead- 
I  ed,  in  justiJlcation,  the  extraordinarj  cir- 
I  cumstances  of  the  times;  and  thej  siud, 
I  that  so  sensible  were  thej  that  extraor- 
!  dinarj  circumstances  akme  could  justify 
,  such  a  measure,  diat  in  the  Terj  next  jeor 
:  thej  would  proceed,  not  onlj  to  equalise  in- 
come and  expenditure,  but  likewise  to  make 
pc^vision  for  the  r^wd  absorption  and  re- 
pa  jment  of  the  loan.     Of  that  absorption 
and  icfkajment  the  House  had  heard  no- 
thing whatever;    but  a  r&rj  considerable 
defiKtencj  had  been  preaented.     Now  he 
was  not  prepared  to  admit  that  it  was  to 
the  indEsp^KilNfli  of  the  House  of  Commons 
tv>  decrease  the  defeiencj  that  its  continu- 
aac^  was  aserihahle.     If  he  were  asked 
to  saj  wbT»  in  hb  opinion,  the  House 
of  Cooamofts  had   intimated,   bj  certain 
unmtstakeah^  s^ib,  ^at  it  dediaed  the 
pcop^tMtt  of  a  5  per  cent  ineame  tax,  he 
tttts^  deckure  that  lie  £d  not  beliefe  it  was 
bevaitse  the  Ho«se  was  unwilfing  to  equal- 
be  incouae  w^  expemiitnre;  he  belieTed 
it  was  Vemuwe  tlie  House,  ceacarring  in 
the  sentnant  wImIl  was  maUttj  exprttsed 
bT  the  r%hit  hiML  Gendeman  tibe  Member 
IxV  r^ct^aMMtk  (Mr.  F.  Barii^  en  the 
a%ht  when  tl»  artMe  Lard  made  his  finan- 
CGsI  soMOMRU  4idked  whaler  there  had 
be<n  a  tur  coianieratM  of  what  was  due 
^^  «he  mKtphis^  of  pnhSc  econom j,  and,  in 
^kwu  vc  t^an»  had  not  ^at  confidence  in 
tft!^   Gvv^caotiettl  csanaales  whidi  it  was 
wLicistn^    ^    Bouee   should    entertain. 
Thrio.  hie  Vtfitfved  sa  he  heart  and  cob- 
$<«cuhv.  w;ibs  th»  nasoai  wbj  the  House  of 
v^^au»»raf^  d^e&wd  ^h^  proposal  made  bj 
Uiif  ^vvcTMtMnai.  ft^  because  there  was  a 
vvwacuilj  iBwfUMrttVin  t»  fiiftch  frum  one  of 
Urtim^paMMW  b«lailheaMMtnae«M 
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of  the  most'essentirf  and  important  of  its 
datxea,  namelj,  -  to  make  provision  for 
meetiog  die  expenses  of  the  year.  It  was 
because  last  year  was  an  extraordinary 
year  thai  he  thoaght  the  House  of  Com- 
mons-were bound  to  exercise  peculiar  jea- 
lousy as  regarded  the  deficiency  in  the  pre- 
sent year.  If  last  year  were  an  extraor- 
dinary one,  it  was  the  more  necessary  to 
draw  a  broad  line  between  that  year  and 
ordinary  years.  If  after  having  had  in  an 
extraordinary  year  a  large  deficiency,  they 
allowed  a  deficiency  to  pass  in  an  ordinary 
year  without  making  efforts  to  supply  it, 
what  prospect  had  they  for  the  future? 
What  right  had  they  to  suppose  that  there 
would  be  more  courage  in  another  Session, 
supposing  the  depression  which  now  ex- 
isted should  continue;  and  who  could  say 
that  it  would  not  ?  It  was  very  well  to  en- 
tertain hopes,  and  he  should  be  sorry  to 
create  gloom  by  representing  the  case  as 
darker  than  it  really  was;  but  this  he 
must  say,  that  they  had  no  right  to  as- 
sume, as  a  matter  of  certainty,  that  the 
condition  of  trade  and  the  demand  for 
employment  in  this  country  would  be  bet- 
ter twelvemonths  hence  than  they  were 
then.  He  regretted  to  say,  that  the  re- 
turns of  the  trade  of  the  country  during  the 
present  year  did  not  show  any  improve- 
ment as  compared  with  last  year.  It  ap- 
peared that  the  exports  of  British  manu- 
factures, which  in  the  first  ^ve  months  of 
1846  amounted  to  20,600,0002. ,  and  in 
thefirstfive  months  of  1847  to  20,800,0002. 
had  sunk  in  the  first  ^ye  months  of  1847 
to  17,946,0002.  He  believed,  too,  that  he 
was  correct  in  stating,  that  a  very  large 
part  indeed  of  the  falling-off  was  during 
the  fifth  month;  and  therefore  the  signs  of 
revival,  whatever  they  were,  must  be  con- 
sidered as  existing  more  in  hope  than  in 
possession.  It  was  the  duty  of  Parliament 
to  look  circumstances  fairly  in  the  face. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  instead  of  an 
improvement,  might  have  next  year  to  re- 
port a  further  decline  in  the  trade  of  the 
country;  and  if,  after  the  House  had  had 
in  1847  a  large  loan,  and  in  1848  a  large 
deficiency — if,  in  1849,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  to  show  that  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  country  were  worse 
than  in  1848,  he  was  afraid  he  would  have 
but  too  plausible  reasons  for  requesting  the 
House  of  Commons  to  tolerate  a  third  year 
a  deficiency,  saying,  *'  In  1848  it  was 
thou^t  wise  to  tolerate  a  deficiency,  and 
BOW  the  public  necessitv  for  toleration  has 
baeome  more  evident.  He  could  not 
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refrain  from  expressing,  in  the  most  defi- 
nite terms,  his  opinion  that  neither  the 
Government  nor  the  House  of  Commons 
would  discharge  its  duty  if  this  Session 
should  come  to  a  close  without  their  having 
taken  effectual  measures  for  equalising  the 
income  and  expenditure  of  the  year.  It 
would  not  do  merely,  by  small  alterations, 
to  bring  the  two  a  little  nearer,  and 
by  ingenious  expedients  to  reduce  the 
deficiency;  it  would  not  do  to  depend* 
upon  expedients  which  did  not  go  to 
the  root  of  the  evil.  Why  depend  upon 
some  commutation  of  the  previous  state- 
ments? It  was  their  duty  at  all  times, 
but  especially  then,  after  the  precedent  of 
last  year,  to  act  upon  that  principle  of 
equalising  income  with  expenditure,  which 
— although  undoubtedly  many  higher,  and 
more  inspiring,  and  more  ennobling  sub- 
jects might  come  under  consideration — 
after  all,  constituted  one  of  the  first  and 
most  essential  duties  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. Therefore  he  felt  it  necessary  to 
enter  his  protest  against  the  voting  away 
of  large  sums  of  public  money  which  the 
plan  of  the  Government  would,  as  was 
confessed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
draw  from  the  revenue  during  the  first 
year  of  its  operation,  until  the  House  had 
from  the  Government  a  distinct  pledge 
that  it  was  their  intention  to  propose,  as  a 
Government,  and  to  urge  forward  with  all 
the  powers  they  possessed,  measures  for 
equalising  the  income  and  expenditure  of 
the  year.  He  held  it  to  be  an  excellent 
feature  of  the  plan  of  his  hon.  Friend,  that 
he  did  not  thus  tamper,  in  the  face  of  a  large 
deficiency,  with  the  public  revenue.  He 
protested  entirely  against  the  assault  made 
made  upon  his  hon.  Friend  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  taunted  him  by  say- 
ing that  the  demand  for  a  reduction  in 
the  duty  on  sugar  was  a  demand  wliich  had 
been  universally  made  by  the  colonists  who 
had  petitioned  the  Legislature.  His  hon. 
Friend  did  not  propose  to  vote  away  money 
every  farthing  of  which  was  already  pledged 
for  the  existing  ei^penditure  of  the  country. 
No  sane  statesman  or  financier  wishing  to 
effect  a  reduction  of  4^.  in  the  sugar  duties, 
and  being  able  to  effect  it,  would,  after  the 
experience  of  late  years,  distribute  that 
reduction  over  four  years  instead  of  making 
it  at  once.  The  effect  of  these  small  re- 
ductions was,  that  although  they  ulti- 
mately found  their  way  into  price,  and 
therefore  into  consumption,  they  did  not 
immediately  exercise  any  sensible  stimu- 
lus, or  any  restoring  power  on  the  revenue. 
K 


269  Sugar  Duties.  {COMMONS} 

It  was  pretty  well  established  as  a  general 
principle,  that  it  was  good  economy  to 
make,  reductions,  not  by  dribblets  of  the 
kind  proposed,  but  by  such  an  amount  of 
reduction  as  would  materially  act  on  con- 
sumption, and  therefore  have  a  visible 
effect  in  restoring  the  revenue;  and  if  that 
were  so,  it  was  hard  that  those  who  were 
against  a  reduction  shilling  by  shilling 
should  be  charged  with  being  against  re- 
duction altogether.  He  utterly  protested 
against  the  calculations  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  with  regard  to  the  increase  of 
consumption.  He.  protested  against  them 
because  he  thought  them — ^he  would  not 
say  impossible,  but  improbable,  and,  there- 
fore, very  unsafe  to  assume  as  certain. 
But  especially  did  he  protest  against  them, 
because,  even  if  they  were  sound  and  true, 
the  right  h(m.  Gentleman  must  have  taken 
credit  for  them  before  in  hi^  estimates  of 
the  income  for  the  year;  and  he  had  no 
right  to  take  credit  for  them  twice  over,  or 
to  regard  them  as  a  set-off  against  the  loss 
which  would  be  sustained  by  the  revenue 
if  the  Bill  passed  the  Legislature  as  it 
stood.  He  thought  that,  in  justice  to  the 
colonies,  it  was  right  that  some  modifica- 
tion of  the  Government  plan  should  be  in- 
troduced. He  thought  the  Government 
ought  to  go  further;  and  if  they  did  not, 
he  should  hold  himself  perfectly  free  to 
vote  with  his  hon.  Friend  in  the  ulterior 
stages  of  his  proposal,  though  he  was 
greatly  opposed  to  any  increase  of  the  dif- 
ferential duty.  At  the  same  time  he  felt 
that  in  supporting  his  hon.  Friend's  pre- 
sent proposal,  he  was  supporting  that  which 
was  for  the  future  and  permanent  welfare 
of  the  country. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  though 
he  did  not  complain  of  the  general  subject 
introduced  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  must  say  that  his  speech  was  devoid  of 
that  fairness  which  generally  characterised 
his  addresses.  He  never  heard  a  speech 
more  tinged  with  a  desire  to  fix  imputa- 
tions on  those  who  were  politically  opposed 
to  the  speaker.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man began  by  stating  that  he  thought  the 
measure  proposed  by  the  Government  with 
regard  to  sugar  was,  financially  speaking, 
of  a  dishonest  character.  [Mr.  Gladstone 
begged  to  withdraw  the  expression ;  he  had 
meant  that  it  was  a  dangerous  and  delusive 
kind  of  measure.]  He  had  not  supposed 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intended  to 
impute  moral  dishonesty.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  that  it  was  a  most  im- 
proper course  to  make  a  statement  which 
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would  apply  to  the  revenue  of  future  years; 
but  when  he  recollected  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  one  of  that  Administration 
which  introduced  a  measure  as  to  the  tim- 
ber duties,  dealing  with  that  article  of  con- 
sumption and  taxation  precisely  in  the 
same  manner  as  Government  had  dealt 
with  the  article  of  sugar,  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  must  have  a  very 
short  memory  to  make  such  a  charge 
against  the  Government.  But  there  was 
another  statement  of  the  right  hon  Gen- 
tleman which  he  had  heard  with  still  more 
astonishment;  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  told  us  that  we  were  considering  the 
finances  of  what  was  called  an  ordinary 
year  in  the  history  of  this  country.  How 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  call  this 
an  ordinary  year  was  a  matter  of  astonish- 
ment. If  it  had  been  an  ordinary  year,  look- 
ing at  the  banner  in  which  this  countty 
had  borne  up  under  the  pressure  of  what 
he  must  call  most  extraordinary  circum- 
stances, his  conviction  was  that  we  should 
already  have  been  in  the  spring-tid^  of  re- 
turning prosperity.  When  he  looked  at 
the  manner  in  which  this  country  had  sup- 
ported, the  deprivation  of  the  European 
markets,  which  struck  so  fatal  a  blow  to 
the  industry  of  the  manufacturing  districts, 
although  the  exports  had  fallen  off  in  con- 
sequence of  those  events;  yet  when  he 
looked  at  the  manner  in  which  the  consump- 
tion had  been  kept  up,  and  in  which  the  in- 
ternal trade  had  been  supported,  he  must  say 
that  the  country  never  exhibited  a  stronger 
proof  of  the  sofidity  of  its  resources,  of  the 
buoyancy  of  its  commercial  greatness,  and 
of  the  manner  in  which  it  was  able,  under 
adverse  circumstances,  to  weather  a  great 
political  storm.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  adverted  to  the  returns  just  laid  on 
the  table  of  the  House,  from  the  Board  of 
Trade,  containing  an  account  of  the  con- 
sumption during  the  last  month,  as  com- 
pared with  the  corresponding  month  of 
last  year.  It  was  true  that  there  was  a 
considerable  diminution  in  the  consumption 
of  sugar;  but  he  would  invite  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  other  articles,  which  indi- 
cated, quite  as  much  as  sugar,  the  consump- 
tive power  of  this  country.  Look  at  the 
article  of  tea.  So  far  from  falling  off,  tea 
had  considerably  increased.  In  the  month 
ending  the  5th  of  June,  1847,  3,690,000 
lbs.  of  tea,  in  round  numbers,  were  consum- 
ed; in  the  corresponding  month  of  this 
year  4,900,000  lbs.  were  consumed,  show- 
ing a  very  considerable  increase  in  the 
consumption  of  that  article,  which  showed^ 
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moBt  of  an,  the  power  of  consuming  in  this 
country.  In  coffee  there  was  certainly  a 
falling-off  in  the  consumption,  in  the  month, 
but  it  was  not  considerahle;  and  on  looking 
at  the  ^^e  months  of  1847  and  1848,  there 
was  a  still  less  diminution  in  the  quantity 
of  consumption  of  coffee.  If  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  would  extend  his  view  he- 
yond  sugars,  he  would  agree  that  there  was 
a  most  satisfactory  and  gratifying  proof 
of  the  manner  in  which  the  condition  of 
the  country  had  home  up  under  circum- 
stances which  had  crushed  and  ruined  the 
eommerce  of  our  neighhours.  He  would 
not  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his 
remarks  on  the  finances  of  this  country 
into  any  detail.  They  would  douhtless 
have  other  opportunities  of  discussing  this 
Bnbjeot;  and  he  was  unwilling  to  interfere 
iritn  the  progress  of  the  debate,  which,  he 
Koped,  was  approaching  its  termination,  on 
the  sugar  duties,  by  entering  into  that  wide 
ileld  of  discussion  which  the  right  hon. 
(GFentleman  had  not  improperly  introduced. 
As  to  the  proposal  immediately  before  the 
House,  he  must  say  that  he  preferred  de- 
cidedly the  proposal  of  the  Government 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Leomincfor.  The  scheme 
of  the  Goyemment  terminated  in  a  general 
duty,  and  all  sugars  were  to  be  admitted 
at  lOf.y  whilst  the  hon.  Member  levied  a 
duty  of  14».  There  were  two  interests 
wluch  it  was  most  important  to  attend  to 
in  discussing  this  subject — ^he  meant  the 
interests  of  the  West  Indian  planter,  which 
all  were  desirous  of  improving  by  legitimate 
means,  and  also  the  interests  of  the  con- 
sumer; and  he  believed  that  in  this  respect 
the  interests  of  the  consumer  and  planter 
were  strictly  indentical — he  believed  that 
it  was  to  the  increased  consumption  of 
sugar  in  the  market  of  this  country  that 
the  planter  must  look,  in  the  long  run, 
as  the  best  chance  of  supporting  his 
own  interests  as  a  sugar  producer;  and 
be  could  not  agree  that  the  difference 
of  price  between  145.  or  10^.  would 
be  immaterial  in  affecting  the  markets 
in  this  countiT,  nor  could  he  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  ob- 
jection he  raised  against  the  plan  of  the 
GoTemment,  viz.,  that  it  produced  the  di- 
minished price,  not  by  a  sudden  fall,  but 
hj  a  dropping  scale.  He  heard  all  these 
ODJections  to  a  dropping  scale  with  some 
saiprise,  considering  the  quarter  from 
whence  they  came.  He  believed  that  a 
droppinff  sc^e  was,  for  the  first  time,  in- 
tmuMed  into  the  legislation  of  this  coun- 


try by  the  Government  of  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  a  Member.  When  the 
Legislature  had  determined  on  altogether 
reducing  the  protection  heretofore  given 
to  articles  of  general  consumption,  he  was 
by  no  means  sure  that  there  were  not 
great  advantages  in  arriving  at  the  aboli- 
tion of  protection  by  means  of  a  dropping 
scale.  He  admitted  that  the  certainty  of 
a  falling  market  was  always  an  incon- 
venient thing  for  those  who  had  to  deal 
with  that  market;  but  when  this  principle 
was  applied  to  articles  of  general  consump- 
tion, the  evil  was  very  much  abated.  At 
the  same  time,  if  they  proceeded  on  the 
principle  that  the  duty  was  at  some  fixed 
period  certain  to  terminate,  and  if  the  ter- 
mination was  necessarily  foreseen  by  all 
those  engaged  in  the  purchase  or  con- 
sumption of  this  article,  they  could  in  no 
way  avoid  the  same  inconvenience,  the 
same  embarrassment  to  trade,  the  same 
paralysis  of  the  market  necessarily  arising 
from  the  contemplation  of  this  reduction  of 
duty.  They  could  not  deal  with  it  as  a 
question  of  immediate  reduction  of  the 
duty,  where  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer was  able  to  come  down,  taking  the 
country  by  surprise,  and  announcing  his 
intention  of  abolishing  a  duty.  Here  was 
a  case  where  you  necessarily  foresaw,  long 
before  the  intention  to  terminate  the  duty, 
that  you  must  provide  for  that;  in  that 
case  you  had  only  a  choice  between  two 
difficulties  —  either  you  must  have  this 
dropping  scale,  the  disadvantages  of  which 
he  admitted,  but  which  were  counter- 
balanced by  being  applied  gradually  to 
articles  of  general  consumption;  or  you 
must  do  that  which  would  be  the  result  of 
the  scheme  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leo- 
nister — all  at  once  suddenly  and  abruptly 
terminate  the  duties.  He  believed  that 
the  evil  effects  of  adopting  a  course  of  that 
sort  would  be  greater  as  to  sugar,  than  by 
allowing  the  duty  to  terminate  by  a  drop- 
ping scale.  What  would  be  the  conse- 
quence ?  This  sudden  alteration  of  duty 
would  act  as  a  dam,  throwing  back  an  im- 
mense mass  of  sugar,  which  would  be  kept 
from  coming  into  the  market,  but  would 
be  poured  on  the  market  like  an  avalanche 
afterwards.  He  believed  that  the  embar- 
rassment would  bo  greater  by  the  plan  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leominster  than  by 
the  plan  of  Government,  which  would  gra- 
dually equalise  the  duties.  He  had  stated 
that  he  believed  the  plan  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  be  more  advantageous  both  to  the 
consumer  and  to  the  West  Indian  planter; 
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and  he  thought  that  the  hon.  Memher  for 
Leominster  did  not  profess  to  put  very 
high,  as  regarded  the  planter,  the  advan- 
tages of  his  plan  over  the  plan  of  Govern- 
ment; hut  there  was  another  great  interest 
to  he  considered — he  meant  that  of  the 
revenue.  He  was  not  sanguine  enough 
to  helieve  that,  spread  over  a  period  of 
years,  introduced  gradually,  as  it  would 
he,  by  the  plan  of  the  Government,  that 
the  increase  of  consumption  would,  even 
with  regard  to  the  revenue,  make  up  for 
any  apparent  loss  which  there  might  he  in 
the  difference  of  the  two  plans.  It  was 
impoBsihle  for  any  one  who  had  followed 
this  suhject  at  ^aU,  not  to  he  aware  how 
very  sensitive  the  article  of  sugar  was  as  to 
any  diminution  of  price.  The  nohle  Lord 
the  Memher  for  King's  Lynn  had  sup- 
plied the  House,  in  that  very  elahorate  re- 
port which  he  had  prepared  for  the  Com- 
mittee, with  details  calculated  with  indus- 
try and  ahility,  and  had  given  some  curious 
information  and  calculations  on  this  part  of 
the  subject.  The  nohle  Lord  had  collected, 
for  a  series  of  years,  a  list  of  prices,  hy 
which  they  were  able  to  see  the  operation 
of  price  on  the  consumption  of  sugar  dur- 
ing the  last  twenty-five  years;  and  if  any 
Hon.  Member  looked  at  the  statement,  he 
would  see  how  any  fall  of  price  affected  the 
consumption  of  sugar;  hut  he  would  also 
find  that  even,  independently  of  the  dimi* 
nution  of  price,  the  tendency  had  been  in 
this  country  to  increase  the  consumption 
of  sugar;  for  there  were  some  instances 
where  the  price  remained  as  it  was;  and 
yet,  notwithstanding  that,  comparing  one 
year  with  the  preceding,  you  were  struck 
with  the  tendency  to  increased  consump- 
tion. He  found,  for  instance,  that  in  1837 
there  was  a  fall  of  Qs.  3c?.,  and  an  increase 
in  the  consumption,  in  round  numbers,  of 
22,000  tons.  In  1839  there  was  a  rise  of 
5s,  6c?.,  and  a  diminution  of  9,500  tons. 
In  1840  there  was  a  rise  of  IO5.  4c?.,  and 
a  diminution  of  consumption  to  11,000 
tons.  In  1841  there  was  a  fall  of  8«.  8c?., 
and  the  increase  of  consumption  23,000 
tons.  In  1845  there  was  a  fall  of  II5.  9c?., 
and  the  consumption  increased  38,000 
tons.  In  1846  the  change  in  price  was 
unimportant,  and  yet  the  consumption  was 
further  increased  by  17,300  tons.  In  1847 
there  was  a  farther  fall  of  6s.,  and  the  in- 
crease 29,400  tons.  He  thought,  there- 
fore, that  there  was  a  disposition  on  the 
part  of  the  public  to  increase  the  con- 
sumption, and,  therefore,  this  diminution 
of  duty,  although  it  did  not  appear  con- 


siderable in  figures,  ^et  operating  on  a 
state  of  things  having  a  tendency  in  that 
direction,  would  increase  that  tendency; 
and  they  might  therefore  fairly  calculate 
that  the  plan  of  Government  would  mate- 
rially tend  to  that  which  would  be  a  com- 
mon benefit  to  the  planter  in  the  West 
Indies,  to  the  consumer,  and  to  the  reve- 
nue, viz.,  a  continued  increase  in  the  con- 
sumption of  sugar.  He  believed  the  mea- 
sure to  be  founded  on  sound  principles  in 
all  these  respects.  It  might  not  be  so  bold, 
or  go  so  far,  as  might  be  warranted  ;  but 
he  believed  that  every  part  was  founded 
on  just  and  sound  principles,  and,  believ- 
ing that,  he  was  sanguine  of  the  result  of 
the  effects  it  was  likely  to  produce.  He 
could  not  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down,  that  this  was 
a  wildly  tampering  with  the  finances  of  the 
country;  on  the  contrary,  he  believed  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer)  had  taken  a  just  view  of  the 
effects  of  this  measure  on  the  finances  of 
the  country.  With  regard  to  the  present 
year,  what  he  understood  his  right  hon. 
Friend  to  state  was  this :  that  though  he 
understood  there  was  a  considerable  dimi- 
nution of  revenue,  in  this  sense,  that  if 
the  duty  was  not  altered,  and  the  consump- 
tion of  sugar  was  left  untouched,  we  should 
get  more  money  from  sugar  than  we  could 
now  expect  if  the  House  adopted  the  Mo- 
tion of  Government,  yet  that  the  whole  re- 
venue would  by  no  means  fall  off  to  the 
degree  the  calculation  would  assume.  He 
believed,  that  from  the  quantity  of  sugar 
likely  to  come  in,  from  the  low  price  of 
sugar  likely  to  ensue  in  the  next  year, 
that  we  might  fairly  anticipate  increased 
consumption  during  the  ensuing  year, 
which  would  bring  up  the  revenue  as  far 
as  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  anticipated. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Oxford  reproached 
the  Government  that  a  considerable  quan- 
tity of  sugar  had  come  into  the  market  at 
a  rate  of  duty  which  the  Government  did 
not  intend,  and  had  complained  of  the  ef- 
fects which  that  would  produce  on  the  re- 
venue and  on  the  West  Indian  interest. 
He  could  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  very  much  regretted  the  circum- 
stance: it  was  not  the  fault  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  it  took  place.  He  remembered 
that  a  few  nights  ago,  when  Government 
thought  it  right  fully  to  apprise  the  House 
of  the  situation  in  which  they  stood  in  this 
respect,  that  the  right  hon.  Member  said, 
he  agreed  that  this  ought  not  to  take  place. 
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He  intimated,  apparently  with  the  consent 
of  the  fieelings  of  the  Gentlemen  opposite, 
that  it  should  he  arranged  that  the  dehate 
should  terminate  on  the  ensuing  evening, 
so  as  to  enahle  Government  to  report  the 
resolution  in  time  to  prevent  the  occurrence 
taking  place,  which  he  regretted;  he  did 
not  think  it  a  seemly  thing  in  the  commer- 
cial legislation  of  this  country,  that  sugar 
should  come  in  at  a  rate  of  duty  which  was 
not  the  intention  of  Parliament.  This  was 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Memher  for  Stamford,  which,  he 
thought,  met  with  very  general  assent  on 
the  part  of  the  House.  But  from  what 
quarter  did  the  ohstacle  come  to  this  ar- 
rangement ?  Who  were  the  parties  who 
insisted  on  protracting  the  discussion  which 
had  already  gone  to  a  great  length;  and 
who  were  the  cause  of  this  flood  of  sugar 
having  unexpectedly  hroken  in  upon  us  ? 
To  his  Burpnse  the  proposal  to  adjourn  the 
dehate  came  from  the  able  and  distin- 
guished Member  of  the  West  Indian  body; 
it  was  moYed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Leo- 
minster, supported  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Memher  for  King's  Lynn,  who  had  taken 
an  active  and  prominent  part  on  the  side  of 
the  West  Indians,  and  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself,  the  Member  for  the 
Univeraity  of  Oxford,  who  said  they  were 
not  satisfied  with  the  discussion.  The  re- 
proach, therefore,  came  with  a  bad  grace 
from  that  quarter.  He  should  not  have  re- 
ferred to  it  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
notmadeapointed  attack  on  the  Government 
for  this  casualty,  and  Efaid  they  had  been 
throwing  away  the  public  money,  and  per- 
plexing the  commerce  of  the  country.  He 
could  not  admit  that  they  ought  to  have  in- 
troduced this  measure  sooner.  In  such 
protracted  discussions  as  it  was  now  the 
nabit  to  enter  into,  he  knew  not  how  early 
Goremment  ought  to  'introduce  a  measure 
to  bring  it  to  a  satisfactory  termination. 
The  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Umversity  of  Oxford,  whilst  he  taunted 
Government  with  the  lavish  manner  in 
which  they  had  been  playing  with  the  pub- 
lic money,  intimated  a  disposition  on  his 
pari  to  go  further  than  they  had  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  public  treasury.  If  the  right 
non.  Gentleman  intended  to  propose  large 
grants  of  relief,  he  must  say,  that  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  scheme 
was  at  least  open  to  as  much  blame  as  the 
measure  of  Government.  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  had  a  sincere  desire  to  go  as  far 
And  do  as  much  for  the  relief  of  the  suf- 
;  interest  in  the  West  Indies,  as  they 


could  do  consistently  with  their  duty  to 
other  classes;  above  all,  they  had  refrain- 
ed from  not  proceeding  further  in  the  path 
of  higher  protective  duties  and  the  longer 
continuance  of  ^e  system  of  protection, 
because  they  were  satisfied  that  such  a 
course  was  not  for  the  real  interests  of  the 
West  Indies  themselves,  and  would  inflict 
an  unjust  and  unnecessary  burden  on  the 
consumers  of  this  country,  and  make  an 
unnecessary  sacrifice  of  the  public  revenue. 
He  would  still  repeat  what  he  had  stated 
on  a  former  occasion,  that  if  he  could  have 
believed  that  the  return  of  prosperity  in 
the  West  Indies  could  be  occasioned  by 
increased  protection,  he  was  so  sensible  of 
the  distress  in  those  colonies,  and  so  ready 
to  admit  that  in  many  instances  it  could 
be  traced  to  the  vacillating  legislation  of 
the  country,  that  he  should  have  been  pre- 
pared to  go  a  great  length  in  that  direc- 
tion; but  he  was  fiilly  satisfied  that  in- 
creased protection,  so  far  from  helping  the 
West  Indies  to  extricate  themselves  from 
embarrassment  and  difficulty,  would  only 
have  clogged  their  efforts,  and  deprived 
them  of  the  chances  of  profiting  by  the 
improved  condition  of  commerce. 

Mr.  CAYLEY  :  The  debate  upon  this 
question,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  says,  very  justly,  has  been  a 
very  protracted  one;  but  it  has  not  contin- 
ued one  hour  longer  than  the  distress  of  the 
West  India  planters  and  the  importance  of 
the  subject  demand.  These  aiscussions, 
if  abortive  in  some  respects,  have  been  at 
least  useful  in  this— they  have  been  fertile 
in  very  significant  admissions  on  the  part 
of  the  advocates  of  free  trade.  On  three 
occasions  have  one  or  other  of  these  admis- 
sions been  made.  The  third  has  been  made 
to-night  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down.  In  the  debates  on  free 
trade,  by  the  advocates  of  that  system,  it 
has  always  hitherto  been  held — in  contra- 
diction to  the  views  of  the  protectionists — 
that  free  trade  would  not  produce  a  fall  in 
the  rate  of  wages;  on  the  contrary,  that  it 
would  raise  them.  In  the  present  discus- 
sion, however,  almost  every  free-trade 
speaker  has  declared  that  the  protection 
which  this  country  has  afforded  to,  the 
West  India  produce  has  so  sustained  the 
rate  of  wages  as  to  annihilate  all  profit  to 
the  planter;  and  that  one  of  their  principal 
reasons  for  refusing  additional  protection 
at  the  present  moment  to  the  West  Indies, 
is  their  desire  to  lower  the  rate  of  wages 
in  those  colonies.  This  is  the  first  admis- 
sion.    Again,  on  all  previous  occasions  it 
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Has  been  argued  by  tbe  free-trade  school 
that  the  only  principle  which  governs,  or 
which  should  govern,  the  operations  of 
trade,  is  that  of  supply  and  demand;  and 
yet,  when  the  opponent^  of  slavery  show 
the  stimulus  that  has  been  given  to  the 
ilave  trade  by  the  admission  to  this  mar- 
ket, since  1846,  of  the  slave-grown  sugar 
of  Cuba  and  Brazil,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester  (Mr.  Bright)  denies  the 
tendency  as  well  as  the  fact :  thus  giving 
the  go-by  to  the  doctrine  which  at  other 
times  he  would  have  been  among  the  first 
to  profess,  namely,  that  an  important  in- 
crease in  the  demand  for  the  products  of 
slave  labour,  must  operate  as  a  stimulus 
to  the  traffic  in  slaves.  Thirdly,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  just  admitted  that 
some  portion  of  the  industry  of  the  country 
must  be  in  a  sound  state  to  account  for 
the  revenue  not  falling  off  more  than  it 
has,  at  a  time  when  the  export  trade, 
hitherto  considered  by  his  school  the  main- 
stay of  the  revenue,  has  declined  so  mate- 
rially, and  when  every  branch  of  manufac- 
tures is  in  a  state  of  prostration  and  dis- 
tress. But  he  forgot  to  remind  the  House 
that  that  sound  part  of  the  industry  of  the 
country  is  its  agricultural  interest;  which, 
from  the  great  population  composing  it, 
and  from  the  late  remunerating  price  of  its 
produce,  has  sustained  the  revenue  at  a 
time  when  disaster  and  ruin  have  visited 
every  other  interest.  And  this  is  not  the 
only  period  when  the  power  of  the  agricul- 
tural interest  has  exhibited  itself.  During 
the  French  revolutionary  war,  when  such 
an  amazing  amount  of  taxation  and  of  loans 
were  extracted  from  the  property  and  in- 
dustry of  the  country,  it  was  also  the 
flourishing  state  of  our  agriculture  that 
mainly  supported  us  in  that  mighty 
struggle  :  for  the  increase  of  the  export 
trade  during  that  war  was  comparatively 
small.  This  is  the  interest,  the  safety 
of  which  you  are  next  year  also  about 
to  expose  to  risk.  You  found  at  the 
commencement  of  this  Session  two  in- 
terests more  free  than  the  rest  from 
distress,  and  in  the  meddling  spirit 
which  has  characterised  our  legislation 
of  late  years,  you  proceeded  to  tamper 
with  them.  I  allude  to  the  copper-mining 
and  shipping  interests.  Next  year  comes 
the  consummation,  in  the  withdrawing  of 
all  protection  from  agriculture.  Then,  if 
the  present  state  of  depression  continue, 
or  if  another  should  ensue,  in  what  predic- 
ament will  be  the  revenue  of  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  ?     I  have  felt  it  im- 


portant to  notice  these  three  admissions, 
and  the  change  that  appears  to  be  taking 
place  in  the  opinions  of  the  ^ree-trade 
school,  especially  since  to  our  export  trade 
so  many  sacrifices  are  making,  and  have 
been  made.  I  pass  now  to  the  question 
more  immediately  before  the  House,  with 
the  view  of  stating  why  I  shall  feel  it  my 
duty  to  vote  for  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leominster,  in  preference 
to  the  proposition  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. I  admit,  indeed,  that  the  Go- 
vernment has  shown  a  disposition  to  ap- 
preciate the  existence  of  overwhelming  dis- 
tress in  the  West  Indies;  but  what  I 
complain  of  is  this,  that,  in  order  to  ascer- 
tain the  exact  amount  of  distress,  we  re- 
ferred the  matter  to  a  Select  Committee, 
and  that  Committee  has  made  a  report  of 
what  is  absolutely  necessary  to  meet  the 
urgency  of  the  case  of  West  Indian  dis- 
tress. Why  did  not  the  Government  adopt 
the  recommendation  of  the  Committee  ?  I 
shall  presently  show  why.  It  was  because 
they  did  not,  that  I  was  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment  proposed  on  a  late  occasion 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Droitwich  (Sir  J. 
Pakington).  And  it  is  because  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Member  for  Leominster 
to-night  comes  nearer  to  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Committee  than  the  Govern- 
ment scheme,  that  I  feel  bound  to  support 
it.  Was  that  Committee  improperly  con- 
stituted in  favour  of  protection  ?  It  was, 
indeed,  a  packed  Committee,  as  too  many 
Committees  are,  against  any  change  in  the 
law  of  1846;  but  such  was  the  indomit- 
able energy  of  my  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Lynn  (Lord  George  Bentinck),  and 
such  the  overpowering  force  of  truth,  that 
even,  an  adverse  Committee  was  compelled 
to  a  decision  contrary  to  the  preconceived 
opinions  of  the  majority  of  its  Members. 
If,  then,  Committers  are  not  to  become 
utterly  useless,  and  an  object  of  mockery, 
some  attention  should  be  paid  to  their  re- 
commendations, especially  to  the  report  of 
one  so  constituted  as  this  was,  and  one 
whose  labours  were  so  ably  and  xealoosly 
conducted.  If  the  country  was  fuUy  aware 
of  the  difficulty  of  obtaining  a  verdict  fa- 
vourable to  the  truth  from  a  Committee 
adverse  to  the  truth  being  told,  they  would 
more  appreciate  the  triumph  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Lynn.  Having  late- 
ly sat  myself  upon  a  packed  Committee, 
namely,  that  on  Commercial  Distress,  I 
at  least  know  how  very  difficult  it  is  to 
obtain  a  report  in  accordance  with  the  eri* 
dcnce,  when  the  majority  of  the  Oommii» 


Sugar  DuHes. 


{July  7} 


Sugar  Btaies. 


270 


tee  11  from  the  first  determined  tliat  no 
eyidence  shall  affect  their  minds.  Four 
months  we  sat  upon  that  Committee  on 
Commercial  Distress;  no  impartial  jury, 
sittbg  upon  the  evidence  we  took,  would 
hesitate  as  to  its  condemnation  of  the 
Bank  Act  of  1844;  any  indifferent  day  of 
the  sitting  of  the  Committee,  the  majority 
would  certainly  have  condemned  the  Act 
of  1844.  But  when  the  report  had  to  be 
discussed  and  determined  on,  down  came 
four  or  five  Members  who  had  virtually 
never  attended,  and  helped  to  a  decision 
contrary  to  evidence,  but  in  accordance 
with  the  opinion  of  those  who  originally 
constituted  or  rather  packed  the  Commit- 
tee. The  question  has  sometimes  been 
asked,  what  is  a  pound  ?  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr. 
Spooner)  is  about  to  answer  that  question. 
What  is  a  patriot  ?  was  asked  in  the  last 
century;  Sir  Robert  Walpole  gave  to  that 
question  a  very  significant  reply.  What  is 
a  patron  ?  Dr.  Johnson  asked  in  his  cele- 
brated letter  to  Lord  Chesterfield;  and  he 
■aid  something  about  encumbering  with 
help  when  the  time  had  passed  by  for  as- 
siatiiDce  to  be  welcome.  In  the  same 
spirit,  might  not  any  one  now  ask,  what  is 
a  Committee  ?  and  might  it  not  be  a  true 
though  melancholy  reply  to  make,  **  A 
Committee  is  composed  of  a  sot  of  refrac- 
toiT  Members  that  will  stir  a  question  on 
which  the  public  is  very  anxious,  but  which 
it  is  inconvenient  to  the  Minister  to  have 
agitated,  who  are  confined  in  a  room  of 
the  House  of  Commons  imtil  the  public 
excitement  on  the  question  on  which  they 
are  sitting  has  in  some  degree  subsided; 
and  then  when  they  have,  like  Dr.  Jobn- 
■00*8  client,  been  buffeting  with  the  waves 
of  evidence  till  they  were  nearly  exhausted, 
just  as  they  reach  the  shore  of  their  report, 
down  come  -  some  half-dozen  influential 
Members  in  the  shape  of  patrons,  to  en- 
cumber with  help  those  Members  of  the 
Committee  who  have  really  attended  and 
Bftade  themselves  masters  of  the  subject; 
in  other  words,  to  strangle  the  truth  which 
has  been  brought  out  in  evidence,  and  to 
pass  areport  in  contradiction  to  it.''  One 
of  my  strongest  grounds  for  supporting 
additional  protection  to  the  West  Indian 
body  at  the  present  moment  is  this,  that 
we  are  in  the  midst  of  the  free-trade  ex- 
periment. Can  any  one  fairly  pronounce 
that  it  has  as  yet  succeeded  ?  I  have  al- 
ways wished,  after  the  measure  passed,  to 
ghre  it  a  fair  trial.  I  hope  it  may  succeed ; 
as  yet»  howcTcr,  for  my  own  part,  I  can 


see  no  proof  of  its  success.  But  can  it  for 
a  moment  be  supported  in  argument  that 
a  great  interest  like  that  of  the  West  In- 
dies should  be  risked,  while  your  free- 
trade  experima|^  is  in  doubt  ?  Unless, 
indeed,  it  be  wnied  that  this  House  should 
experience  the  unenviable  feelings  of  the 
judge  who,  on  insufficient  evidence,  has 
condemned  an  innocent  victim  to  the  gal- 
lows; and  that  we  should,  on  some  fu- 
ture day,  have  to  discover  with  remorse 
that  the  West  Indies  have  been  ex- 
terminated by  mistake.  I  know,  in- 
deed, with  what  confidence  it  has  been 
always  predicted  by  its  advocates,  with 
less  confidence  at  present  indeed,  than 
usual,  that  free-trade  must  succeed.  I 
know  how  on  this  subject  assumption  has 
passed  for  argument,  and  assertion  for 
fact.  But  arrogance  and  confidence  are 
no  qualities  of.  wisdom.  Truth  requires  to 
be  entreated  by  impartial  inquiry  and  pa- 
tient thought.  Folly  is  proud  that  it  knows 
so  much;  wisdom  is  humble  that  she  knows 
so  little.  I  am  not,  therefore,  to  be  led 
away  by  confident  predictions;  experience 
I  must  still  consider  as  the  best  test  of 
truth;  for  as  there  is  no  royal  road  to 
knowledge,  neither  is  there  any  Manches- 
ter way  to  commercial  truths.  It  is  plain, 
therefore,  to  my  mind,  that  prudence  dic- 
tates that  we  should  wait  the  issue  of  the 
experiment  of  free  trade,  before  proceeding 
further  in  that  direction  with  respect  to 
the  West  India  interest;  and  I  feel  assured 
from  the  line  taken  by  the  Government  on 
this  question,  that  they  would  have  at  once 
yielded  to  the  report  of  the  Committee, 
instead  of  halting  between  two  opinions, 
had  it  not  been  for  their  fear  of  its  ill  ef- 
fects upon  the  revenue.  They  feel  that 
the  West  Indian  planter  has  been  unfairly 
used  by  Parliament,  and  on  that  ground 
alone  they  would  have  respected  the  re- 
port of  the  Committee ;  and  they  certainly 
ought.  I  was  myself  a  party  to  the  Eman- 
cipation Act.  No  one  dreamed  at  that 
time  of  the  West  Indies  ever  being  exposed 
to  the  competition  of  slave  labour;  no  one 
dreamed  but  that  such  laws  and  regulations 
would  have  beou  permitted  by  the  mother 
country  for  the  management  of  the  eman- 
cipated negroes  of  the  West  India  colonies, 
as  would  have  given  to  our  planters  there 
a  fair  supply  of  free  labour.  But  so  per- 
verse has  been  the  rule  of  this  country 
with  respect  to  any  reasonable  control  of 
the  free  negro,  and  so  jealous  of  the  plan- 
ter, that  he  has  been  virtually  deprived  of 
a  supply  of  free  labour,  and  yet  is  con- 
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demned  to  compete  with  slave  labour;  and 
then  the  obstructions  placed  in  the  way  of 
the  immigration  of  free  labour  from  other 
sources,  has  been  a  virtua^enial  of  the  only 
remedy  the  planter  coul  Jkropose  for  him- 
self. Parliament,  therefl^,  has  not  kept 
the  spirit  of  its  engagement  with  the  West 
Indies.  Whether  the  letter  has  been  ob- 
served, I  will  not  consent  that  a  great 
country  should  ask.  No  one  but  a  scri- 
vejier  or  a  knave  takes  refuge  in  the  letter, 
when  the  spirit  of  an  agreement  is  noto- 
rious and  patent  against  him.  But  the  Go- 
vernment urges  that  the  revenue  will  suffer. 
What  is  this  but  to  say  that  we  cannot 
afford  to  be  just.  We  were  once  a  rich 
and  generous  nation;  are  we  reduced  to  be 
a  poor  and  shabby  one  ?  The  two  principal 
objections  the  Government  urge  against 
the  increased  protection  which  the  Com- 
mittee recommends,  and  which  is  so  essen- 
tial to  the  continuance  of  sugar  cultivation 
in  the  West  Indies,  are,  that  it  will  be  hard 
upon  the  consumer,  and  that  the  revenue 
will  suffer.  I  should  be  sorry  to  injure  the 
consumer;  still  I  cannot  wish  him  to  con- 
sume what  is  produced  by  crime.  But 
who  is  this  mysterious  animal  called  the 
consumer,  who  is  made  the  bugbear  of 
all  the  discussions  on  matters  of  this  kind? 
Napoleon  used  to  call  us  a  nation  of  shop- 
keepers; which  meant,  I  presume,  that  we 
were  a  nation  of  producers.  If  we  are  to 
pass  law  after  law,  however,  the  effects  of 
which  are  to  deprive  one  class  of  producer 
after  another  of  the  means  of  making  a 
profit  from  their  trade,  and  of  the  means 
of  employing  labour,  I  want  to  know  where 
their  power  to  consume  is  to  como  from. 
In  the  free-trade  debates  protection  was 
sometimes  called  a  system  of  mutual  rob- 
bery; but  under  the  new  order  of  things, 
we  are  to  become  rich,  by  ruining  one  trade 
after  another  and  to  become  fat  and  pros- 
perous by  a  system  of  mutual  exhaustion. 
Sir,  I  know  of  no  consumer  in  the  simple 
sense  of  the  word,  but  the  placeman,  the 
pensioner,  the  annuitant,  and  the  Jew. 
All  other  classes  depend  for  their  means  of 
consumption  on  the  profit  of  their  produc- 
tion, that  is  to  say,  on  remunerating  prices 
and  wages.  But  the  lower  wages  and 
prices  become,  the  better  for  the  monied 
interest.  If  I  have  100,000?.  left  to  me, 
or  if  I  have  80,000?.  given  to  me,  my  sel- 
fish interest  might  lead  me  to  promote,  by 
all  the  means  in  my  power  a  fall  in  prices 
and  wages  ;  and  if  I  could  succeed  in 
procuring  a  fall  of  one-half,  my  80,000?. 
would    then    be    equivalent    in  value  to 


160,000?.  It  is  plain,  therefore,  to  see 
that  the  consumer,  who  is  alone  such  in 
the  strict  sense  of  the  word,  has  an  inte- 
rest directly  opposite  to  that  of  the  pro- 
ducer. But  it  is  of  the  latter  class  that 
the  great  mass  of  the  community  is  com- 
posed. The  state  of  the  revenue,  how- 
ever, we  are  told,  will  not  admit  of  our 
being  just  to  the  West  Indies.  What  a 
commentary  is  this  on  the  botching  and 
tampering  that  has  taken  place  with  our 
commercial  and  monetary  legislation  for 
the  last  thirty  years,  that  we  are  poorer 
at  the  end  than  we  were  at  the  beginning, 
notwithstanding  all  the  nominal  increase  in 
our  export  trade  during  that  period !  Let 
us  not  be  deluded  with  the  notion  that  it  is 
a  combination  of  circumstances  alone  that 
has  created  the  present  deficiency  in  the 
Exchequer.  The  same  cause  that  pro- 
duced 12,000,000?.  of  deficit  in  the  six 
years  from  1837  to  1842,  has  produced  the 
present  deficiency,  viz.,  the  perverscness 
of  our  monetary  legislation.  Of  you  who 
boast  of  the  improvement  in  our  eommer- 
cial  system,  I  would  ask  where  are  those 
national  riches,  where  is  that  power  of 
consumption,  arising  out  of  profitable  pro- 
duction, that  enabled  the  Minister,  before 
you  began  to  tamper  with  the  laws,  to 
exact  40,000,000?.  more  of  taxation  from 
the  pockets  of  an  uncomplaining  people; 
than  the  Minister  of  the  present  diay  can 
do?  What  a  commentary,  I  repeat,  on 
the  course  you  have  pursued  is  it  to  con- 
fess, in  1842,  that  you  have  arrived  at  the 
limit  of  indirect  taxation ;  and,  in  1848, 
that  you  had  reached  the  limit  of  direct 
taxation;  that,  instead  of  the  plenty  and 
prosperity  which  peace  used  to  bring  in 
her  train,  we  have  been  doomed'  to  the 
wretched  alternative  of  philosophy  and 
poverty.  But  the  hon.  Member  for  Man- 
chester would  not,  if  he  could  help  it,  per- 
mit the  Government  to  do  the  little  in  the 
way  of  justice  that  they  propose  to  do. 
No  !  cheapness  at  any  cost,  at  any  sacri- 
fice— even  of  morality  itself — in  the  single 
burden  of  his  song.  I  cannot  understand 
this  position.  That  the  hon.  Member  is 
humane,  and  an  advocate  of  humanity,  it 
would  be  presumptuous  to  doubt;  but  his 
arguments  would  seem  to  show  that  we  are 
only  to  be  himiane  when  it  is  convenient. 
If  it  is  not  cheap  to  be  humane,  we  have 
no  choice  but  to  be  cruel.  This  doctrine 
reminds  one  of  the  advice  of  some  criminal 
to  his  son,  "Get  money,  my  son;  honestly, 
if  you  can— *but  get  money."  I  confers. 
Sir,  I  do  not  see  what  pretext  we  can  hare 


373  Sugar  Du^.  {July  7}  Sugar  DtUies.  274 

"  Cheapness  is  only  relative 
To  wages,  two  to  one. 
One  loaf  with  wages  cheaper  is, 
Than  two  can  be  with  none." 


for  putting  down  crime,  if  this  doctrine  is 
to  bear  sway.  Every  highwayman,  in  his 
candid  mood,  would  probably  acknowledge 
that  he  committed  crime  only  because  it 
was  ineonvenient  to  him  to  be  honest.  And 
surely,  "  rogue's  for  their  robbery  have 
authority,  when  judges  steal  themselves.*' 
The  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  sticks  to 
the  Act  of  1846,  whatever  the  consequence 
to  the  planter  or  the  slave;  in  the  spirit  of 
Sbylock,  he  exacts  the  pound  of  flesh;  he 
will  have  nothing  but  the  bond.  I  think  I 
Bee  him  now  in  court  enacting  the  charac- 
ter of  the  Jew,  and  proclaiming — 

**  Mj  deeds  upon  my  head  !  I  crave  the  law, 
The  penalty  and  forfeit  of  my  bond." 

Are  there  scales  here  to  weigh  the  flesh  ? 
The  hoD.  Member  has  them  ready.  Then 
I  hear  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Lynn,  in  the  language  of  Portia,  entreat 
him,  fearing  that  the  strict  fulfilment  of 
ihe  Act  of  1846  may  inflict  a  deadly  blow 
on  the  West  Indies : — 

"  Have  by  some  surgeon,  Shylock,  at  your  charge, 
To  stop  the  wound,  lest  he  do  bleed  to  death." 

The  hon.  Member  for  Manchester — 
"  Is  it  so  nominated  in  the  bond  ?  " 

Lord  George  Bentinck — 

'*  It  if  not  so  expressed,  but  what  of  that, 
'T  were  well  you  do  so  much  for  charity." 


The  hon.  Member  for  Manchester — 
«  I  eannot  And  it — it  is  not  in  the  bond." 

Ko !  nor  is  it  ever  in  the  mind  of  Mammon 
and  of  greed  to  And  humanity  or  justice  in 
the  bond.  According  to  Dr.  Spurzhoim, 
•'there  are  some  people  who  have  always 
the  charity  to  begin  at  home  ; "  and  so  it 
appears  to  be  with  the  Manchester  school. 
But  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Ripon  (Sir  James  Graham),  the  other 
night,  was  a  great  advocate  for  cheapness, 
and  against  reaction;  and  appeared  to 
eomplain  of  the  Duke  of  Richmond  and 
the  Protection  Society  for  being  against 
the  first,  and  in  favour  of  the  second.  Sir, 
as  far  as  I  know  the  sentiments  of  the 
Duke  of  Richmond — and  on  this  subject  I 
ought  to  know  them — there  is  no  man  in 
the  country  more  in  favour  of  cheapness, 
according  to  the  right  meaning  of  that 
word,  than  the  noble  Duke.  He  is  for  the 
eheapness  which  brings  plenty  to  the  poor 
man  s  table;  he  is  not  for  the  cheapness 
we  see  at  present,  which  robs  the  master 
of  his  profit,  and  the  workman  of  his 
w<iges.  He  knows,  according  to  the  dog- 
gm  linesy  that — 


The  noble  Duke  is  well  aware  that  there 
are  some  things  which  are  sweet  in  the 
mouth,  and  bitter  in  the  stomach;  and  he 
is  shrewd  enough  to  have  observed  that 
many  who  have  cheapness  on  their  lips 
have  selfishness  in  their  hearts.  The 
Duke  of  Richmond  is  a  sincere  friend  to 
the  labourer,  and  when  he  wills  the  end, 
he  wills  the  means  ;  he  is  not  the  man  to 
delude  him  by  the  offer  of  a  cheaper  loaf, 
and  then  to  withhold  from  him  the  wages 
whereby  alone  he  can  purchase  it.  Then, 
with  regard  to  reaction,  the  protectionists 
are  not  for  reaction,  unless  the  ill  success 
of  your  new  system  demands  it.  But 
surely  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
scarcely  maintain  that  if  ruin  and  distress 
accompany  a  perseverance  in  this  system, 
no  alteration  is  to  be  made.  It  was  well 
said  by  Mr.  Burke,  that  **  wherever  there 
is  abuse  there  ought  to  be  clamour,  for  it 
is  better  to  be  waked  by  the  fire-bell,  than 
to  be  burnt  by  the  flames  in  our  beds." 
And  so  with  respect  to  reaction  ;  wher- 
ever there  is  failure  there  ought  to  be  re- 
action; for  it  is  better  to  repent  of  our 
misdeeds  in  time,  than  doggedly  to  dare 
the  doom  that  must  otherwise  inevitably 
await  them.  The  protectionists  wish 
to  give  a  fair  trial  to  the  new  sys- 
tem ;  they  know  too  well  the  ill  effects 
upon  trade  of  constant  fluctuations  in  the 
law  to  wish  for  frequent  change  ;  but 
wherever  they  see  symptoms  of  failure,  or 
a  doubt  of  success,  they  think  it  but  just 
to  the  interest  involved  to  hover  in  any 
further  application  of  the  experiment  to 
that  interest.  It  is  the  free-trade  school 
which  fears  to  give  a  fair  trial  to  their 
own  system.  The  Government  has  com- 
menced the  course  of  reaction  in  the  pro- 
position they  now  make  to  modify  the  law 
of  1846.  And  I  can  construe  the  Motion 
of  the  Member  for  Montrose  for  further 
Parliamentary  reform,  into  nothing  else 
than  unwillingness  now  to  sec  free  trade 
fairly  tested.  That  movement  for  reform 
is  in  truth  a  financial  movement.  In  such 
a  state  of  poverty  are  both  the  people  and 
the  Exchequer,  that  increased  economy  is 
essential;  but  this  increased  economy  had 
not  become  necessary  before  you  made  the 
last  great  change  in  our  commercial  laws. 
It  is  only  fair,  therefore,  to  wait  for  the 
issue  of  this  great  experiment  before  pro- 
ceeding to  administer  any  other  nostrum. 
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It  is  only  the  most  arrant  quack  tliat  con- 
tinues administering  pill  after  pill,  of  dif- 
ferent descriptions,  without  waiting  to  see 
the  effects  upon  the  patient  of  the  various 
kinds  successively  exhibited.  The  regular 
practitioner,  if  he  sees  his  patient  reeling 
and  staggering  under  the  operation  of  his 
prescription,  has  the  prudence  to  abstain 
from  giving  any  more  of  the  noxious  drug, 
or  at  all  events  has  the  modesty  to  give 
it  in  minuter  doses.  This  is  all  I  ask  for 
the  West  Indies.  Appearances  within  the 
last  few  days  have  been  indeed  somewhat 
more  promising  for  trade  in  this  country, 
but  little  reliance  can  be  placed  upon  them, 
if  we  are  to  be  guided  by  previous  experi- 
ence. After  the  momentary  pressure  of 
1825  there  were  ten  years  of  agricultural 
and  manufacturing  depression.  After  the 
pressure  of  1839,  four  years  elapsed 
without  revival.  There  are  indeed  addi- 
tional elements  to  be  taken  into  consider- 
ation at  present,  such  as  the  prostration 
of  industry  on  the  Continent,  which  has 
brought  us  money,  and  may  bring  com- 
paratively increased  real  custom.  But  he 
would  be  a  bold  man  who  should  predict 
prosperity  this  time  twelve  months.  The 
new  practice  which  the  Act  of  1844 
has  engendered  in  the  Bank  of  England  of 
lowering  their  rate  of  discount  in  propor- 
tion to  the  market  rate,  will  however  now, 
as  it  did  immediately  after  the  Act  of  1844 
passed,  contribute  more  than  any  other 
cause  to  a  rapid  revival  of  trade.  But  the 
same  ultimate  consequences  will  follow 
again  from  the  appearance  of  cheaper 
money  under  our  present  monetary  system, 
as  have  four  or  five  times  since  the  Peace 
ensued  from  the  same  cause.  I  may  illus- 
trate this  from  what  happened,  as  it  is 
lately,  after  1839.  Merchants  and  manu- 
facturers were  so  disheartened  by  the  sud- 
den rise  in  the  value  of  money  at  that  time, 
and  the  difficulty  of  getting  accommodation, 
that  they  abstained  from  employing  money 
in  trade;  money  accumulated;  it  became 
cheap,  and  at  last  became  so  cheap  as  to 
tempt  them  to  employ  it  again  in  trade,  or 
to  engage  in  railways.  The  result  is  well 
known;  and  if  a  deficient  harvest  had  not 
sent  our  gold  abroad,  the  system  neces- 
sarily would,  as  it  will  now,  if  there  be  a 
revival  of  trade  from  the  existence  of 
cheaper  money  and  a  lower  rate  of  dis- 
count. Cheap  money  will  encourage  specu- 
lation and  mercantile  adventure,  employ 
labour  and  increase  consumption,  but  it 
.will  at  last  turn  the  balance  of  trade 
against  us;  gold  will  flow  out;  the  Bank, 


to  protect  itself,  must  again  refuse  accom-^ 
modation;  ruin  must  again  befall  the  em* 
ployers  of  labour,  workmen  be  again  thrown 
out  of  work;  for  distress  is  the  sole  means 
of  restoring  gold  to  the  Bank.  Such  is 
the  vicious  circle  in  which  *we  move.  Whe* 
ther,  therefore,  I  look  to  the  monetary 
system,  under  which  the  nation  alternately 
smiles  and  groans,  or  to  the  free-trade  ex- 
periment wo  are  at  present  trying,  it  is 
impossible  for  me  to  look  forward  to  our 
prospects  except  with  doubt  and  dismay, 
either  as  respects  the  West  Indies  or  the 
mother  country.  If  I  am  to  be  guided  by 
the  principle  of  duty  to  my  neighbour, 
which  we  are  told  *  should  be  the  universal 
rule  of  conduct,  in  my  treatment  of  the 
West  India  colonies;  then  whether  as  re- 
gards the  planter  or  the  slave,  I  am  bound, 
if  possible,  after  all  we  have  done,  to  pro- 
vide that  the  free-labour  sugar  of  the  West 
Indies  should  not  be  superseded  by  the 
slave-labour  sugar  of  Cuba  and  Brazil : 
this  as  respects  the  planter :  and  as  re- 
gards the  slave,  I  ought  surely  not  to  hold 
out  that  inordinate  inducement  to  an  in- 
crease of  slavery  and  the  slave  trade  which 
so  direct  an  encouragement  to  slave-labour 
produce  must  necessarily  create.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  W^st  Riding  (Mr.  Cobdeo), 
indeed,  has  said,  if  I  am  to  believe  the  re- 
ports that  we  see  through  the  usual  chan- 
nels— for  I  was  absent  from  London  at  the 
time — that  his  constituents  prefer  cheap 
sugar  to  humanity  as  respects  the  slave. 
The  question  may  have  been  put  to  thein, 
perhaps,  in  the  way  that  the  repeal  of  the 
corn  laws  was  urged  upon  them,  by  ask- 
ing whether  they  liked  a  large  or  small 
loaf;  so  in  regard  to  this  question,  they 
may  have  been  asked,  **  Do  you  like  cheap 
or  dear  sugar  ?**  But  I  will  never  believe, 
till  I  know  from  better  authority  than  that 
of  the  hon.  Member,  that  Yorkshiremen 
have  so  changed  their  opinions  as  to  be 
careless  whether  or  no  the  cheapness  of 
their  sugar  is  dependent  on  the  unhallowed 
system  of  slavery.  I  know  the  people  of 
Yorkshire  as  well  as  the  hon.  Member,  and 
I  can  never  believe  that  the  countrymen  of 
Wilberforce,  and  the  electors  of  Henry 
Brougham — elected  by  the  enthusiasm  of 
Yorkshire,  in  the  cause  of  the  emancipa- 
tion of  the  slave — are  such  renegades  to 
the  conduct  and  principles  which  have 
conferred  upon  them  immortal  honour.  No, 
Sir,  Yorkshiremen  believe  that  there  is  one 
one  thing  at  least  more  valuable  than  free 
trade,  and  that  is  freedom  itself :  and  they 
know  that  there  are  some  things  more 
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Talnabla  eten  than  cheapness,  and  among 
these  are  humanity,  justice,  principle,  and 
good  faith.  On  these  grounds,  as  I  do  not 
wish  to  see  this  gi*eat  country,  as  respects 
the  West  India  planters,  exact  the  pound 
of  fleah,  in  the  spirit  of  Shylock  the  Jew — 
as  I  love  freedom,  and  detest  slavery,  in 
vrfaateyer  form  it  exists — as  I  am  a  Christian 
—too  little  in  practice,  I  humhly  admit — 
bat  as,  hj  profession  at  least,  I  am  a 
Christian — as  I  yenerate  the  divine  pre- 
cept "  of  do  unto  others  as  you  would  that 
others  should  do  unto  you,''  I  am  hound  to 
support  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leominster. 

Mb.  CARDWELL  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  be- 
fore he  sat  down,  had  emerged  from  the 
oloud  of  dissatisfaction  which  at  the  com- 
mencement of  his  speech  manifestly  hung 
oyer  his  mind,  for  before  the  conclusion  of 
his  obseryations  it  was  evident  that  the 
usual  agreeable  tone  of  his  feelings  had  re- 
tamed.  He  believed  that  the  cloud  which 
oyerspread  the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  caused  by  the  analysis  of  the 
financial  state  of  the  country  which  had  been 
giyen  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Oxford,  and  that  the  removal  of  that 
dond  had  been  caused  by  the  fact  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  having  been  able  to 
answer  two  points  in  the  speech  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend;  one,  a  small  point,  as 
regarded  the  general  subject,  namely,  the 
deliyery  of  sugar  within  the  last  few  days 
at  a  lower  point  of  duty  than  it  was  in- 
tended such  sugar  should  be  subject  to 
apon  entry;  and  the  other  involving  a 
larger  question,  namely,  the  question  of 
the  reyenae  generally,  and  its  bearing  upon 
the  measare  before  them,  relating  to  the 
duties  on  sugar.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said,  that  this  arrival  of  sugar 
at  a  duty  different  from  that  which  was 
intended,  was  a  casualty;  but  he  must  re- 
edlect,  that  on  the  30th  of  May  the  Go- 
yemment  plainly  and  emphatically  told  the 
Hoose  that  there  was  then  no  present  in- 
tention to  make  any  alteration  in  the  Act 
of  I8469  either  as  to  the  amount  or  dura- 
tion of  the  duties  imposed  by  that  Act. 
The  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
would  admit  that  his  recollection  of  the 
circomstances  was  correct,  more  correct 
than  the  recollection  of  the  hon.  Member: 
and  he  would  remind  the  Ilouse  that  on 
the  day  following  the  mail  went  to  the 
West  India  colonies,  and  ho  had  no  doubt 
that  the  colonists  would  interpret  the  statc- 
>  of  the  Goyemment  as  he  had  done^ 


whilst  he  knew  that  those  who  had  sent 
out  orders  by  that  mail  had  given  to  those 
words  a  similar  interpretation.  It  had  been 
said  that  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Droitwich  had  caused  the  delay; 
but  he  would  ask  if  it  was  possible  the 
House  of  Commons  could  believe  that  be- 
tween the  15th  of  June  and  the  16th  of 
July  such  a  question  as  this,  with  all  its 
details  and  the  various  subjects  involved, 
embracing  the  whole  question  of  free  trade, 
could  be  disposed  of,  and  settled  ?  Could 
the  Bill  of  1846  and  the  alterations  and 
amendments  which  might  be  suggested  in 
Committee,  be  expected  to  be  disposed  of 
within  that  period?  The  Minister,  who 
brought  forward  this  measure  on  the  16th 
of  June,  could  scarcely  have  expected  to 
have  it  disposed  of  on  the  l6th  of  July; 
but  he  perfectly  agreed  with  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  that  it  would  be 
more  **  seemly,**  that  was  the  word  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  used,  that  the  ad- 
vantage which  had  been  gained  by  the 
recent  importation  of  sugar  should  not  be 
accidental  and  casual,  but  that  if  it  were 
to  occur  at  all  it  should  have  been  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Parliament  and  the  Go- 
vernment. He  thought,  therefore,  that  the 
right  hon.  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  no  occasion  for  triumph  in  the  answer 
to  that  part  of  the  speech  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Oxford.  The 
other  night  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, while  the  subject  of  the  sugar  duties 
was  before  the  Ilouse,  struck  off  at  a  tan- 
gent, and  plunged  into  the  question  of  the 
revenue — a  question  which  was  very  in- 
teresting, and  which  was  no  doubt  inti- 
mately connected  with  the  sugar  duties. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Oxford  subjected  that  statement  to  a  close 
and  searching  analysis;  and  he  was  sur- 
prised to  hear  his  right  hon.  Friend's 
speech  described  as  devoid  of  fairness,  for 
he  could  see  nothing  in  the  least  approach- 
ing to  a  want  of  fairness,  whilst,  so  far 
from  any  such  charge  being  applicable  to 
it,  he  had  spoken  only  of  certain  results, 
and  based  all  his  deductions  upon  estab- 
lished facts.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
appeared  to  be  astonished  at  his  hon. 
Friend  having  spoken  of  this  as  an  ordin- 
ary year,  contrasting  it  with  the  year  of 
the  famine  and  the  loan  of  8,000,000^. ;  yet 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  said 
that  this  was  a  year  of  increasing  pros- 
perity and  energy,  and  added  that  he  had 
documents  in  his  hand  which  would  show 
that  great  buoyancy  bad  been  exhibited  in 
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all  the  trmnsaetioiis  of  tiie  eoantrr,  wfciek 
under  all  the  eirenmstanees  had  kept  vp 
wonderfully.  Now,  if  that  w«c  the  ease, 
how,  he  wonid  ask,  eoold  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  object  to  its  being  taken  as  aa 
ordinary  year,  and  not  included  in  die 
same  class  with  the  year  of  the  faminp. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  coold  not  com- 
plain of  its  being  treated  as  an  ordinary 
year,  for  he  said  that  if  it  were  not  ^  the 
extraordinary  circumstances  which  had 
taken  place  on  the  continent  of  Europe,  we 
were  on  the  spring-tide  of  prosperity.  That 
might  explain  the  riew  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  took  of  tiie  state  of  the 
finances  ;  but  he  would  ask  at  what  pe- 
riod of  the  year  was  the  estimate  made  of 
the  anticipated  deficiency  of  2,000,000^.  ? 
It  was  made  on  the  ISth  of  February,  and 
the  occurrences  on  the  continent  of  Europe 
did  not  commence  until  the  25th  of  Feh> 
ruary.  What  magician^s  wand  £d  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  wirid  which 
could  enable  him  to  foretell  a  ^fic^ncy  of 
2.000.00M.  at  a  time  when  he  must  hare 
had  reason  to  anticipate*  according  to  the 
right  hoa.  Gentleman^  a  spring-tide  of 
prosperitv  for  the  country,  and  who  could 
now  rejoice  in  a  deficiency,  reduced  to 
1,500,00(M.,  notwithstanding  all  those  oc- 
currences that  had  taken  place  on  the  con- 
tiueut  of  Europe?  But  the  right  hon. 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  was  much 
astonished  to  hear  this  argument  from  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  because  he  was  formerly 
in  a  Government  which  introduced  a  de- 
scending scale  in  the  timber  duties.  Now, 
parallels  wei^  always  dangerous  things; 
aud  it  would  not  bo  difficult  to  show  that 
in  almost  every  feature  there  was  a  most 
remarkable  and  decided  contrast  between 
the  two  oases  which  tho  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  ohoaeu  to  introduce  as  parallel  to 
each  other.  Tbei^e  was  no  doubt  a  change 
in  the  timber  duties  as  a  sacrifice  to  the 
revenue,  but  this  was  not  done  before  the 
Kxohoquor  bad  been  replenished.  There 
was  a  saoritloe  of  tho  i^venue,  but  not  with 
the  view  of  making  up  the  difference  in 
some  future  year.  There  was,  therefore, 
no  parallel.  Ilia  right  hon.  Friend  was 
arguing  that  the  Govornmont  had  no  right 
to  oouio  down  to  that  House,  having  no 
roMoiU'ooH,  standing  on  an  empty  chest,  and 
to  trtlio  (Mtulit  to  tlunnaolvos  for  reductions 
hi  favour  itf  what  they  oallo<l  the  con- 
nuinnrM,  knowing  as  thoy  did  that  if  that 
iltijlnloni^  wnu  nut  supplied,  tho  consumer 
wnN  ^hr^  pPi'Mou  who  must  make  it  up 
In  tho   fthapo  of  taxation.     For  holding 


hb  r^t  hon.  Fnend  was 
charged  with  being  singularly  devoid 
of  Cumess.  He  never  heard  anything 
hSL  from  the  lips  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
denaa  (Mr.  Labouchere)  that  deserved 
the  imputation  of  unfairness;  but  he  was 
•  afanost  entitled  to  say,  when  he  charged 
his  right  hon.  Friend  with  unfairness  with 
regard  to  those  two  points,  that  he  might 
fsiriy  turn  the  tables  upon  him.  What, 
;  howevOT,  was  the  real  question  before  the 
'  House  ?  In  February  the  estimate  was 
'  made  for  the  coming  year,  and  at  that 
time  they  were  determined  to  maintain  the 
law  of  1846.  The  law  of  1846  was  more 
i  fsTourable  to  the  revenue  than  the  change 
they  now  proposed  to  make;  and,  there- 
-  fore,  in  February  they  must  have  calculat- 
j  ed  on  a  fur  larger  sum  from  the  sugar  du- 
ties than  they  could  do  now.  They  made 
a  certain  estimate  with  regard  to  the  sugar 
duties;  and  they  had  never  given  any  rea- 
son why  they  had  varied  that  estimate. 
They  altered  the  law  so  as  to  make  it,  on 
their  own  showing,  less  favourable  to  the 
revenue;  and  then  they  took  comfort  to 
themselves  by  anticipations  for  which  there 
was  no  base  beyond  the  hopeful  disposition 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  They 
could  form  an  opinion  of  the  effect  of  the 
proposition  of  the  Government  as  to  diffe- 
rential duties,  by  looking  to  the  consump- 
tion of  sugar  for  the  first  five  months  of  the 
present  year,  as  compared  to  those  of  the 
last  year.  It  was  true  the  reduction  in 
the  amount  entered  for  consumption  during 
the  first  five  months  in  the  present  year, 
was  very  small  as  compared  with  the  first 
^y^  months  of  the  last  year;  but  still 
there  was  a  diminution  in  the  amount  of 
foreign  sugar  for  the  first  five  months  of 
this  year  of  between  eleven  and  twelve 
thousand  tons  as  compared  with  the  first 
^ye  months  of  last  year,  though  that  camo 
in  at  a  higher  duty;  and  they  could  not  in 
their  calculations  omit  the  difference  be- 
tween 132.  and  201.  per  ton  in  differential 
duty.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  told  the  House  that  because  the  stockB 
on  hand  were  so  large  he  expected  an  in- 
creased consumption;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  recollect  that  there  was 
a  diminution  of  foreign  sugar  during  this 
year  of  between  11,000  and  12,000  tons 
in  five  months  of  this  year,  notwithstand- 
ing the  higher  duty  of  the  former  period. 
The  right  hon.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, in  his  calculations  of  the  increase  to 
be  expected  in  the  consumption  of  sugar, 
stated  that  every  sailor  at  sea  consumeB 
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35  lbs.  of  iugar  per  head,  and  calculates 
that  a  tune  will  come  when  every  man, 
woman,  and  child,  in  England,  Ireland  and 
Scotland,  would  consume  an  equal  quan- 
tity. Thus  because  a  sailor,  who  at  sea  is 
supplied  with  regular  rations,  consumes 
35  lbs.  of  sugar,  the  Chancellor  of  the  £x- 
cheqoer  supposed  that  a  time  would  come 
when  every  man,  woman,  and  child  in 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  was  to  consume 
35  lbs.  of  sugar.  And  this  was  to  take 
place  without  any  change  in  the  circum- 
stances of  the  population.  He  wished  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  now  been 
present,  because  he  would  have  taken  oc- 
casion to  refer  to  his  argument  about  the 
consumption  of  tea.  Though  tea  had  been 
so  conveniently  introduced  into  this  discus- 
sion for  the  purpose  of  argument,  yet, 
when  he  endeavoured  to  point  out  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  a  great 
increase  would  take  place  in  the  consump- 
tion both  of  tea  and  sugar  by  a  reduction 
of  the  duties  on  tea,  he  found  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  resolutely  determined  to 
adhere  to  those  duties,  because  the  revenue, 
as  he  believed,  would  suffer  by  their  re- 
duction. He  must  say,  however,  that  he 
should  like  to  hear  something  more  than 
the  mere  hopeful  disposition  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  from  which  ex- 
pectations of  making  up  a  deficient  reve- 
nue could  be  drawn.  He  had  shown  that 
in  thdir  first  estimate  they  expected  a  law 
to  be  in  operation  more  favourable  than 
that  which  they  now  proposed.  He  had 
shown  that  the  stocks  were  not  larger  than 
last  year,  and  that  therefore  no  diminution 
in  price  could  be  expected;  and  after  he 
had  pointed  out  all  this,  he  was  still  asked 
to  come  to  the  conclusion  that  from  some 
source  or  another  there  was  to  be  an  in- 
crease of  consumption,  and  a  consequent 
increase  of  revenue.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman complained  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone)  was  not  clear  in 
his  announcement  of  his  remedies.  Now, 
he  wished  to  remind  him  that  in  the  Com- 
mittee a  resolution  was  prepared  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Westbury,  and  proposed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  which  pro- 
posed that  the  remedy  should  be  applied 
directly  to  the  planters  themselves,  and 
should  be  in  some  other  shape  than  protec- 
tion. Now,  the  plan  of  tho  Government 
offered  to  the  planter  no  remedy  whatever 
ezeept  protection.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Gladstone),  however,  had  pointed  out 
other  modes  in  which  remedies  might  be 
WfgBfdd;  and,  if  he  did  not  go  into  the  de- 


tails of  those  remedies,  he  exercised  a  wise 
discretion.  This  subject  involved  the  whole 
state  of  the  negro  population,  the  whole 
question  of  immigration  from  the  coast  of 
Africa,  and  the  whole  question  of  loans  and 
grants,  as  well  as  the  subject  of  the  slave 
trade;  and  it  was  therefore  impossible  for 
his  right  hon.  Friend  to  bring  forward  a 
scheme  that  would  be  complete  without 
dealing  with  all  these  points.  Some  of 
them  might  be  dealt  with  by  private  Mem- 
bers; but  others  of  them  could  only  be 
left  to  the  zeal  and  discretion  of  Govern- 
ment. If  his  right  hon.  Friend,  therefore, 
who  was  not  in  office,  had  done  more  than 
shadow  forth  the  general  outlines  of  his 
remedy,  he  would  have  been  guilty  of  cul- 
pable rashness.  He  would  not  go  into  de- 
tails to  show  why  he  preferred  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leominster 
to  the  scheme  of  the  Government.  In  the 
first  place,  his  plan  for  the  first  year  did 
not  differ  from  the  proposition  of  the  Go- 
vernment. But  there  were  two  important 
points  of  difference :  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leominster  did  not  affect 
the  revenue  when  it  could  not  afford  to  be 
affected,  and  was  not  open  to  the  objection 
which  applied  to  the  continual  recurrence 
of  the  descending  scale.  Protection  would 
not  be  80  given  that  the  West  Indian  would 
be  always  coming  to  a  falling  market,  while 
his  competitor  was  coming  to  a  rising  mar- 
ket; it  would  be  given  in  a  shape  infinitely 
more  beneficial.  On  the  subject  of  pro- 
tection to  the  colonies,  he  wished  to  call 
attention  to  a  single  extract  from  the  evi- 
dence before  the  Slave  Trade  Committee, 
whose  second  report  had  been  issued  yes- 
terday. He  had  asked  Mr.  Moore,  the 
chairman  of  the  Brazilian  Association,  this 
question : — 

"  You  spoke  of  the  effect  of  the  Sugar  Act  of 
1846  on  the  produce  of  Brazil ;  can  you  tell  the 
Committee  whether  the  Brazilian  merchants  ex- 
pected so  full  a  measure  in  respect  to  free  trade 
as  the  Act  of  1846  ?  "  The  answer  was,  "  Cer- 
tainly not."  "  Do  you  know  whether  the  general 
opinion  of  tho  Brazilian  merchants  was  that  the 
measure  extended  beyond  the  justice  and  reason 
of  the  case  ?  —  At  the  time  I  was  chairman  of 
the  Brazilian  Association — and  what  we  always 
sought  was  an  equitable  adjustment  of  duties  ; 
but  we  never  sought  to  be  put  on  a  footing  with 
the  colonists — we  always  looked  for  some  differ- 
ential duty." 

And  the  witness  proceeded  to  say  he  had 
always  stated  that  if  the  cost  of  produc- 
tion were  175.  in  Brazil,  and  25s,  in  Ja- 
maica, Ss,  ought  to  be  the  differential 
duty;  because,  unless  it  were  so,  no  means 
would  be  afforded  to  the  West  Indies  of 
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coping  with  Brazil;  and  when  the  further 
question  was  put,  whether  injustice  was 
not  done,  in  his  opinion,  unless  the  West 
Indies  were  enahlcd  to  compete  with  the 
foreign  producers  on  equal  terms,  he  an- 
swered in  the  affirmative.  That  was  the 
opinion  of  the  chairman  of  the  Brazilian 
Association.  And  when  that  hody  repre- 
sented the  hardship  of  heing  unexpectedly 
exposed,  when  they  had  ordered  their 
sugar  at  one  rate  of  duty,  to  find  another 
rate  demanded,  they  took  the  same  oppor- 
tunity of  stating  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
in  writing,  sentiments  corresponding  with 
those  which  he  had  now  read.  The  plan 
of  his  hon.  Friend  was  the  hest  which  was 
open  for  adoption;  it  gave  the  hest  chance 
which  protection  taken  hy  itself  was  capa- 
hle  of  affording.  It  was  the  hest  measure 
in  concurrence  with  others  which  could  he 
applied  to  the  relief  of  the  West  Indies. 
It  was  not  open  to  the  ohjections  on  the 
score  of  revenue  to  which  the  plan  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  exposed.  With  the 
utmost  desire  to  do  what  they  could  for 
the  West  Indian  colonies,  they  were  hound 
to  comhine  a  more  watchful  regard  to  the 
puhlic  revenue,  and  helieving  that  the 
plan  of  the  hon.  Memher  for  Leominster 
complied  with  hoth  conditions,  he  should 
give  it  his  most  cordial  support. 

Mr.  JAMES  WILSON  said,  the  ques- 
tion to  decide  was,  whether  the  House  would 
adopt  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Memher  for 
Leominster,  or  the  Government  proposal?- 
He  was  desirous  of  holding  the  scales  im- 
partially, and  he  hoped  any  objection  he 
might  raise  to  the  hon.  Memher  s  proposal 
would  not  he  set  down  to  a  disposition  to 
criticise  it  unfairly.  Ho  had  listened  with 
a  good  deal  of  surprise  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's proposition  with  respect  to  the  duties 
on  British  plantation  and  foreign  sugars. 
The  hon.  Member  had  only  noticed  brown 
clayed  sugars;  but  the  hon.  Member  and 
his  Friends  were  studiously  silent  on  one 

f>oint,  which  point  he  should  presently  al- 
ude  to.  The  hon.  Gentleman,  from  the 
way  in  which  he  placed  his  propositions 
before  the  House,  evidently  wished  them 
to  believe  that  his  duties  were  in  reality 
merely  a  continuation  of  the  same  scale 
of  duties,  with  the  exception  of  lowering 
the  existing  duty  for  white  clayed  sugars. 
Tliis,  however,  was  far  from  being  the  fact, 
although  the  hon.  Member  attempted  to 
show  that  it  was  so.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
said  the  average  between  1 85.  6c?.  for 
muscovado  and  21;.  7d»  for  brown  clayed 


sugar,  amounted  to  20;.;  but  then  the 
hon.  Member  had  forgotten  to  tell  them 
that  the  description  of  sugar  to  which  the 
duty  of  21;.  7d.  was  to  be  applied,  re- 
spected the  brown  clayed  sugar  only,  that 
sort  of  sugar  being  95  per  cent  of  all  the 
foreign  sugar  brought  into  the  market. 
So  that  while  affecting  to  give  a  fair  aver- 
age, the  hon.  Gentleman's  proposition 
pressed  in  fact  with  enormous  inequality 
on  the  brown  and  the  white  clayed  sugars. 
He  could  easily  understand  the  object  of 
the  hon.  Member  and  his  Friends,  in  leav- 
ing out  all  mention  of  white  clayed  sugars. 
He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  not  take 
his  remark  in  an  invidious  light,  but  he 
could  not  help  thinking  it  was  natural 
that  the  hon.  Member  should  feel  a  greater 
anxiety  for  that  interest  with  which  he  was 
more  particularly  connected,  than  for  the 
general  interests  of  the  whole  body  of 
planters.  If  the  hon.  Member  felt  as  the 
Government  did,  that  the  interests  of  the 
whole  of  the  colonies  must  be  consulted  in 
this  question,  he  would  see  that  it  was  not 
just  towards  a  colony  not  producing  a 
high  quality  of  sugar,  to  bring  that  colony 
into  unfair  competition  with  the  East  India 
sugars.  Now  Demerara,  with  which  the 
hon.  Member  was  connected,  produced  this 
high  quality  of  sugar; -and  by  the  operation 
of  his  proposition  it  would  be  exempted 
from  that  competition  to  which  a  low 
quality  sugar  colony  would  bo  exposed. 
He  was  quite  aware  that  the  hon.  Member 
intended  that  white  clayed  sugar  should 
come  in  as  common  muscoyado  at  18;.  6d,, 
and  that  East  India  sugar  should  come  in 
at  the  same  rate.  But  was  this  fair  towards 
those  colonies  which  did  not  make  these 
fine  sugars  ?  Would  it  be  dealing  fairly 
with  these  colonies  to  give  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's proposition  the  preference  over 
that  of  the  Government,  when  the  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  intended  his  scale  to 
be  of  six  years*  continuance  ?  Practically 
the  hon.  Member  raised  the  duty  from 
18;.  6 J.  to  21;.  7d,  In  all  respects  it 
would  be  found  that  the  practical  effect  of 
the  hon.  Member's  proposition  was  to  in- 
crease the  protection  given  to  a  particular 
kind  of  sugar,  very  much  to  the  disadvan- 
tage of  the  remaining  portion  of  the  colo- 
nies. The  practical  effect  of  the  proposi- 
tion of  a  duty  of  21;.  7d.  on  brown  clayed 
sugar,  would  be  to  raise  the  price  of  all 
sugar,  1;.  7d,  per  cwt.  It  was  not  disputed 
that  it  was  the  highest  duty  on  foreign 
sugar,  which  determined  the  price  of  sugar. 
The  proposition  of  Her  Majesty's  QoT«n- 
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ment  wm  for  20s,  duty  on  foreign  gngar — 
the  bon.  Member's  proposition  was  for 
21f.  7d.  duty.  Tbe  first  effect,  therefore, 
would  be  to  raise  the  price  of  all  sugars  to 
the  extent  of  the  difference.  He  had  been 
exceedingly  amused  at  noticing  that  the 
right  bon.  Member  for  Oxford  University 
and  the  bon.  Member  for  Liverpool  had 
pertinacionBly  throughout  the  discussion 
inBisted  on  this  being  a  question  of  revenue, 
without  taking  into  consideration  the  in- 
terest of  the  consumer.  There  was  no 
person  m  or  out  of  that  House,  more 
aliye  to  the  necessity  of  keeping  the  in- 
come of  the  country  equal  to  the  expen- 
diture; but  when  proposing  a  measure 
of  this  kind  it  would  be  idle  to  expect  to 
relieve  an  interest  in  the  way  the  House 
wished  to  relieve  the  colonial  interest, 
without  making  a  sacrifice  one  way  or 
other.  It  was  necessary  to  assist  the 
West  Indian  colonies ;  that  could  only  be 
done  by  an  increased  price  or  a  diminished 
duty.  It  was  an  unfair  way,  therefore,  of 
dealing  with  the  question  to  dwell  on  the 
sacrifice  Government  were  obliged  to  make 
in  their  case,  and  to  keep  back  what  would 
be  tbe  effect  if  the  proposition  on  the 
other  side  were  adopted.  He  would  under- 
take to  show  if  the  House  adopted  the 
propositions  of  Government  that  an  im- 
portant saving  to  the  country  would  be  ef- 
fected— that  the  interests  of  the  revenue 
and  the  consumer  would  be  one  and  the 
same  thing.  The  proposition  of  tbe  hon. 
Gentleman  would  have  a  reverse  effect. 
By  the  showing  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  a 
loss  of  revenue  was  to  arise,  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government's  proposition  were 
adopted,  of— for  the  first  year,  240,000/.; 
for  the  second  year,  480,000/.;  and  the 
next  four  years*  960,000/.  He  would  ad- 
nut,  if  yon  simply  tooL.  the  number  of 
hundredweights  of  sugar  on  which  the  duty 
would  operate  into  account,  that  you  would 
arrive  at  the  conclusions  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber; but  then  it  would  be  impossible  to 
deny  that  an  advantage  would  be  gained 
by  a  reduction  of  the  duty  on  foreign 
sugar,  which  must  be  taken  into  account. 
It  was  but  fair  and  right  to  put  the  in- 
creased consumption  against  the  loss  of 
revenue;  and  if  this  increase  did  not  make 
np  f(H*  that  loss,  it  would,  in  his  opinion, 
go  a  long  way  towards  doing  so.  But 
what  would  be  the  effect  of  the  proposi- 
Uon  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leominster  ? 
In  the  first  year  the  increased  price  of 
n^pur.  If.  7d,,  would  cause  a  difference 
to  the  eonsumer  of  290,0002.  against  the 


240,000/.  which  the  country  would  lose. 
In  three  years  the  revenue  loss  would  be 
720,000/.,  while  the  effect  of  the  hon. 
Member's  proposition  would  be  to  increase 
the  price  of  sugar  in  the  same  period  by 
1,350,000/.  And  so  the  matter  would  go 
on  in  the  same  proportion  to  the  end  of 
the  sixth  year.  At  the  end  of  that  period 
the  increased  cost  of  sugar  would  be 
2,400,000/.  as  compared  with  the  proposi- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  Whe- 
ther the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member 
was  looked  at  in  a  revenue  point  of 
view,  or  as  affecting  the  sugar  consu- 
mer,  it  would  be  seen  that  the  measure 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  an 
enormous  advantage  over  it.  Jle  thought 
the  right  hon.  the  Member  for  Oxford 
University  would  not  deny  that  while  a 
scale  of  duty  was  dropping,  consumption 
rapidly  increased.  This  could  not  occur 
in  the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leo- 
minster. It  was  unlikely  that  an  increased 
consumption  would  follow  increased  price. 
He  would  ask  hon.  Members  to  consider 
what  would  be  the  position  of  the  West 
Indies  in  six  years  hence,  if  the  measures 
proposed  by  the  other  side  of  the  House 
were  carried  out? — what  would  be  the  posi- 
tion of  tbe  colonies  in  1854  without  protec- 
tion, and  exposed  to  increased  competition? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Oxford  University  found  a  difficulty  with 
regard  to  tbe  nature  of  tbe  Amendment, 
and  be  advised  an  increased  protection  to 
tbe  West  Indies  under  particular  circum- 
stances. Tbe  rigbt  hon.  Gentleman  talked 
of  tbe  great  sacrifice  of  revenue,  and  he 
found  fault  with  Ilcr  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment for  proposing  this  sacrifice.  But  the 
rigbt  bon.  Gentleman  proposed  no  plan 
himself  by  which  tbe  revenue  was  to  be 
increased;  and  it  seemed  odd  to  hear  the 
rigbt  hon.  Gentleman  talk  of  increasing 
tbe  amounts  proposed  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  by  way  of  relief,  in  the  shape 
of  advances  to  the  colonists.  Tbough  Her 
Majesty's  Government  proposed  to  advance 
500,000/.  for  emigration  purposes,  yet  tbe 
noble  Lord  distinctly  said  be  bad  no  objec- 
tion, if  it  were  tbougbt  to  be  tbe  most  de- 
sirable plan,  to  advance  a  portion  of  the 
money  for  public  improvements,  or  in  otber 
ways,  so  as  to  avoid  tbe  inconvenience  of 
making  private  loans.  Tbe  rigbt  bon. 
Member  for  Oxford  University  made  much 
objection  to  tbe  dropping  scale  proposed 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tbe  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trado  had  stated  that  mischief 
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was  likely  to  occur  in  a  dropping  scale,  if 
that  scale  dropped  gradually,  and  if  it  were 
known  when  these  changes  wer.e  to  take 
place.  The  great  tendency  to  an  increase 
in  the  consumption  of  sugar  had  frequently 
heen  alluded  to  in  the  course  of  that  de- 
bate; and  as  that  tendency  formed  an  im- 
portant part  X)f  the  foundation  of  the  mea- 
sure of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  both 
as  regarded  the  relief  to  be  given  to  the 
West  Indies  and  the  price  to  the  consumer, 
he  could  not  dwell  too  much  upon  it.  It 
would  be  in  the  remembrance  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  that  House,  that,  for  many  years 
antecedent  to  the  alteration  of  the  duties 
in  1845  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite, the  consumption  of  sugar  had  re- 
mained stationary.  In  the  year  1830,-  it 
wafe  202,000  tons;  in  the  year  1843,  it 
was  203,000  tons;  and  in  no  year  between 
those  two  periods  did  it  exceed  206,000 
tons :  so  that  a  very  slight  fluctuation  took 
place  during  the  space  of  thirteen  or  four- 
teen years,  while  the  duties  were  so  high 
as  to  be. almost  prohibitory  to  the  increase 
of  consumption.  What  was  the  effect  of 
the  altered  duties  in  1845  upon  the  con- 
sumption? Sugar  rose  to  244,000  tons; 
and  in  1846,  such  was  the  effect  of  the 
further  reduction  of  duty,  that  the  con- 
sumption increased  to  261,000  tons.  In 
the  further  reduction  which  took  place  last 
year,  the  consumption  rose  to  290,000 
tons;  and  he  would  ask  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  if  they  now  adopted  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leomin- 
ster, and  kept  the  duty  stationary  for  the 
next  seven  years,  what  right  had  he  to 
calculate  that  they  should  have  a  material 
increase  in  the  consumption  of  sugar  for 
the  next  six  years  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  attempted  to  lead  them  away  when 
talking  of  the  increase  of  consumption,  by 
alluding  to  the  reduction  of  the  colonial 
duties,  year  by  year,  to  the  extent  of  a 
single  shilling;  but  by  such  imperceptible 
steps,  no  materially  increased  consumption 
could  be  expected.  In  another  part  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech,  he  at  once 
admitted  that  it  was  not  a  small  or  gradual 
reduction,  but  a  sudden  and  large  one, 
which  caused  an  increase  of  consumption. 
Both  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liverpool,  appeared  much  more  dis- 
]  to  turn  this  question  into  a  debate 

on  ihe  revenue  question,  than  into  a  de- 
the  I    ^ar  duties.     If  the  pro- 
i  jesty's  Government  were 


adopted,  he  was  prepared  to  contend  that 
the  increased  consumption  during  the  next 
six  years  would  be  such  as  to  leave  the 
revenue  harmless  during  that  period.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  must  not  ask  the  House 
to  compare  the  plan  of  the  Government 
with  the  law  of  1846;  but  the  House  must 
take  it  in  comparison  with  the  proposed 
Amendment,  and  consider  their  relative 
effects.  If  they  considered  it  as  a  question 
of  revenue,  they  were  entitled,  in  support- 
ing the  measure  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, to  take  the  whole  increased  con- 
sumption arising  from  the  descending  scale 
of  foreign  duties,  and  the  increased  re- 
venue  derived  from  that  increased  con- 
sumption. The  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool 
said  that  the  returns  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
for  the  last  five  months  showed  a  decrease 
in  the  amount  consumed.  He  was  quite 
willing  to  admit  that;  but  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  reflected  for  a  single  mo- 
ment, he  would  have  discovered^intimate 
as  he  must  be  with  the  proceedings  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  and  general  commercial 
transactions — that  there  was  a  very  easy 
answer  to  be  given.  It  was  quite  true 
that  up  to  the  5th  of  May,  the  consumption 
of  sugar  did  show  an  increase  of  200  tons 
as  compared  with  the  last  year,  and  that 
the  consumption  up  to  the  5th  of  June 
showed  a  diminution,  ascompared  with  the 
last  year,  of  900  tons;  but  did  not  the 
hon.  Gentleman  bear  in  mind  that  the 
West  Indian  Committee  had  been  sitting 
for  four  months  previously,  and  had  made 
a  report  recommending  an  increased  pro- 
tection of  I  Of.,  and  that  those  who  were 
connected  with  the  sugar  trade  looked  for- 
ward to  the  5th  of  July,  when  there  was 
to  be  a  diminution  of  foreign  duty  to  the 
extent  of  Is.  6d.?  In  the  face  of  all  that, 
did  the  hon.  Gentleman  believe  that  the 
refiner  would  add  to  his  stock  more  than, 
or  as  much  as,  the  usual  quantity  ?  [An 
Hon.  Member  :  In  what  sort  is  the  falling 
off?]  In  all  sorts.  When  they  were  aware 
that  half  of  the  whole  quantity  of  raw  su- 
gar taken  out  of  bond  was  taken  to  the 
refiners',  and  they  knew  that  the  refiners 
had  an  eye  fixed  on  the  5th  of  July  and 
the  expected  reduction  of  duty,  they  must 
expect  that  they  would  reduce  their  stocks. 
What  took  place  in  1846?  A  similar  fall- 
ing-off  in  the  returns  took  place,  and  from 
a  similar  cause;  but  there  was  no  reason  to 
believe  that  the  consumption  was  reduced; 
and  he  hoped  that  the  deficiencies  of  May 
and  June  would  be  made  up  by  the  present 
month.     The  hon.  Member  for  Leomin- 
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Bter,  at  an  early  period  of  the '  evening, 
attempted  to  fihow  that  they  would  have 
a  diminished  quantity  of  sugar  imported 
this  year,  and  that  the  Government  had 
no  right  to  look  for  an  increased  consump- 
tion. Last  year  there  was  received  from 
the  West  Indies  259,000  tons  of  sugar; 
and  from  the  host  information  he  had  re- 
ceived, at  the  smaUest  computation  there 
would  he  230,000  tons  this  year.  From 
the  Maoritius  the  smallest  quantity  that 
would  he  received  was  50,000  tons,  while 
they  received  90,000  last  year;  and  from 
the  East  Indies  they  had  received  65,000 
tons.  These,  with  some  other  items,  would 
give  345,000  tons,  against  390,000,  and 
that  amount  would  be  ample  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Government.  They  were  in- 
formed that  the  Government  made  a  false 
calculation  as  to  the  stock  in  hand  of  co- 
lonial sugars;  but  during  the  last  two  years 
that  stock  had  been  nearly  the  same.  In 
1847,  the  amount  was  57,000  tons,  and  in 
June  last  it  was  57,300  tons;  but  any  hon. 
Gentleman  who  was  acquainted  with  the 
facts  must  know  that  the  shipment  from 
the  colonies  was  later  this  year  than  the 
last.  Last  year  the  shipment  was  early, 
and  this  year  it  was  pai*ticularly  late;  but 
taking  the  actual  produce  in  existence,  the 
stock  was  this  year  80,000  tons,  against 
58,000  tons  during  a  corresponding  period 
of  last  year.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Liverpool,  hod  attempted  to  create 
a  feeling  against  the  proposition  of  Her 
Majesty  s  Government,  on  the  general 
ground  of  revenue;  and  he  thought  that 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  had 
not,  with  his  usual  care  and  clearness, 
referred  to  the  published  returns,  or  else 
there  could  be  no  reason  for  the  tone  of 
rebuke  which  he  held  towards  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer on  the  statement  which  he  made  the 
other  evening  with  regard  to  the  revenue. 
He  was  quite  ready  to  admit  that  the  re- 
tunia  showed  a  deficit  of  2,400,000^. ;  but 
they  could  refer  to  the  consolatory  fact, 
that  upon  the  whole  deficit  of  2,400,000^, 
there  was  no  less  than  2,200,000^.  to  be 
referred  not  to  the  past  six  months,  but  to 
the  last  six  months  of  the  past  year,  as 
.  compared  with  a  similar  period  of  the  pre- 
ceding year,  during  which  the  country  was 
in  a  hig^  state  of  prosperity,  whilst  the  lat- 
ter period  was  unparalleled  as  a  time  of 
gmieraland  commercial  distress.  He  would 
call  the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
i  to  the  fact  that  during  the  last  six 
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months,  up  to  the  7th  of  July,  the  revenue 
was  only  209,0002.  less  than  the  revenue 
from  ordmary  sources  during  a  similar  six 
months  of  the  last  year,  though  the  gene- 
ral commercial  prosperity  of  the  two  pe- 
riods differed  extremely;  and  during  the 
last  quarter  the  expenditure  had  only  ex- 
ceeded the  revenue  by  35,0002.  He  hoped 
that  he  had  succeeded  in  showing  that  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  to  benefit  the 
colonial  sugar  growers  by  raising  the  duty 
Is,  7d,,  to  the  direct  disadvantage  of  the 
other  colonies,  and  also  of  the  English  re- 
finer, was  one  which  could  not  be  enter- 
tained in  comparison  to  the  Government 
proposition.  It  was  a  direct  benefit  to  par- 
ticular colonies,  and  it  excluded  all  other 
colonial  sugar  from  the  benefit  which  the 
white  clayed  sugar  duties  had  given  to  the 
vacuum  pans  of  Demerara.  For  these 
reasons  he  hoped  that  the  House  would 
reject  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  BARKLY  :  As  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  twice  alluded  to  the  personal  con- 
siderations which  he  supposes  actuate  me 
in  bringing  forward  my  Amendment,  I 
think  it  necessary  at  once  to  say,  that  in 
the  colony  of  Berbice,  with  which  I  am 
connected,  there  is  not  a  single  vacuum 
pan.  In  the  island  of  Demerara  there  are 
only  200  tons  of  sugar  coming  under  the 
denomination  of  white  clayed,  so  that  that 
colony  would  only  be  interested  to  the  ex- 
tent of  4002.,  or  rather  less.  He  had 
omitted  white  clayed  sugar  from  the  Brit- 
ish colonial  scale,  because  he  had  done  so 
from  the  foreign  scale  also;  but  he  would 
be  quite  prepared  to  move  its  retention,  if 
it  should  be  thought  advisable. 

Mr.  WILSON  had  no  intention  to 
charge  the  hon.  Gentleman  with  a  desire 
to  benefit  himself  personally. 

Sir  G.  clerk  said,  that  after  the 
lengthened  discussion  which  had  taken 
place  on  this  subject,  he  had  no  desire  to 
occupy  the  House  at  any  length  on  the 
present  occasion;  but  he  was  anxious  to 
state  shortly  the  reasons  which  induced 
him  to  support  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leominster.  The  part  of  that 
hon.  Member's  plan  which  had  been  most 
insisted  upon,  both  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Westbury,  as  giving  an  undue  advantage 
to  the  West  India  colonies,  was  the  omis- 
sion from  his  scale  of  white  clayed  sugar, 
or  sugar  equal  to  white  clayed.  But  if 
hon.  Members  looked  to  the  return  of  the 
quantity  of  sugar  imported  last  year,  they 
would  find  that  not  above  30,000  cwt. 
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paid  the  high  duty  of  white  clayed  sugar, 
and  that  of  that  quantity  more  than  one- 
third,  or  12,000  cwt.,  was  foreign  sugar, 
16,000  cwt.  East  Indian  sugar,  and  only 
4,000  West  India  sugar.  So  that,  so  far 
from  the  West  Indies  heing  likely  to  be- 
nefit from  the  omission  of  the  distinctive 
duty  of  white  clayed  sugar,  it  would  not  be 
the  West  Indies,  but  the  East  Indies,  and 
the  producers  of  foreign  sugar,  who  would 
benefit.  Whatever  objection  might  be  taken 
to  the  scale  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leo- 
minster, as  being  an  increase  of  difierential 
duty,  would  apply  with  almost  equal  force 
to  the  plan  of  the  Government,  for  that 
plan,  as  every  one  knew,  was  totally  at 
variance  with  the  Act  of  1846,  to  which 
so  late  as  the  30th  of  May  the  Government 
had  declared  their  unalterable  adherence. 
The  fact  was  that  the  Act  of  1846  had 
been  abandoned  by  almost  universal  con- 
sent, so  that  the  one  plan  was  as  open  to 
the  objection  of  increasing  the  differential 
duty  as  the  other.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Westbury  had  stated  that 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
stated  to  the  House,  namely,  that  the 
price  of  sugar  must  be  regulated  by  the 
price  at  which  foreign  sugar  was  sold  in 
bond,  with  the  duty  added.  It  was  clear 
that  there  was  not  a  tendency  to  increase 
the  consumption  of  foreign  sugar,  and  that 
the  proposition  of  the  Government  would 
occasion  a  loss  to  the  revenue  of  240,000^. 
It  would  be  found  that  in  the  five  months 
ending  the  5th  of  June  last  there  was  a 
falling-off  in  consumption  of  1,000  tons, 
as  compared  with  the  first  ^sq  months  of 
1847;  but  this  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
bury  said  that  he  could  easily  explain. 
He  said  that  there  was  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  sitting,  and  that  an 
idea  had  got  abroad  that  they  would  re- 
commend an  increase  of  difierential  duty, 
and  that  under  those  circumstances  colo- 
nial sugar  would  derive  an  advantage,  and 
that  foreign  sugar  would  be  at  a  disadvan- 
tage. He  was  afraid  that  the  real  fact  was  to 
be  found  in  the  disinclination  to  increase  the 
consumption  of  sugar.  The  average  price 
of  sugar  for  the  first  five  months  of  1847 
was  34$.  per  cwt.,  and  the  average  price 
for  the  first  five  months  of  1848  was  24«. 
That  was  a  fall  of  IO5.  per  cwt.,  and 
yet  there  appeared  to  be  no  increase  of 
consumption.  The  principal  difference  be- 
tween the  plan  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Leominster  and  that  of  the 
Government  was  the  continuance  of  the 
differential  duty  for  six  years,  and  that  at 


the  expiration  of  that  time  colonial  and 
foreign  sugar  should  come  in  at  the  same 
duty.  The  hon.  Member  for  Westbury 
said  that  if  there  was  to  be  a  regular  fall 
of  duty,  the  merchants  would  arrange 
so  as  to  get  sugar  home  just  at  the 
time  when  the  change  would  take  place, 
and  that  people  of  large  capital  or  credit 
would  give  their  orders  so  as  to  have  them 
completed  about  that  time.  This  might  be ; 
but  how  would  it  fare  with  the  West  In- 
dian planter  or  merchant,  who  had  neither 
capital  nor  credit,  and  was  obliged  to  force 
his  goods  into  the  market.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman also  said  that  the  Government  plan 
had  the  recommendation  that  it  gave  time- 
ly notice  to  all  parties.  But  the  great  ad- 
vantage of  the  plan  of  his  hon.  Friend  was, 
that  it  saved  the  revenue;  or  rather  the 
great  objection  to  that  of  the  Government, 
was  the  loss  which  it  would  occasion  to 
the  revenue,  at  a  time  when  the  defici- 
ency, as  stated  by  the  noble  Lord,  was 
3,000,000^.,  and  as  afterwards  stated  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  2,000,0O0Z.; 
but,  in  truth,  even  upon  the  showing  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  himself,  the 
whole  revenue  upon  which  he  calculated  for 
the  current  year  was  about  51,000,000^.,  to 
meet  an  expenditure  of  about  54,000, OOOi. 
Now,  it  was  admitted  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Westbury,  and  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  that  240,000^.  would  be 
lost  to  the  revenue  by  the  proposition  of 
the  Government;  and  on  that  ground  chiefly 
he  was  unwilling  to  accede  to  that  proposal. 
It  would  be  no  advantage  to  the  consumer, 
because  the  consumer  of  sugar  paid  other 
taxes;  and  the  people  would  have  to  sup- 
ply that  deficiency  of  revenue  by  bearing 
increased  taxation  in  some  other  shape. 
It  was,  he  thought,  very  desirable  that  no 
change  should  take  place  in  the  amount  of 
revenue  from  sugar  this  year;  and  even  if 
the  revenue  should  afterwards  be  replaced, 
it  was  a  serious  matter  to  throw  away 
240,000;.  in  the  present  state  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, even  for  a  single  year.  He  ad- 
mitted that,  whenever  the  revenue  could 
afford  it,  there  was  no  tax  which  would  be 
more  properly  or  advantageously  reduced 
than  that  on  sugar;  but  their  primary  duty 
was  to  keep  up  the  public  revenue.  He 
need  not  apologise  for  adverting  to  this  ^ 
subject,  because  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, last  Friday  night,  took  an  oppor- 
tunity of  stating  to  the  House  the  improved 
prospects  of  the  revenue,  in  order  to  induce 
the  House  to  reduce  this  tax  more  readily; 
but  what  were  the  improred  prospects! 
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He  rejoiced  to  find  that  there  was  an  in- 
crease of  350,0001.  on  malt;  hut,  even  in- 
cludmg  that  in  the  income,  there  would  he 
a  large  deficiency.  The  plan  of  the  Go- 
yernment  had  no  tendency  to  increase  the 
consumption  of  sugar;  and,  upon  that 
ground,  and  considering  the  deficiency  in 
the  income,  he  was  unwilling  to  sacrifice 
unnecessarily  240,000^.  of  revenue.  To 
the  consumer  of  sugar,  if  he  paid  no  other 
taxation,  this  might  he  heneficial;  hut,  as 
the  people  of  this  country  must  make  up 
the  deficiency,  in  some  shape  or  other,  hy 
increased  taxation,  it  was  of  no  advantage 
to  them  to  reduce  the  price  of  sugar  hy  a 
lacrifice  of  240,0002.  in  one  hranch  of  the 
reyenue.  But  even  with  respect  to  the  in- 
crease of  the  duty  on  malt,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  told  them,  that  from  the  peculiar 
quality  of  the  malt  last  year,  there  was  so 
much  saccharine  matter  contained  in  it 
that  the  use  of  sugar  in  the  hreweries  and 
distilleries  would  he  diminished  in  a  corre- 
sponding proportion.  Now,  last  year  12,000 
tons  of  sugar  were  used  in  hreweries  and 
distilleries;  hut  prohahly  there  would  in 
the  present  year  he  a  great  falling-off  in 
the  consumption  of  su^ar  for  those  pur- 
poses. Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  that  he  should  have  150,0002.  addi- 
tional revenue  in  consequence  of  ahandon- 
ing  the  militia  project,  and  that  was  cer- 
tainly an  actual  saving  to  that  amount. 
But,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke 
of  heing  ahle  to  reduce  300,0002.  on  the 
Navy  and  Ordnance  estimates,  he  must  say 
that  that  was  really  no  actual  saving;  it 
was  throwing  over  to  next  year  a  hurden 
which  helonged  to  the  present.  In  addi- 
tion to  which,  he  was  afraid  that  the  ex- 
cess of  expenditure  over  the  naval  votes 
would  be  more  than  300,0002.  In  the  year 
ending  April,  1847,  the  naval  expenditure 
had  exceeded  the  votes  hy  240,0002. ;  and 
he  estimated  the  excess  at  400,0002.  for 
the  year  ending  April,  1848;  it  might 
be  more,  hut  he  felt  sure  that  it  would 
not  be  less;  therefore  it  was  quite  clear 
that  the  excess  of  naval  expenditure  over 
the  TOtes  was  to  he  set  off  against  the  re- 
duction of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
spoke.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
adopted  the  recommendation  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bolton,  by  carrying  the  appro- 
priations in  aid  to  the  ways  and  means  of 
the  present  year,  and  he  calculated  that 
ha  ahoold  gain  hy  that  change.  Now 
that  ohange  might  simplify  the  accounts, 
but  it  oouU  be  no  saving  to  the  country; 


it  could  not  reduce  deficiency  of  revenue, 
and  it  was  the  duty  of  that  House  to 
keep  up  the  revenue,  and  when  they 
had  a  deficiency  of  1,500,0002.,  accord* 
ing  even  to  the  improved  prospects  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  not  to 
throw  away  240,0002.  It  was  the  duty  of 
that  House  to  cut  down  the  expenditure  of 
the  country  as  far  as  possible;  but  when 
they  were  satisfied  of  its  necessity  it  was 
then  equally  the  duty  of  the  House  to  pro* 
vide  the  means  of  meeting  that  expendi-^ 
ture.  The  public  credit  could  not  others 
wise  be  supported;  and  unless  the  publio 
credit  was  maintained,  our  institutions  could 
not  be  preserved.  With  this  view,  and  for 
these  reasons,  he  should  cordially  support 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  C.  BRUCE  did  not  think  the  present 
state  of  the  public  finances  would  warrant 
any  sacrifice  of  revenue.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  in  addressing  the  House 
the  other  night  upon  the  deficiency  of  the 
revenue,  had  made  a  slight  allusion  to  the 
duty  on  corn,  but  he  seemed  to  feel  that 
it  would  bum  his  mouth.  If  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire 
succeeded,  in  the  present  state  of  the  re- 
venue, in  prevailing  upon  the  House  to 
sacrifice  an  amount  of  revenue  to  the  ex- 
tent of  1,200,0002.  a  year,  raised  by  the 
duty  upon  com — a  duty  which  nobody  made 
matter  of  complaint — then  he  could  only 
say  that  ho  would  deserve  another  purse 
of  80,0002.  from  all  those  persons  in  the 
country  who  desired  to  see  extensive 
changes  in  the  country  brought  about  by 
financial  embarrassment.  But,  referring 
to  the  more  immediate  question  before  the 
House,  ho  must  say  that  neither  he  nor 
his  constituents  had  any  personal  connex- 
ion with  or  interest  in  the  West  Indian  co- 
lonies; but  they  regarded  that  question  as 
one  involving  the  honour  of  this  country 
and  the  great  interests  of  humanity — 
which  were  matters  that  ought  to  be  held 
as  paramount  in  that  House.  They  had 
to  say  whether  they  would  adopt  a  course 
that  would  give  effect  to  their  past  efforts 
to  abolish  slavery,  or  pursue  a  policy  hav- 
ing a  tendency  to  render  all  those  efforts 
vain — to  augment  the  sufferings  of  the 
African  race — and  to  wrench  from  this 
country  the  glory  of  having  at  least  at- 
tempted to  extinguish  the  abominable  traf- 
fic in  human  beings.  They  had  been  told 
that  this  was  a  question  of  revenue  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool ;  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westbury  had  told  them  it 
was  emphatically  the  British  consumers' 
L2 
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question.  Now,  he  differed  ft'om  both  of 
those  views,  and  maintained  that  it  was  a 
question  of  West  Indian  distress,  of  whe- 
ther they  would  now  so  legislate  as  to 
rescue  the  planters  from  ruin.  Everybody 
would  admit  that  their  policy  towards  the 
West  Indian  colonies  had  of  late  years 
been  marked  by  egregious  folly  and  disho- 
nesty; it  was  a  great  breach  of  faith,  and 
had  aggravated  slavery.  Now,  he  did  not 
blame  the  present  or  the  late  Government 
for  this ;  but  he  did  blame  the  people  of 
the  United  Kingdom  for  encouraging  and 
stimulating  the  Government  in  adopting 
the  selfish  and  demoralising  axioms  of  free 
trade.  He  was  actuated  by  no  hostility  to 
the  Government,  or  any  desire  to  disturb 
or  unsettle  its  position  in  the  vote  he  in- 
tended to  give;  on  the  contrary,  he  should 
regard  it  as  a  great  misfortune  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  country  if  a  change  took 
place  in  the  Government,  which  he  must 
confess  had  conducted  itself  with  great  de- 
cision, temper,  energy,  and  success  in  the 
recent  difficult  and  threatening  state  of  af- 
fairs; and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
had  merited  the  approbation  and  gratitude 
of  the  country  for  the  manner  in  which  he 
had  guided  the  ship  of  the  State  past  the 
shoiJs  and  the  breakers.  Of  other  depart- 
ments of  the  Administration,  however,  he 
could  not  express  equal  approval;,  but  he 
would  abstain  from  introducing  party  feel- 
ing into  the  debate.  Now  that  a  better 
spirit  and  feeling  had  come  over  persons* 
minds,  it  behoved  them  to  set  sedulously 
about  repairing  the  evils  entailed  upon  the 
colonies  by  their  past  mischievous  legisla- 
tion. Everybody  intimately  connected  with 
the  West  Indies  repudiated  the  idea  that 
the  Government  proposition  was  adequate 
to  the  emergency  for  which  it  was  de- 
signed. The  Government  ought  to  have 
adopted  the  recommendations  of  the  able, 
indefatigable,  independent,  and  honest 
Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
state  of  the  West  Indies— a  course  which, 
whilst  it  might  have  been  adopted  without 
compromising  the  independence  of  the  Go- 
vernment, would  at  least  have  convinced 
the  West  Indian  planters  that  they  were 
at  length  disposed  to  grant  them  repara- 
tion and  redress,  and  would  have  absolved 
the  Government  from  responsibility,  if  the 
distress  of  these  colonies  did  not  gradually 
disappear.  He  regretted  that  the  princi- 
ples of  free  trade  and  protection  had  been 
so  much  mixed  up  with,  and  made  so  pro- 
minent in   that  discussion:   the  question 


turned  upon  infinitely  higher  considerations 
than  either  the  one  or  the  other  of  these 
systems;  the  principles  of  humanity  were  at 
stake  in  the  question.  But  if  the  Govern- 
ment wished  to  act  upon  free-trade  maxims, 
they  had  really  cut  away  the  ground  from 
under  their  own  feet;  for  the  Governipent 
proposition  involved  an  equal  abandonment 
of  free-trade  principles  with  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Droitwich.  The  present, 
he  admitted,  was  an  exceptional  case,  and 
the  Government  could  not  fairly  be  regard- 
ed as  turning  their  backs  upon  free  trade, 
because  in  this  peculiar  instance  they  did 
not  rigidly  apply  its  maxims.  Free  trade, 
like  everything  else,  was  chiefly  to  be  found 
fault  with  when  it  was  pushed  too  far,  and 
pursued  without  reference  to  existing  in- 
terests. Again,  upon  the  simple  ground 
of  economy,  the  Government  would  only 
be  acting  wisely  if  it  made  an  adequate 
concession  to  the  colonies,  otherwise  they 
would  be  actually  throwing  away  money. 
By  the  consumer  putting  up  with  the  sa- 
crifice of  about  \d,  per  lb.  on  sugar,  the 
value  of  the  fee-simple  of  the  colonies 
would  be  enhanced;  and  it  would  therefore 
be  altogether  cheaper  for  this  country  to 
maintain  the  colonies.  The  difference  be- 
tween the  two  propositions  immediately 
before  the  House  was  very  slight;  and  it 
was  almost  a  toss-up  which  of  them  they 
should  adopt.  The  great  question  was, 
would  they  seek  to  restore  prosperity  to  the 
colonies,  and  to  suppress  the  slave  trade? 
Slavery  could  only  be  put  down  by  exclu- 
ding slave-grown  sugar  from  our  markets; 
and  if  they  would  have  the  planters  intro- 
duce all  those  improvements  which  had 
been  recommended  upon  estates,  they  must 
allow  them  not  only  a  large  amount  of  pro- 
tection, but  secure  it  to  them  for  a  suffi- 
cient length  of  time  to  admit  of  the  full 
development  of  all  the  remedies  suggested 
upon  this  question.  He  concurred  with 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tamworth  in 
doubting  whether  immigration  would  be  of 
any  substantial  avail.  He  feared  those 
colonies  which  resorted  to  it  would  after- 
wards find  they  had  tied  a  millstone  round 
their  own  necks;  but  the  colonial  expendi- 
ture might  be  advantageously  diminished. 
He  would  vote  for  the  Amendment,  as 
being  the  lesser  evil,  although  he  had  no 
hope  that,  even  if  it  were  carried,  it  would 
secure  its  object. 

Mr.  H.  BAILLIE  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Westbury  affirmed  that  a  differen- 
tial duty  against  foreign  sugar,'  no  matter 
to  what  amount,  small  or  large,  was  a  tax 
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of  80  mncli  upon  the  people  of  ibis  country. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  laid  that  down  as  an 
axiom;  but  be  was  prepared  to  deny  it. 
The  planters  in  Cuba  could  grow  sugar  at 
15s.  per  cwt.  cheaper  than  our  colonists; 
and  the  differential  duty  of  10s,  against 
them,  would  still  enable  them  to  compete 
BQCcessfolly  with  our  colonial  produce.  He 
was  at  a  loss  to  conceive  how  the  5s.  dif- 
ference could  be  imposed  upon  the  people 
of.  this  country ;  for  he  thought  it  went 
into  the  pockets  of  the  Cuban  planters.  He 
would  illustrate  his  opinion  by  a  fact  which 
he  had  heard  that  very  day.  He  contended 
that  a  duty  imposed  and  a  duty  taken 
off  did  not  always  burden  or  relieve  the 
consumer.  The  circumstance  to  which  he 
alluded  was  this.  A  merchant  in  the  city 
of  London  had  informed  him  that  day,  that 
upon  ihe  receipt  of  the  intelligence  that 
Is.  6d.  would  DO  taken  off  a  certain  class 
of  sugar  by  the  Government,  he  had  writen 
out  to  Brazil,  for  the  purpose  of  ordering 
ft  certain  quantity  of  sugar  to  be  furnished, 
and  offering  Is.  6d.  more,  so  that  instead 
of  the  consumer  gaining  the  additional 
If.  6d.9  the  Brazilian  planter  would  gain 
it.  He  confessed  he  was  placed  in  a  some- 
what awkward  position  with  respect  to  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Leominster,  because,  although  he 
thought  it  was  preferable  to  the  proposition 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  yet  he  did 
not  consider  it  to  be  so  good  as  that  of 
which  he  had  given  notice.  He  did  not 
think  either  the  proposition  of  the  Govern- 
ment or  that  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Barkly)  would  be  the  means  of  averting 
that  ruin  which  was  impending  over  the 
West  Indies,  or  save  them  from  that  fate 
which  had  been  sealed  by  the  decision  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  And  ne  confessed 
that  it  was  not  without  pain  that  he  re- 
flected upon  what  would  be  the  feelings 
of  the  colonists  when  the  news  of  the  de- 
bate which  had  lately  taken  place  in  that 
House  should  have  been  carried  to  the 
other  side  of  the  Atlantic.  They  (the  co- 
lonists) would  find  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  represented  the  colonies  in  that 
Uonse  (Mr.  Hawes),  whom  they  might 
perhaps  fondly  imagine  would  have  been 
their  advocate,  appeared  as  a  special 
pleader  against  them.  They  would  find 
that  he  stated  on  behalf  of  the  Colonial 
Office  that  there  was  no  particular  dis- 
tress in  the  colonies  at  the  present  mo- 
ment. [Mr.  Hawes:  No!]  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  stated  that  distress  pcr- 
TSided  erery  portion  of  the  empire,  and 


therefore  the  colonists  had  no  great  rea- 
son to  complain  of  the  distress  affecting 
their  interests  in  particular.  But  there 
was  a  remarkable  speech  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman— he  quoted  all  the  despatches 
which  had  been  received  in  this  country 
during  the  last  fifty  years  from  the  colo- 
nies, down  to  the  recent  distress— de- 
spatches which  had  no  bearing  upon  the 
present  discussion;  but  he  entirely  omitted 
to  quote  those  important  despatches  and 
complaints  which  had  been  recently  re- 
ceived from  Lord  Harris  and  by  Sir  C. 
Grey,  and  which  bore  distinctly  upon  the 
subject  before  the  House.  Either  Uie  hon. 
Gentlemen  at  the  Colonial  Office  believed 
or  disbelieved  the  statements  of  the  Go- 
vernors of  the  colonies.  If  they  disbe- 
lieved their  statements,  the  Governors 
ought  to  be  removed.  If  they  believed 
their  statements,  the  hon.  Gentlemen  at 
the  Colonial  Office  were  bound  to  lay 
them  before  the  House.  And  what  would 
be  the  feeling  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States  when  they  read  the  report  of  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  he  (Mr.  Baillie) 
was  at  a  loss  to  understand.  When  they 
found  that  a  statesman  so  eminent,  one 
upon  whose  opinion  so  much  weight  was 
deservedly  placed  in  that  House,  and 
throughout  the  country  generally,  said  that 
no  better  consolation  remained  to  the  West 
India  colonies  than  the  prospect  of  revolt 
amongst  the  slaves  of  Cuba-— or  amongst 
the  slaves  of  the  southern  States  of  Ame- 
rica— he  could  easily  understand  the  feel- 
ings of  indignation  with  which  the  people 
of  America  would  read  that  statement. 
The  question  really  before  the  House  was 
whether  the  West  Indian  colonies  were  to 
be  given  up  or  maintained  ?  If  the  ma- 
jority of  the  House  were  of  the  same  opin- 
ion as  the  hon.  Member  for  the  West 
Riding  of  Yorkshire,  that  the  colonies  were 
useless  and  burdensome,  and  that  it  would 
be  to  the  advantage  of  the  people  of  this 
country  to  receive  colonial  produce  from 
Cuba  and  Brazil,  they  should  at  once  be 
prepared  to  adopt  a  straightforward  course, 
and  to  do  a  last  and  final  act  of  justice  to 
our  West  Indian  colonies.  They  should 
be  prepared  to  state  that,  as  this  country 
had  changed  its  policy  with  regard  to  the 
colonies,  so  they  were  prepared  to  release 
those  colonies  from  any  further  allegiance 
to  the  British  Crown.  They  should  state 
that  they  were  prepared  to  allow  the  colon- 
ists to  adopt  that  course  which  they  might 
think  conducive  to  their  future  happiness 
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and  prosperity ;  that  they  might,  if  they 
thought  proper,  attach  themselves  to  that 
great  country  which  they  believed  to  be 
the  most  able  and  willing  to  extend  to  them 
proper  protection.  That  would  be  the 
most  straightforward  course,  and  to  that 
they  must  ultimately  come.  But  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth 
said  he  was  not  prepared  to  adopt  that 
course— he  was  not  prepared  to  abandon 
or  maintain  the  colonies — he  was  only  pre- 
pared to  adopt  a  neutral  course.  Such  a 
policy  would  bring  the  colonies  to  irretriev- 
able ruin. 

Mr.  godson  recommended  the  House 
to  come  to  the  consideration  of  the  ques- 
tion really  before  it,  which  was  whether 
mnscovado  sugar  should  be  admitted  at 
13*.  or  14*.,  and  not  whether  free  trade 
Bhould  be  applied  to  the  West  India  colo- 
nies. The  House  had  now  decided  that 
the  recommendation  of  the  Committee  of 
the  adoption  of  a  10*.  differential  duty 
should  not  be  agreed  to;  and  although  he 
should  have  most  approved  of  the  plan  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  yet,  as  the 
choice  now  rested  between  the  plan  of  the 
Goremment  and  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leominster,  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
he  thought  the  Government  proposal  the 
better  of  the  two.  It  was  impossible  to  form 
an  uniform  plan  for  all  the  different  sugars 
of  the  different  colonies,  east  and  west, 
which  should  be  equally  applicable  and 
beneficial  to  all.  He  thought  it  unfair 
and  unjust  to  the  West  Indies  to  press  the 
revenue  so  much  as  had  been  insisted  upon 
in  the  present  debate.  The  question  was, 
whether  the  distress  was  so  extreme  that 
by  and  by  the  colonies  must  be  abandoned; 
and,  no  matter  whether  the  revenue  was 
falling  or  not,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Le- 
gislature to  preserve  the  colonies.  As  it 
was  decided  that  the  colonies  were  not  to 
have  the  differential  duty  of  IO5.,  the  next 
best  thing  for  them  was  consumption,  and 
that  was  only  to  be  obtained  by  gradual 
reduction  of  duties.  If  the  plan  of  the 
Ministry  should  be  adopted,  such  was  his 
opinion  of  the  great  advantage  which  the 
slave  trade  gave  to  Cuba  and  Brazil,  that 
he  felt  convinced  that  in  1851  the  then 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  have 
to  come  down  to  the  House  to  stop  the 
scale  from  falling  lower.  The  plan  of  the 
Government  was  so  far  better,  as  it  would 
give  the  West  Indians  at  least  some  glim- 
mering of  hope  of  a  day  when  there  should 
be  something  like  equality — not  mere 
equality  as  to  figures,  but  as  to  value. 


The  Government  also  promised  a  loan  or  a 
gift  of  500,000^  It  would  have  been 
much  better  for  the  West  Indians  to  have 
the  1,300,000^  which  was  owing  to  them; 
but  immigration,  so  far  as  it  went,  would 
go  to  enable  them  to  meet  the  foreign 
trader,  and  an  Englishman,  with  fair  play 
and  fair  means  of  competition,  could  com- 
pete with  any  one.  On  the  two  grounds, 
that  the  plan  proposed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Barkly)  left  out  the  white  sugars, 
and  would  not  increase  consumption,  he 
thought  the  Ministerial  plan  the  least  evil 
of  the  two. 

Mr.  MOWATT  would  promise  not  to 
travel  into  the  budget,  or  "old  stores." 
The  Government  having  come  to  the  de- 
termination that  there  were  circumstances 
in  the  case  of  the  West  Indies  justifying 
a  departure  from  their  rule  of  policy  in 
matters  of  trade  and  commerce,  the  West 
Indians  really  seemed  to  have  the  best  of 
the  argument,  since  they  had  a  right  to 
expect  such  a  scale  as  would  answer  the 
desired  purpose.  For  himself,  he  took 
quite  a  different  view.  He  belonged  nei- 
ther to  the  Government  nor  to  the  West 
Indian  party;  but  if  he  must  give  himself 
a  denomination,  he  should  say  he  was 
there  representing  the  interests  of  a  third 
party  who  were  suffering  between  the  two, 
namely,  the  people.  The  Government 
measure  would  give  no  substantial  aid  to 
the  West  Indians.  They  had  fought  their 
way  through  a  transition  state  from  slave 
labour  to  free,  without  any  thanks  to  the 
Government,  so  far  as  to  reduce  the  cost 
of  production  to  range  between  15s,  and 
20*.  per  cwt.,  while  in  the  slave  countries 
it  was  15s,  Let  alone  for  a  little  longer, 
our  colonies  would  be  able  to  compete  with 
those  countries  ;  there  was  but  a  small 
margin  to  overcome.  But  the  Government 
ought  not  to  have  departed  from  the  prin- 
ciple of  leaving  to  all  industrial  classes 
the  result  of  their  own  enterprise.  It 
would  reopen  a  vast  sea  of  controversy, 
and  shake  the  confidence  of  the  coun- 
try in  the  bond  fides  of  the  Government 
with  respect  to  free  trade.  Viewing  both 
plans  as  evils,  he  (Mr.  Mowatt)  would  take 
no  part  in  either  of  them. 

Lord  G.  BBNTINCK  moved  that  the 
Chairman  report  progress,  and  ask  leave 
to  sit  again. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  a  Com- 
mittee had  been  appointed  to  consider  the 
best  way  of  expediting  the  public  business 
in  that  House;  but  there  could  be  no  great 
hope  of  any    recommendation  of   uieirs 
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being  effectual  unless  the  House  would  de- 
teroune,  when  once  it  had  undertaken  the 
discussion  of  a  subject,  to  go  on  with  it 
and  dispose  of  it.     The  House  was  then, 
on  the  7th  of  July,  occupied  with  the  con- 
tinoation  of  a  debate  which  began  on  the 
1 6th  of  June;  and  he  could  not  see  why 
thej  should  decline  to  proceed  with  the 
discussion.     It  began  when  the  House  was 
not  near  so  full;   it  was  carried  on  with 
great  ability  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  and  others,  who  had  nearly 
exhausted  the   subject,  and  among  them 
were  three  hon.  Gentlemen  interested  in 
the  West  Indian  colonies,  who  had  given 
their  views.     The  noble  Lord,  who  had  for 
months  followed  up  this  question  through 
all  its  difficulties,  was  certainly  fully  en- 
titled to  be  heard,  and  no  doubt  the  House 
would  hear  him  at  any  hour.     But  as  for 
adjourning  to  Monday  the  question  whether 
ih«6  should  be  a  138.  or  a  14^.  duty,  and 
a  protection  of  7s,  for  six  years,  or  duties 
lowered  with  a  yiew  of  increasing  con- 
Bumption,  and  then  on  Monday  beginning 
with  a  thin  House,  and  proceeding  with 
■ome  fifty  Members  through  a  protracted 
disoussion,  it    seemed  to  him   (Lord  J. 
Boaaell)  to  be  giving  such  encouragement 
to  lengthened  debates,  that  he  really  could 
not  consent  to  the  Motion,  and  must  ask  the 
Committee  to  decide  upon  it  by  a  division. 
Lord  G.  BENTINCK  hoped  he  was  not 
asking  anything   unreasonable.     He  was 
the  Chairman  of  the  Select  Committee.    It 
was  not  his  fault  that  he  had  not  yet  ad- 
dressed the  House  in  Committee  at  all;  on 
Friday  night,  at  various  hours,  not  seeking 
to  apeak  at  a  fashionable  hour  of  the  night, 
he  was  up  three  times,  but  was  not  so  for- 
ianate  as  to  catch  the  Chairman's  eye.  He 
feliilhis  duty  to  address  the  Committee; 
and,  charged  as  he  was  with  the  interests 
of  tiiese  West  India  colonies,  ho  thought 
it  was  scarcely  reasonable  to  call  upon  him 
at  a  quarter  past  twelve  to  answer  all  the 
■tatements  that  had  been  made  against 
ilmn,  and  against  the  advice  of  the  Com- 
mittee oyer  which  he  had  the  honour  to 
peside.     Therefore,  though  ho  was  most 
Borrj  at  any  time  to  run  counter  to  the 
fseUng  of  the  House,  confident  as  he  was 
that  at  that  hour  he  had  neither  the  wit 
nor  the  ability  to  amuse  the  House  or  to 
attraet  its  attention,  he  was  under  the  dis- 
agreeable necessity  of  persisting   in  his 
Motion. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question, 
Ikat  the  Chairman  do  report  progress  : — 
Ajea  80  :  Noes  211  ;  Majority  131. 
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Jocelyn,  Visct. 

Benbow,  J. 

JoUiflfe,  SirW.  G.  H. 
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Cardwell,  E. 

Miles,  W. 
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Neeld,  J. 

Cobbold,  J.  C. 

Neeld,  J. 
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Newport,  Visct. 

Compton,  H.  C. 

O'Connor,  F. 
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Oswald,  A. 

Dodd,  J.  W. 

Packe,  C.  W. 

Edwards,  II. 

Pakington,  Sir  J. 

Farnham,  E.  B. 

Renton,  J.  0. 
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Rufford,  F. 

Filmer,  Sir  E. 

Sibthorp,  Col. 

Forbes,  W. 

Smyth,  hon.  G. 

Forester,  hon.  G.  C.  W. 

Spooner,  R. 

Fuller,  A.  E. 

Thesiger,  Sir  F. 

Galway,  Visct. 
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Gaskell,  J.  M. 
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Waddington,  H.  S. 
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Walpole,  S.  H. 
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Wodehouse,  E. 
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Armstrong,  R.  B. 
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Dashwood,  G.  H. 
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Dawson,  hon.  T.  V. 
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Bowring,  Dr. 

Dcnison,  W.  J. 

Boyle,  hon.  Col. 

Divett,  E. 

Brand,  T. 

Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 

Brocklchurat,  J. 

Drumlanrig,  Visct. 

Brotherton,  J. 

Drummond,  H.  H. 

Brown,  W. 

Duncan,  G. 

Browne,  R.  D. 

Duncuft,  J. 
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EOaiic,  few.  J.  E. 
Emeftmn^  J.  K  B. 

EVM*^  J. 

E»wt,ir.: 

Fcrfwoi^  CtL 
FcrfwoB,  Sir  R.  A. 
FiCsGcnU,  W.  R.  S. 
TitaPugitk^  rC  ks.  J.W. 
FitzwiDna,  kiL  G.  W. 
Foky,  J.  H.  H. 
Fonter,  M. 
ForteKW,ho«.  J.W. 
Frtf  rin,  CqL 
GladstOM^rC  kon.ir^ 
GffakuB,  rt.  km.  Sir  J. 
Gnnger,  T.  C. 

Grer,  It.  km.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  B.W. 
Hasfitt^F.  B. 
HaifylNaioB,  Lord  J.  F. 
Hastae,  A. 
Hasde,  A. 
Hawes,  B. 
Ha^  Lord  J. 
Hayes,  Sir  E. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Headlam,  T.  £. 
HeaUieoat,  J. 
Heathcole,  Sir  W. 
Heneage,  G.  H.W. 
Henry,  A. 
Herbert,  ri.  hon.  S. 
Herrey,  Lord  A. 
Hindley,  C. 

Hobhouse,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Hobbouse,  T.  B. 
Hodges.  T.  L. 
Howard,  bon.  C.  W.  G. 
Howard,  bon.  E.  G.  G. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howard,  Sir  R. 
Hugbes,  W.  B. 
IngUs,  Sir  R.  H. 
Jorvis,  Sir  J. 
Korshaw,  J. 
King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 
I^aboucbere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lacy,  H.  C. 
Lasoelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Legh.  G.  C. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lewis,  rt.  hon.  Sir  T.  F. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lindsay,  hon.  Col. 
Littleton,  hon.  E.  R. 
Lockhart,  A.  E. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Macnamara,  Maj. 
M'Cullagh,  W.  T. 
Maher,  N.  V. 
Marshall,  J.  G. 
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PcnoB,C. 
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Rossell,  F.  C.  H. 
Sebolefield,  W. 
Serope,  G.  P. 
Seymer,  H.  K. 
Seymoor,  Sir  H. 
Seymonr.  Lord 
Sbeil,  rt.  bon.  R.  L. 
Sbelbame,  Earl  of 
Smith,  rt.  bon.  R.  V. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  M.  T. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
SoroerTille,rt.hon.SirW. 
Sotheron,  T.  H.  S. 
Spearman,  H.  J. 
Stonsfield.  W.  R.  C. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  H. 
Sturt,  n.  G. 
Sutton,  J.  H.  M. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Talbot,  J.  H. 
Talfourd,  Sen. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thicknesse,  R.  A. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thomely,  T. 
ToUemache,  hon.  J.  F. 
Townshend,  Capt. 
Trelawny.  J.  S. 
Turner,  E. 
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Commitftee  to  sit 

of  SvpfJj. 
agreed  to.     House 
~  St  a  quarter  past 
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IkeSale  of  latmiostiiif  Lkpion 

Ike  fhsBihrr  of  Oommeree  of 

cttbtUm  of  EntaU  (SootUnd) 

a  great  NamlKr  of  other 

FSfilHating  the  Attainment  of 


of  the  Saleof  Beer  Regulatioa  BilL— 
rtam  tm  CMd  FdkwB*  Lodge  of  Dcwsbory,  for  the  Ex- 
liaiiiT  of  Ike  Pronriom  of  the  Benefit  Societiei  Act  to 
thnt  Older.— Fiom  the  DokiafieU  Waterworks  Com- 
pear* ^gpiit  tiM  Pohlie  Health  BUL— From  Ratepayen 
of  the  Nnfh  Union,  Ibr  a  taU  Inquiry  into  the 
WorUac  of  tiie  Iriih  Poor  Law«— Prom  Suflblk,  for  the 
Adopcioa  of  Mcannci  for  tiie  Rcformatipn  of  JuTcnile 


CLUBS  (IRELAND). 

Lord  BROUGHAM  wished  to  direct 
the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
ment  to  a  subject  connected  with  the  pre- 
sent state  of  matters  in  Ireland;  and,  in 
doing  so,  he  hoped  it  would  be  understood 
that  he  was  not  asking  for  information. 
He  alluded  to  the  organisation  of  secret 
clubs  of  a  dangerous  character  in  that 
countiy.  The  well-known  existence  of 
these  clubs  was  causing  the  greatest  alarm 
even  among  persons  of  firm  minds,  as  the 
system  of  organisation  by  which  ihey  were 
formed  and  sustained  was  very  much  cal- 
culated to  lead  away  the  ignorant  and*  un- 
wary. He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  at- 
tention of  Her  Majesty's  Government  was 
directed  to  this  subject,  and  to  the  adop- 
tion of  means  for  obviating  the  dangerous 
consequences  of  that  kind  of  agitation  ia 
Ireland  which  had  ever  been  the  pest  and 
curse  of  that  unhappy  country.  He  was 
sure  that  if  the  Government  vrished  any 
means  taken  to  strengthen  their  hands  in 
this  matter,  they  would  find  no  difficid^ 
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either  in  tbat  or  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament with  regard  to  the  passing  of  any 
measures  that  might  he  deemed  necessary 
to  put  an  end  to  such  a  perilous  state  of 
thmgs* 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE 
thought  it  necessary  only  to  say,  that  the 
attention  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land as  well  as  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  heen  directed  to  this  subject. 
With  respect  to  the  perils  of  those  clubs 
the  existence  of  which  had  been  referred 
to  bj  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  he  be- 1 
lieTed  there  could  be  no  difference  of 
opinion. 


SCOTCH  FREE  CHURCH. 
The  Marquess  of  BREADALBANE  ' 
I  to  present  162  petitions,  complaining 
of  the  refusal  of  sites  for  Free  churches  in 
Scotland.     He  had  about  fifty  other  peti- 
tiooB  to  lay  before  their  Lordships,  but 
these  he  would  delay  till  the  Bill  respecting 
sites  came  from  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment.    The  noble  Marquess  then  quoted  i 
sereral  passages  from  the  report  of  the  < 
Committee  on   Sites,  to  the   effect  that 
they  had  found  on  investigation  that  there 
were  a  nnmber  of  Free  Church  congrega- 
tions in   Scotland  without   any  place  of 
worship,  and  which  were  accustomed   in 
eonseanence  to  meet  in  the  open  air;  that 
725  chorehes  had  already  been  built  by 
the  Free  Church,  and  that  sites  had  been 
refused  to  35  congregations;  and  also  the 
hope  expressed  by    the  Committee  that 
eterj  just  ground  of  complaint  would  be 
speedily  removed  by  those  who  had  it  in 
their  power  to  redress  such   grievances. 
Such  was  the  state  of  matters  when  the 
Committee  reported,  and  he  found  on  in- 
quiry that  there  were  still  35  congregations, 
indoding  16,000  people,  who  were  refused 
sites,  so  that  the  grievance  existed  to  as 
great  an  extent  as  it  did  when  the  report 
of  the  Committee  was  adopted.     He  re- 
garded this  grievance  as  inconsistent  with 
the  principles  of  the  British  constitution; 
and  he  regretted  to  say  that  it  was  one 
which  he  could  not  ezpect  all  their  Lord- 
ships to  condemn,  as  there  were  Members 
of  their  Lordships'  House  who  stood  among 
the  nomber  of  those  by  whom  these  sitcsi 
were  refused.     He  imputed  motives  to  no 
one;  but  he  trusted  that  those  noble  Lords, 
iHien  they  came  to  know  all  the  circum- 
stancei,  would  no  longer  consider  them- 
idres  justified  in  refusing  sites  to  the  Free 
Chnreh.     Would  any  of  their  Lordships  be 
joatified  in  taking  steps  to  prevent  a  man 


from  earning  his  daily  bread  ?  Surely 
not.  Then,  how  could  any  man  be  justi- 
fied in  preventing  others  from  obtaining 
eternal  salvation  in  the  way  which  their 
consciences  pointed  out  ?  No  man  was  en- 
titled to  interpose  between  a  man  and  his 
Maker  and  that  eternal  salvation  which 
God  had  provided.  Who  were  they  to 
whom  sites  were  refused  ?  They  were 
members  of  the  Free  Church  of  Scotland — 
that  denomination  of  Christians  who  from 
conscientious  motives  had  seceded  from  the 
Established  Church  of  that  country.  This 
church  had  698  ministers,  and  the  number 
of  churches  in  existence  was  701;  241 
manses  were  built,  and  53  more  building. 
Since  their  rupture  with  the  Establishment 
they  had  raised,  for  purely  religious  and 
educational  purposes  in  1843-4,  363,713^.; 
in  1 844.5, 344. 483^.;  in  1845-6, 301, 000«.; 
in  1846-7,  311,698/.;  and  in  1847-8, 
276,493^,  making  in  all  a  total  of 
1,600,000?.  in  round  numbers.  Having 
thus  brought  this  grievance  under  their 
Lordships'  notice,  and  having  stated  what 
this  Christian  people  had  done,  he  hoped 
that  they  would  obtain  that  redress  which 
a  British  Legislature  should  afford  to 
British  subjects,  when  they  had  occasion 
to  complain  of  infringements  upon  their 
rights  and  privileges.  The  noble  Marquess 
then  presented  the  petitions. 
House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  July  10,  1848. 

MiNiTTKfl.]     Public  Biliji.— !<>  Poor  Law  Union  Chargw 

(No.  2). 
2o  West  India  Islands  Relief;  Parochial  Debt  and  Audit ; 
Poor  Law  Union  District  Schools ;  Court  of  Justiciary 
(Scotland) ;  Corn  MarkeU  (Ireland). 
3°  County  Cess, 

Petitionh  Presrxtkd.  By  Mr.  Thomas  Greene,  from 
Galgate,  Lancashire,  and  several  other  Places,  foe  an 
Extension  of  the  Elective  Franchise.— By  Mr.  Shannan 
Crawford,  from  Inhabitants  of  Hethnal  Green,  and  by 
other  lion.  Members,  f^om  several  Places,  for  the  Adop- 
tion of  Universal  SufR-age. — By  Viscount  Galway,  from 
Cringley,  Nottingham,  for  a  BcUer  Observaooe  gf  the 
Lord's  Day.— By  Mr.  Cowan,  from  Pennicuiok,  Ml  lll^ 
County  of  Edinburgh,  in  favour  of  the  Places  of  Wonhip 
Sites  (Scotland)  Bill.— By  Sir  H.  F.  Davie,  ttom  th^ 
Magistrates  and  Council  of  Haddington,  for  Inquiry  n^ 
specting  the  Excise  Lsws.—  By  Mr.  Frewcn,  from  several 
Merchants  and  Others,  of  the  City  of  London,  for  a 
Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Malt. — By  Mr.  Cowan,  from  the 
Edinburgh  Chamber  of  Commerce,  against  any  Alteration 
of  Sugar  Duty,— By  Mr.  Duncan,  from  Dundee,  for  In- 
quiry into  the  Bakers*  Grievances. — By  Mr.  Osborne, 
from  Clonmel,  for  Amendment  of  the  Com  Marketa 
(Ireland)  Act.— By  Sir  Lucius  O'Brien,  from  Clare,  for 
the  Abolition  of  the  Ollice  of  Coroner  (Ireland). — By  Sir 
R.  11.  Inglis,  from  the  Parishes  of  Piddington,  Hadile- 
ton,  and  Ilorton,  Northampton,  against  the  Diplomatic 
Relations,  Court  of  Rome,  Bill.^By  Sir  D.  Dundas,  flrom 
Dingwall,  for  an  EsUblisbment  of  a  College  at  Invei 
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Tlie  Eabl  of  LINCOLN  aaid,  that,  in 
rising  to  ask  the  qnestion  of  the  Undei 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  of  which  he  hac 
giren  notice  on  Friday  last,  in  reference 
to  an  Address  to  the  Crown  agreed  to  lasK 
Session  of  Parliament,  he  hoped  he  migh' 
be  allowed  to  preface  his  question  bj  & 
statement  of  what  occurred  on  that  occar 
sion.  On  the  1st  of  Jane,  1847,  he 
mored — 

'*  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Msjestj,  prejing  that  She  will  tai^e  into  Her  most 
gracious  consideration  the  means  by  which  colo^ 
nisation  may  be  made  subsidiarj  to  other  mea> 
sores  for  the  improvement  of  the  social  condition 
of  Ireland,  and  by  which,  consistently  with  a  full 
regard  to  the  interests  of  the  colonies  themselyes. 
the  comfort  and  prosperity  of  those  who  emigrate 
may  be  elfeotaally  promoted." 

Upon  that  occasion  a  debate  ensned,  in  the 
course  of  which  many  hon.  Members  ex- 
pressed themselves  strongly  in  farour  of 
the  Motion.  He  had  explained  to  the 
House  that  his  object  in  moving  the  ad- 
dress was,  that  the  Government  should 
appoint  a  Commission  to  inquire  into  the 
subject.  The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government,  in  the  course  of  hi£ 
speech,  while  assenting  to  the  Motion, 
explained  the  mode  in  which  the  inquiry 
should  be  carried  out.  The  noble  Lord 
disapproved  altogether  of  appointing  a  Com- 
mission, and  said,  among  other  things — 

"  If  you  want  to  get  valuable  opinions,  you 
should  take,  first,  the  opinion  of  the  Governor 
General  and  Council.  I  think  next  it  would  be 
desirable  to  have  the  opinion  of  experienced  per- 
sons in  the  Executive  Council,  as  well  as  that 
also  of  the  Provincial  Assembly  " — 
(alluding,  of  course,  to  Canada.)  The 
noble  Lord  also  said — 

"  It  would  be  necessary  that  such  an  inquiry 
should  come  from  the  Crown;  and  through  those 
organs  of  the  Crown  in  the  province  who  are  ac- 
customed to  transact  business  with  the  executive 
and  legislative  bodies." 

At  tho  close  of  the  noble  Lord's  speech, 
he  said — 

**  We  are  quite  ready  to  direct  the  Governors 
of  each  of  our  British  American  provinces  to  con- 
sult tho  logislativo  bodies  and  the  executive  bo- 
dlcM  fts  to  those  plans  which  are  most  likely  to  be 
useful  to  tho  colonics,  and  to  which  they  will  most 
roadily  lend  nn  ear.  I  am  quite  ready  to  say  that 
wo  sliall  lay  tho  whole  result  of  these  recommen- 
dtttioHM  on  tho  table  of  the  House ;  at  the  same 
time  giving  tho  opinion  of  the  Government  upon 
them  in  another  Session  of  Parliament." 
It  appeared  that  some  little  doubt  existed 
as  to  what  tho  precise  intention  of  the 
noble  Lord  was;  and  before  tho  debate 
closed,  an  hon.  Gentleman,  then  a  Member 
of  the  House  (Sir  W.  James),  said— • 


"  He  did  not  quite  colleot  whether  the  noble 
Lord  intended  any  special  inquiries  to  be  made 
beyond  those  ordinarily  made  through  the  Gover- 
nors of  cdonlei." 

The  noble  Lord  replied — 

"  That  there  would  be  special  inquiries  upon 
this  subject,  but  not  by  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 


To  this  address,  so  assented  to  bj  the 
House,  Her  Majesty,  on  the  14th  of  tho 
same  month,  was  pleased  to  return  this 
most  gracious  answer  : — 

"  I  have  taken  into  my  consideration  tho  Ad- 
dress c^  my  fidthful  Commons.  I  am  deeply  sen- 
sible of  the  advantage  which  may  be  derived  from 
the  adoption  of  further  measures  for  the  promo- 
tion of  colonisation  ;  and  I  will  direct  such  inqui- 
ries to  be  made  as  will  enable  Parliament  to  adopt 
a  course  free  from  those  evils  which  any  precipi- 
tate legislation  on  this  subject  might  cause  both 
to  the  emigrants  and  to  the  colonies." 

On  the  20th  of  December  last — on  the  day 
before  the  House  adjourned  for  the  Christ- 
mas holidays — ^he  (the  Earl  of  Lincoln) 
asked  the  noble  Lord  whether  any  answers 
had  been  given  to  the  despatches  which 
had  been  sent  out  from  the  Colonial  Office 
in  consequence  of  that  address;  and,  if  so, 
whether  those  answers  would  be  laid  on 
the  table  of  the  House  ?  The  noble  Lord 
at  once  said  that  all  the  papers  connected 
with  the  subject  should  be  produced.  In 
the  course  of  the  recess,  certain  papers 
were  delirered;  but  there  did  not  appear 
to  be  amongst  them  any  despatch  relative 
to  the  inquiry  he  (the  Earl  of  Lincoln) 
had  suggested,  nor  any  answer  to  show 
that  any  inquiries  had  been  instituted. 
Thirteen  months  having  now  elapsed  since 
that  Motion  was  made  and  assented  to  by 
the  Government,  the  question  he  now  wish- 
ed to  put  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Un- 
der Secretary  for  the  Colonies  i^as,  whe- 
ther any  and  what  step  had  been  taken  by 
the  Colonial  Office  pursuant  to  that  ad- 
dress ?  And  presuming,  as,  of  course,  he 
might  do,  that  in  accordance  with  the  pro- 
mise of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell), 
an  inquiry  had  been  made  into  this  sub- 
ject, he  would  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
further,  whether  there  was  any  objection 
to  lay  upon  the  table  of  the  House  copies 
of  any  despatches  sent  out  by  the  Colonial 
Office  on  the  subject,  and  of  the  answers 
received  from  the  colonial  goyemments  to 
those  despatches  ? 

Mr.  HA  WES  hoped  the  House  would 
permit  him  to  make  a  few  observations  in 
answer  to  the  question  put  to  him  by  the 
noble  Lord.  The  noble  Lord  had  correctly 
stated  the  nature  of  the  Motion  made  by 
him  on  the  Ist  of  June,  1847,  and  also  the 
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nature  of  the  answer  giyen  by  tlie  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  to 
that  Motion.  On  the  4th  of  June,  in  the 
HoiiBO  of  Lords,  a  Select  Committee  was 
xnored  for  and  appointed — 

"  To  consider  the  means  bj  which  colonisation 
raaj  be  made  subsidiary  to  other  measures  for  the 
improTement  of  the  social  condition  of  Ireland, 
BDQ  by  which,  with  a  Aill  regard  to  the  interest 
of  the  ooloniei  themselves,  the  comfort  and  pros- 
perity of  those  who  emigrate  may  bo  promoted." 

This  Motion,  and  that  of  the  noble  Earl, 
were  as  nearly  as  possible  identical  in  their 
object,  and  very  nearly  so  in  words.  The 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  had 
made  great  progress  in  their  inquiries. 
Eiddence  of  various  witnesses  had  been 
obtained,  bat  the  Committee  had  not  yet 
dosed  their  labours.  He  should,  however, 
▼ery  imperfectly  answer  the  noble  Earl  if 
he  were  to  allow  it  to  be  supposed  that  the 
Colonial  Office  were  remaining  quiescent 
pending  the  inquiry  by  that  Committee. 
Now,  since  the  noble  Lord's  Motion  had 
be^i  made,  measures  had  been  taken  which 
had  materially  added  to  the  comfort  and 
health  of  emigrants.  The  mortality  among 
persons  who  emigrated  last  year  was  ex- 
tremely large;  but  by  reason  of  measures 
jodicionsly  adopted,  the  mortality  this  year 
had  been  reduced  to  nearly  one  per  cent. 
Papers  had  already  been  laid  on  the  table 
of  the  House;  and  he  should  lay  further 
papers  before  the  House  to-night,  which 
entered  into  the  whole  subject.  There 
was  one  portion  to  which  he  more  particu- 
laiiy  wished  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
Houise.  For  the  purpose  of  promoting 
emigration  to  New  South  Wales,  the  sum 
of  100,000{.  had  been  sanctioned  to  be 
idTanoed  upon  debentures  secured  on  the 
territorial  reyenues  of  the  colony.  Ac- 
counts having  been  received  from  the  co- 
lony that  all  the  old  debentures  had  been 
paid  off,  his  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of 
the  Colonial  Department  sanctioned  a  fresh 
h>an  to  the  extent  of  300,000?.,  to  be  se- 
cnred  on  the  territorial  and  general  colo- 
nial revenues,  to  be  applied  for  the  pur- 
poses of  emigration;  and  that  was  gradu- 
ally being  brought  into  operation.  Emi- 
gration to  Australia  and  New  South  Wales 
was  of  a  most  extensive  character.  It 
was  calculated  that  by  the  end  of  Decem- 
ber, the  number  of  emigrants  to  Australia 
would  amount  to  13,800,  and  to  New 
SoQth  Wales  to  4,900;  making  altogether 
ISyTOO  emigrants.  Besides  that,  the  num- 
ber of  emigrants  to  the  United  States  from 
Ae  Ist  rf  January  to  the  1st  of  June, 


1847,  was  174,000;  and  from  the  1st  of 
January  to  the  Ist  of  June,  1848, 124,000. 

SUGAR  DUTIES— COMMITTEE. 
House    in   Committee   on    the    Sugar 
Duties. 

Question  again  proposed — 

"  That,  in  lieu  of  the  Duties  and  Customs 
now  payable,  <S:o.,  the  following  duties,  Ac,  be 
charged : — " 

Mr.  HUME  would  not  occupy  the  time 
of  the  Committee  by  showing  how  com- 
pletely the  colonies  had  been  prevented 
from  procuring  free  labour.  They  had  re- 
ports from  almost  every  island,  in  which  it 
appeared  that  laws  had  been  passed  by  the 
legislative  assemblies  for  promoting  this 
object  ;  but  these  laws  had  been  one  and 
all  disallowed  by  the  Colonial  Office.  The 
Colonial  Secretaries  had  one  after  another 
prevented  the  colonies  from  giving  a  trial 
to  free  labour  as  compared  with  slave  la- 
bour ;  and  but  for  the  difficulties  thus 
thrown  in  their  way,  they  would  not  have 
been  brought  to  their  present  state.  It 
was  on  that  ground  that  he  had  ventured 
to  tell  his  hon.  Friends  near  him,  that  this 
was  not  a  question  of  free  trade  but  of 
justice.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  not  taken  the  proper  course 
to  meet  the  difficulty.  Ho  would  wish  to 
know  if  they  had  made  up  their  minds  to 
one  of  these  two  alternatives  ?  If  the 
colonies  were  unable  to  keep  up  the  esta- 
blishments on  those  islands,  was  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  pre- 
pared to  pay  for  their  maintenance  ?  Un- 
der the  present  system  it  was  impossible 
that  the  expense  could  be  paid  by  the 
colonies.  In  one  instance,  a  vessel  had 
returned  without  a  single  man;  and  in  an- 
other recent  case,  that  of  the  Oulnare, 
after  an  expense  of  1,500?.  to  the  colony, 
the  vessel  came  back  with  but  one  man. 
And  yet  every  promise  had  been  held  out 
to  the  colonies  that  they  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  competing  with  the  slave 
countries,  by  a  sufficient  supply  of  free 
labour.  Neither  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Lord,  nor  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leominster  (Mr.  Barkly),  would  have 
the  effect  of  placing  the  colonies  in  a 
better  position  than  they  were  in  in  1846. 
The  time  was  not  far  distant  when  this 
country  would  have  so  pay  the  whole  ex- 
pense of  these  establishments.  Were  they 
willing  to  abandon  the  colonics  to  the  li- 
berated slave  population,  as  the  result  of 
emancipation  ?  If  they  were,  he  would 
ask  them  to  consider  the  moral  effect  upon 
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our  own  affairs  an  a  nation,  of  our  colonies 
being  first  ruined  by  our  own  measures, 
and  then  abandoned.  He  submitted  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  that  the  House 
had  never  had  the  question  put  to  it  in  the 
yiow  that  it  ougiit  to  have  been,  namely, 
**  Will  you  maintain  our  colonies,  or  will 
you  not  ?  "  Many  persons  agreed  with 
him  that,  in  former  days,  the  colonies 
ought  to  have  been  obliged  to  pay  their 
own  expenses,  and,  in  return  for  that,  to 
have  been  enabled  to  regulate  their  own 
affairs,  and  appoint  their  own  officers  :  in 
other  words,  to  be  placed  exactly  in  the 
situation  of  the  province  of  New  York  be- 
fore the  American  revolution.  The  plan 
of  the  noble  Lord,  however,  afforded  the 
;noBt  homooopathic  amount  of  relief.  He 
ought  either  to  leave  the  colonies  as  they 
are,  or  to  give  them  sufficient  time  to  ob- 
tain free  labour,  so  as  to  have  a  fair  chance 
in  competition  with  slave  labour.  He  had 
no  doubt  with  free  labour  the  West  India 
oolonies  would  speedily  be  able  to  compete 
with  the  slave  labour  of  Cuba  or  Brazil. 
To  give  them  this  was  not  to  give  them 
protection  ;  it  was  only  to  perform  an  act 
of  justice. 

Lord  GEORGE  BENTINCK  :*  I  have 
to  apologise  to  the  House  for  having  moved 
tho  adjournment  on  Friday  night;  but  I 
trust  that  the  House  will  feel  that  the 
question  is  all-important,  and  that,  having 
been  Chairman  of  the  Select  Committee 
that  sat  so  many  days  and  hours,  I  am  na- 
turally anxious  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
addressing  the  Committee  other  than  at  a 
late  hour  of  the  night.  The  question  now 
is,  not  whether  the  House  should  afford  ad- 
ditional protection  and  some  relief  to  the 
West  Indian  colonies,  the  Mauritius,  and 
the  sugar-plan tiug  interests  in  the  East; 
but  what  should  be  the  degree  and  amount 
of  relief  which  the  House  should  afford? 
It  is  no  longer  a  question  whether  the 
Sugar  Duties  Act  of  1846  should  be  main- 
tained or  abandoned;  the  House  of  Com- 
mons has  condemned  that  Act  by  a  majo- 
rity of  nine  to  one,  and  there  were  only 
thirtr-six  Members  of  this  House  last  week 
to  be  found  prepared  to  affirm  and  main- 
tain the  policy  of  ihe  Act  of  1S46.  With 
respect  lo  the  Amendment  of  the  hoo. 
Member jor  Leominster,  I  ought  to  say, 
thai  it  is  a  pn>pois^  I  rerr  little  approre. 
At  the  $«cne  time,  the  qoestioo  for  me  to  | 
decide  i*^  whether  it  is  better  or  worse 
IImur  the  pri>poi^skn  of  Her  Majesty's  Mm-  1 


isters?  The  protection  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leominster  for  six  years 
amounts  to  45s, ;  that  is  to  say,  7s,  Id.  for 
six  consecutive  years  on  the  finest  quality 
of  sugar,  and  to  275.  upon  the  lowest 
quality  of  sugar  at  4«.  ^d,  a  cwt.  for  the 
same  period;  whilst  the  proposal  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  amounts,  in  the  six 
years,  to  only  325.  %d,  against  the  first 
quality  of  sugar,  that  is  "brown  clayed," 
and  to  245.  against  the  lower  qualities  of 
foreign  muscovado  sugar  :  it  is  impossible, 
therefore,  to  dispute  that  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leominster  is,  as  re- 
gards the  colonies,  a  better  measure  of  re- 
lief than  that  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord; 
and  therefore,  as  between  these  two  pro- 
posals, I  cannot  doubt  that  I  am  bound  to 
give  my  vote  for  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  But  in  so  doing,  I  feel  it 
to  be  my  duty  to  say,  that  on  behalf  of  the 
West  India  interest,  on  behalf  of  the  in- 
terest of  the  Mauritius,  on  behalf  of  the 
sugar  planters  of  the  East  Indies,  on  be- 
half of  the  Gentlemen  in  the  Conmiittee 
who  honoured  me  with  their  support,  and 
on  my  own  behalf,  I  repudiate  the  proposal 
as  a  final  settlement  of  the  question.  It 
is  not  satisfactory  to  the  British  West  In- 
dies, or  to  the  Mauritius,  or  to  the  East 
Indies.  I  believe  that  that  measure  is  not 
recommended  by  any  of  those  great  inter- 
ests which  are  imm^ately  concerned;  it  is 
not  a  proposal  which  was  mooted  at  mil  in 
the  Committee  over  which  I  had  the  honour 
to  preside;  it  has  not  the  sanction  of  the 
great  interests  in  this  country,  which  as- 
sembled in  London  in  May  last;  nor  has 
it  the  support  of  the  great  interests  which 
met  at  Liverpool  in  the  early  part  of  last 
month.  It  is  opposed  to  the  reeoounenda- 
tions  which  from  time  to  time  haTe  been 
received  from  the  West  In&s  and  the 
Mauritius,  which  all  point  al  a  lowmng  of 
the  price  to  the  consumer  by  a  rednelkm  of 
duty,  and  thus  creating  an  increase  of  eon- 
sumption;  and  it  has  not  the  sanedon  of 
the  East  India  Company.  Now,  ^he  |iro- 
posal  of  the  Committee — ^wU^  was  ftoiallj 
sanctioned  by  the  Comwittce^  Am^  it 
does  not  go  the  length  of  what  has  been 
asked  for  by  the  West  Indies  and  die  Man- 
ritios — has  yet  met  witktiieaanctmiof  the 
largest  meeting  of  meitkants  aad  ethttcs 
assembled  in  LtTefpoml  saaee  1S41;  lor, 
after  an  open  dkewssMu  in  w^i^  ^ 
greatest  eadeav^iwrs  were  mmie  hj  ^ 
firee^»de  party,  by  the  Mancktsaer  school, 
to  deleat  the  retMihitNois  w^kii  wvto  inaDj 
passed  at  tkat 
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the  bon.  Ifember  for  South  Lancashire, 
Mr.  William  firown,  and  the  hou.  Member 
for  WdTerhampton,  Mr.  Thomely,  went 
down  to  support  the  views  of  those  who  are 
constant  to  the  Act  of  1846 — after  an  open 
and  able  discussion,  the  proposal  made  to 
the  Committee  bj  Sir  Thomas  Birch,  for  | 
a  lOf.  differential  duty  for  six  years,  was  | 
so  strongly  supported  that  the  newspapers  I 
inform  ns»  that  finally  only  six  hands  were  | 
held  up  against  it;  and  when  the  same  | 
proposition  was  mooted  at  a  meeting  of} 
the  proprietors  of  East  India  stock,  at  I 
the  East  India  House,  the  Chairman  an- 1 
nounced  that  the  Court  of  Directors  was  ! 
unanimous,  there  being  but  one  dissentient ; 
Toice  against  the  10«.  duty  at  the  meeting 
of  the  proprietors  of  the  East  India  Com- 
pany. And  we  have  now  late — though 
better  late  than  never — the  assurance  of 
Sir  Charies  Grey,  the  Governor  General  of 
Jamaica,  that,  "  after  a  careful  and  most 
painstaking  review  of  the  whole  subject, 
his  opinion  is,  that  a  duty  of  2d.  in  the 
pound  on  foreign  sugar,  and  Id,  in  the 
pound  on  colonial  sugar,  is  the  only  re- 
source to  prevent  a  large  portion  of  the  es- 
tates in  Jamaica  from  being  thrown  out  of 
cultiyation."  We  have  also  the  represen- 
tation of  those  able  men  who  represent  the 
interests  of  the  Mauritius,  made  to  the 
Government  in  November  last,  that  a  duty 
of  9s,  4<{.  on  colonial  sugar,  and  20^.  on 
foreign  sugar,  is  the  relief  which  they  rc- 
quire,  and  without  which  they  cannot  con- 
tinue to  cultivate  their  estates.  You  have, 
last  of  all,  after  a  most  laborious  investiga- 
tion, the  recommendation  of  a  majority  of 
the  Committee  appointed  by  you  to  inquire 
"  whether  any  and  what  measures  could  be 
adopted  by  Parliament  for  the  relief*  of 
these  colonies;  that  a  duty  of  208,  on  fo- 
reign, and  lOf.  on  colonial  sugar  is  the  re- 
lief which  Parliament  ought  to  afford  to 
those  suffering  interests.  Look,  therefore, 
where  I  will,  I  find  such  unanimity  in  sup- 
port of  a  differential  duty  of  10^.  in  favour 
of  ibe  colonies,  that  I  am  surprised  that  any 
Gentleman  connected  with  the  West  India 
interest  should  rest  on  his  own  individual 
judgment  in  opposition  to  that  of  nearly  all 
the  parties  immediately  concerned,  and 
should  fix  upon  the  proposition  recom- 
mended to  the  House  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Leominster,  whereby 
it  is  proposed  to  afford  relief  by  raising  the 
duty  on  foreign  instead  of  reducing  the 
duty  on  colonial  sugar. 

In  addition  to  this  testimony  in  favour 
of  the  recommendation  of  the  Committee,  I 


hold  in  my  hand  extracts  from  the  Jamaica 
Times  of  the  29th  of  May  and  1st  of  June. 
On  the  29th  of  May  they  were  under  the 
impression  that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
were  prepared  to  give  a  10*.  duty  for  three 
years  ;  and  under  that  impression,  this 
was  the  language  of  that  journal : — 

**  If  we  arc  to  believe  rumour,  it  would  appear 
that  the  only  relief  to  be  doled  out  to  the  planters, 
at  the  recommendation  of  the  Committee,  will  be 
a  differential  duty  of  lOs.  per  cwt.  to  continue  for 
three  years.  If  this  partial  and  insignificant  re- 
lief is  all  that  the  West  India  colonies  are  to  ex- 
pect, we  say,  let  it  be  Hung  back  with  indignation 
in  the  face  of  Parliament." 

In  two  days  afterwards  the  first  informa- 
tion reached  the  island  that  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  Committee,  w^hicli  tliey  pre- 
sumed would  be  attended  to  by  Parlia- 
ment, would  probably  bo  something  very 
like  the  recommendation  at  which  the 
Committee  did  afterwards  arrive;  and  ac- 
cordingly, on  June  1,  the  same  journal 
says — 

"  The  coup  de  grace  was  inflicted  by  the  Bill  of 
1846.  Despondency  had  supplied  the  place  of 
hope,  and  like  the  shattered  vessel  endeavouring 
to  catch  a  glimpse  of  land,  so  were  they  looking 
with  feverish  anxiety  for  something  upon  which 
they  might  build  a  hope.  May  we  not  then  say 
that  we  liave  one  thing  at  least  upon  which  we 
may  build  that  hope,  in  the  possession  of  the  ful- 
ness of  the  seasons  which  have  returned  to  the 
island  ?  Yes  !  Divine  Providence  has,  in  mercy, 
granted  that  without  which  every  other  boon 
would  be  useless  ;  th.it  which  forms  the  basis  of 
every  other  benefit  that  may  be  conferred.  Would 
that  we  were  as  sure  of  human  aid  !  Those  to 
whom  we  have  looked  for  that  protection  and  fii- 
vour,  to  which  we  have  a  national  claim,  havo 
been  our  most  relentless  persecutors ;  yet  wo  Imve 
a  glimmering  of  hope  that  they  arc  now  awaken- 
ed to  a  sense  of  the  injustice  they  have  done  us. 
It  is  observable  in  respect  to  fortunate  events  as 
well  as  in  respect  to  mishaps,  that  a  succession  of 
fortune,  whether  of  good  or  evil  fortune,  follows 
hard  upon  each  other.  We  have  been  for  these 
fourteen  years  suffering  all  the  vicissitudes  of  ac- 
cumulated misfortunes.  Wo  shall,  therefore,  hail 
our  blissful  rains  as  the  foremnner  of  other  fa- 
vourable events.  Should  this  bo  now  followed  by 
the  reduced  duty  upon  colonial  sugar  to  10».,  ac- 
companied by  a  protective  duty  of  10».  against 
foreign  sugar,  as  it  is  alleged  will  be  the  recom- 
mendation of  Lord  George  Bentinck's  Commit- 
tee ;  and  if  to  these  is  added  a  free  system  of 
African  immigration,  unrestricted  by  rules  in- 
duced by  the  distempered  and  embittered  minds 
of  our  most  inveterate  enemies,  then,  indeed,  may 
Jamaica  hope  for  better  days  than  liave  Litely 
fallen  to  her  lot.  The  packet,  which  is  this  day 
expected,  may,  wo  hojK?,  bring  cheerful  tidings  to 
our  hearts." 

There,  is  therefore,  the  opinion  not  only 
of  the  Governor  General  of  Jamaica,  but 
of  the  editor  of  the  newspaper  which  ia 
supposed  to  speak  the  sentiments  of  the 
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planterB  of  Jamaica,  that  the  proposal 
of  the  Committee  would  ''bring  cheerful 
tidings  to  the  hearts  *'  of  the  people  of 
Jamaica,  and  would  hold  out  to  them  a 
prospect  of  greater  prosperity  than  had 
"lately  fallen  to  her  lot.**  Such  being 
the  case,  it  is  to  me  a  matter  of  deep  re- 
gret that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  should 
not  have  thought  proper  to  propose  or  sanc- 
tion such  a  healing  measure  as  would  have 
been  satisfactory  to  the  great  interests  con- 
cerned, and  should  have  preferred  to  make 
a  proposal  which  appears  to  give  satisfac- 
tion to  no  one.  No  one  has  been  found  to 
rise  in  this  House  and  say  that  he  ap- 
proved of  the  measure;  and  it  has  met 
with  no  approbation  out  of  doors. 

But  when  I  rose,  my  intention  was  to 
answer  the  arguments  which  have  been 
adduced  principally  by  the  two  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Manchester  (Mr.  Bright  and  Mr. 
Milner  Gibson)  against  any  further  claim 
of  the  British  colonists  for  relief ;  and  to 
answer  the  question  whether  they  have  or 
not  received  full  conipensation;  and  to  that 
part  of  the  question  I  will  now  address  my- 
self. Referring  the  House  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr. 
Bright),  I  will  address  myself  to  the  ques- 
tion, "  Have  the  British  colonies,  or  have 
they  not,  received  full  compensation?'* 
The  hon.  Member  used  the  very  ingenious 
argument  that  the  value  of  the  produce  of 
the  British  colonies  in  a  long  series  of 
years  had  annually  been  only  so  much, 
stating  his  estimate  of  the  annual  value  of 
'  the  produce  exported  from  each  colony, 
giving,  as  one  instance,  Jamaica,  esti- 
mated at  3,000,000?.  sterling  annually, 
and  entered  into  a  calculation  to  show, 
taking  the  profits  of  trade  as  very  remune- 
rative at  10  per  cent  upon  produce,  that 
the  15,600,000?.  paid  to  the  West  Indies 
would,  at  interest  at  5  per  cent  far  exceed 
the  profits  of  the  British  West  Indies  calcu- 
lated at  10  per  cent  upon  the  annual  value 
of  the  produce.  Now,  that  is  an  ingenious 
argument;  but  it  rests  upon  no  solid  foun- 
dation. It  might  be  good  for  something  so 
far  as  the  merchants  engaging  in  the  su- 
gar trade  were  concerned;  they,  no  doubt, 
would  be  well  contented  if  they  earned  ten 
per  cent;  but  to  say  that  ten  per  cent  on 
the  value  of  the  produce  exported  is  a  fair 
and  ample  return  for  all  the  capital  in- 
vested in  those  West  Indian  estates,  is  one 
of  the  most  unreasonable  arguments  I  ever 
heard,  and  one  of  the  most  sui-prising,  when 
it  comes  from  an  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
connected  with  trade. 


But  it  is  not  very  difficult  to  show  what 
really  have  been  the  profits  of  the  West 
Indian  planters  in  a  long  course  of  years; 
and  I  will  endeavour  to  do  this.  Towards 
the  end  of  the  last  century  it  was  com- 
monly calculated  that  130,000,000?.  was 
the  amount  of  capital  invested  in  the  West 
Indies;  and  I  will  now  show  to  the  House 
what  have  been  the  profits  of  the  planters 
at  various  periods  during  the  present  cen- 
tury. In  1814,  it  is  stated  by  Mr.  Mar- 
shall in  his  statistical  returns,  which  were 
received  as  authority  in  that  House,  and 
for  which  that  Gentleman  had  been  justly 
rewarded,  that  the  value  of  sugar  alone 
imported  from  the  British  West  Indies 
was  12,484,714.  The  cost  of  making  su- 
gar at  that  period  was  16?.  a  ton,  and  in 
that  year  they  made  182,140  tons.  The 
total  cost,  therefore,  of  making  that  sugar 
would  amount  to  2,914,140?.  Mr.  Mar- 
shall further  stated  that  in  1831  the  charge 
for  freight  for  all  the  produce  of  the  Bri- 
tish West  Indies  was  1,000,000?.  sterling, 
and  the  charges  for  insurance,  agency, 
commission,  and  brokerage,  amounted  to 
400,000?.  But  as  1814  was  a  period  of 
war,  though  the  produce  was  not  so  great, 
I  will  assume  that  the  charge  for  freight  and 
the  charges  for  insurance,  brokerage,  &c., 
were  double,  and  that,  instead  of  1 ,000,000?. 
sterling,  it  was  in  1814,  2,000,000?.  ster- 
ling, and  instead  of  400,000?.,  800,000?. 
Then  putting  the  three  sums  together, 
which  constituted  all  the  cost  necessary  to 
bring  the  sugar  of  the  British  West  Indies 
into  the  London  market,  namely,  cost  of 
manufacture,  freight,  and  general  charges, 
the  result  was,  a  total  cost  of  5,714,1^?.; 
which  being  deducted  from  the  ascertained 
value  of  the  sugar  imported,  would  leave 
6,770,574?.,  as  the  clear  profit  left  for 
proprietors,  planters,  and  mortgagees.  An 
annual  income  of  6,770,574?.  at  20  years' 
purchase — the  period  fixed  by  the  hon. 
Member  himself,  but  considerably  under 
the  number  of  years*  purchase  at  which 
West  India  estates  sold  at  that  tune — r 
would,  in  the  year  1814,  represent  a  oa« 
pital  of  135,411,480?.  Now,  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester  had  been  in  the 
House,  he  probably  would  say,  '*  True,  that 
may  have  been  the  value  of  the  property 
in  1814;  but  it  was  artificially  bolBtered 
up  to  that  amount  by  your  system  of  pro- 
tection.** Sir,  there  is  no  foundation  for 
any  such  allegation.  So  long  as  this 
country  had  not  meddled  with  the  ookmial 
sources  of  labour,  so  long  as  the  planters 
had  the  enjoyment  of  the  seryioes  of  their 
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davea*  mUd  and  mitigated  as  was  the  form 
of  slayery  that  existed  in  the  West  Indies, 
compared  with  that  now  existing  in  Cuba 
and  JBraiil,  although  it  was  true  they  had 
a  nominal  protection  and  monopoly,  I  will 
show  that  that  protection  and  monopoly 
was  altogether  a  dead  letter.  For  not 
only  did  they  supply  all  the  wants  of  the 
Britiflh  market,  but  they  every  year  ex- 
ported largely  to  foreign  markets.  We 
are  indebted  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Bol- 
ton (Dr.  Bowring]  for  returns  which  give 
the  oomparative  price  of  colonial  and  fo- 
r^gn  sugar  in  those  days.  In  1814  the 
ayeraffe  Oazette  price  of  colonial  sugar 
waa  59f.  lOdf.;  and,  in  1815.  735.  44. ;  but, 
in  1815,  Havana  sugar  was  89«.  6(2.  In 
1816,  British  colonial  sugar  was  6 Is.  lOd., 
and  Hayana  sugar,  74$.  2d, ;  which  shows 
clearly,  if  the  contrary  be  alleged,  that 
protection  was  a  dead  letter  so  long  as  the 
Britiah  West  Indies  possessed  the  use  of 
slayea,  and  were  left  on  equal  terms  with 
other  sugar-producing  countries.  But  I 
will  not  be  content  with  this.  I  will  go 
to  the  years  1827,  1828,  and  1829;  and 
I  wOl  show  that  it  was  not  surprising  that 
the  colonies  should  have  complained  of  dis- 
tress at  that  time,  though  they  were  still 
in  the  enjoyment  of  large  profits.  Though 
it  is  true  that  the  foreign  slave-grown  su- 
gar was  getting  nearer  in  cost  to  the  Bri- 
tish colonial  sugar,  still  it  appears,  that  in 
the  years  1827,  1828,  1829,  and  1830, 
according  to  the  same  return  with  Dr. 
Bowring's  name  on  the  back  of  it,  the 
ayerage  price  of  British  colonial  sugar  in 
the  four  years  was  30s.  2ld,\  that  of  Ha- 
yana BUffar,  Z\s,  7\d,^  so  that,  up  to  that 
time,  ^though  the  West  Indian  planter 
had  been  obliged  by  Parliament  to  give  up 
half  a  day  in  every  week,  or  twenty-six 
days  in  every  year,  of  hia  right  to  the  la- 
bour of  his  slaves,  he  was  still  able  to  un- 
dersell the  foreign  producer ;  and  Lord 
Stanley  stated,  in  introducing  the  Bill  for 
negro  emancipation,  that,  up  to  the  year 
1833,  the  British  planter  had  been  able  to 
compete  with  the  foreign  producers,  and, 
by  his  energy  and  capital,  had  succeeded 
in  beating  tiiem  in  the  foreign  markets, 
for  that  we  annually  exported  from  50,000 
to  60,000  toils.  Now  in  1827,  1828,  and 
1829,  taking  the  entire  value  of  all  the 
produce  (including  sugar)  imported  from 
the  British  West  Indies,  the  average  value 
▼as  8,849,519^.;  and  the  evidence  of  Mr. 
Cheene  before  the  Committee,  the  accu- 
racy of  which,  by  universal  consent,  it  has 
acknowledged,  may  be  implicitly  re- 


lied upon,  shows  that  the  cost  of  produc< 
tion  was  11,  13*.  4d.  per  ton  up  to  the 
year  1830.  In  1830  the  number  of  tons 
imported  was  195,631,  so  that  the  total 
cost  of  manufacture  would  be  1, 369,51 7i., 
to  that  I  add  1,000,000?.  on  account  of 
freight,  and  400,000?.  for  insurance,  bro- 
kerage, commission,  (S^c,  as  estimated  by 
Mr.  Marshall;  and  as  Mr.  Greene  shows 
that  the  proportion  which  the  sugar  bears 
to  the  rest  of  the  crop  is  as  72^  to  27^,  I 
add  271  per  cent  for  the  cost  of  other 
produce,  namely,  519,471?. ;  making  the 
total  cost  of  production  3,288,988?.  on  an 
average  of  these  three  years.  Deducting 
this  from  8,849,519?.,  the  average  value 
of  the  annual  gross  produce  of  the  colonies, 
during  those  years,  a  clear  annual  profit 
remains  of  5,560,531?.,  which  sum  multi- 
plied by  20,  the  number  of  years  purchase 
acknowledged  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Manchester  to  be  a  fair  calcu- 
lation, would  represent  111,210,620?. 

Next  I  come  to  the  year  1830,  when  a 
Committee  of  this  House  sat  on  the  dis- 
tressed state  of  the  British  West  Indies. 
In  that  year  the  price  of  sugar  fell  at  one 
time  as  low  as  21 5.  10c?.  a  cwt. — and  it 
was  then  represented  that  up  to  that  time 
the  British  colonies  had  never  been  in  so 
depressed  a  condition  ;  but  even  in  that 
year  of  depression  I  think  I  can  satisfac- 
torily show  that  15,600,000?.  would  have 
been  no  adequate  compensation  for  the 
loss  of  property  inflicted  upon  the  West 
India  colonists  by  the  deprivation  of  their 
slaves.  I  am  now  reviewing  the  year  1830, 
and  am  speaking  of  the  value  of  sugar  only 
exported  from  the  British  West  Indies. 
Mr.  Greene  stated  the  value  of  the  gross 
produce  of  sugar  sold  in  the  year  1830 
(195.631  tons),  at  4,890,780?.  The  cost  of 
production  of  this  sugar  was  1,360,517?.; 
with  the  addition  of  1,000,000?.  for  freight, 
and  400,000?.  for  brokeroge  and  charges, 
the  total  cost  of  bringing  to  market  was 
2,769,517?.  Deducting  this  sum  from  the 
gross  value  of  the  produce  of  the  colonies, 
there  remained  a  total  net  profit  to  the 
planters  of  2, 121 ,269?.  representing  a  gross 
capital  of  42,425,380?.  sterling. 

I  now  come  to  another  period  in  the 
history  of  the  West  Indies  —  the  year 
1847,  a  period  of  freedom  fourteen  years 
after  the  great  Act  of  Emancipation 
had  been  carried.  In  that  year  the  quan- 
tity of  sugar  imported  from  the  British 
West  Indies  was  159,557  tons,  the  value 
of  which  was  4,330,930?.  The  cost  of 
making  now  by  free  labour  had  risen  from 
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7^.  135.  id.  to  2H.  58.  per  ton;  total, 
3,390,086^.  The  freight  on  sugar  to 
England  amounted  in  that  year  to 
638,228Z. ;  the  brokerage  and  charges  to 
478,67n.  The  total  cost  of  the  manufac- 
ture of  the  sugar,  together  with  the  freight 
and  charges,  therefore,  amounted  to 
4,506,9851,  The  sugar  sold  for  consump- 
tion in  1847  was  129,130  tons,  producing 
3.524,323Z.  There  remained  unsold 
30,427  tons  of  British  West  India  sugar, 
and  on  the  5th  of  January  last  the  Gazette 
price  was  221,  I5s.  If  the  whole  of  this 
stock  had  been  sold  and  had  realised  that 
price,  it  would  have  produced  692,21 4Z., 
and  the  total  sale  value  of  all  the  sugar 
of  that  year  would  have  been  4,216,537Z., 
to  be  set  against  the  cost  of  manufac- 
ture, freight,  and  charges,  amounting  to 
4,506,985^.,  showing  a  dead  loss  on  that 
year  of  290,448Z.  without  any  charge  for 
interest  on  capital  invested,  or  any  allow- 
ance for  interest  due  to  mortgagees.  I 
should  like  to  have  asked  the  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester  (Mr.  Bright),  had  he  been 
in  his  place,  how  he  would  account  for 
that  loss  ? 

I  think  this  is  a  statement  which  it  is 
difficult  to  answer,  and  impossible  to  gain- 
say; and  I  am  surprised  that  any  one  can 
contend  that  the  British  AVest  Indies  and 
the  Mauritius  obtained  anything  like  com- 
pensation, and  yet  no  doubt  can  be  enter- 
tained that  it  was  the  intention  of  Parlia- 
ment to  give  them  full  compensation :  the 
preamble  of  the  Act  sets  forth  that  they 
are  "  entitled  to  a  reasonable  compensa- 
tion for  the  loss  they  would  sustain  by 
being  deprived  of  the  right  to  the  services 
of  their  slaves.**  When  the  Members  for 
Manchester  maintain  that  in  addition  to 
the  sum  given  by  way  of  compensation  to 
the  West  Indies,  they  had  a  protection 
which  was  equal  to  15*.  per  cwt.  for  thir- 
teen or  fourteen  years,  and  this  was  equal 
to  30,000,000^.  more,  I  contend  that  this 
15s.  per  cwt.  was  not  equal  to  the  differ- 
ence in  the  cost  of  manufacture  between 
slave  and  free  labour  during  those  years, 
and  that  the  whole  went  into  the  pockets 
of  th6  negroes,  and  no  part  of  it  into  the 
pockets  of  the  planters. 

It  is  alleged  by  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
that  there  was  no  understanding  that  the 
colonists  should  be  left  in  tho  exclusive 
enjoyment  of  the  British  market ;  but  is 
it  possible  for  any  one  who  recollects  the 
debates  which  took  place  within  the  House, 
and  the  feeling  which  prevailed  out  of  the 
House,  for  one  moment  to  give  credence 


to  the  notion  that  there  was  not  a  perfect 
understanding  that  slave-grown  sugar 
would  not  be  admitted  into  the  consump- 
tion of  the  English  market  ?  Lord  Stan- 
ley, in  introducing  the  measure — and 
we  must  take  the  sentiments  of  the  Minis- 
ter, who,  swaying  large  majorities,  carried 
the  measure  through  the  Commons'  House 
of  Parliament,  as  an  index  of  the  under- 
standing which  prevailed  in  the  Legisla- 
ture— stated,  in  answer  to  the  apprehen- 
sions expressed  by  the  West  India  inte- 
rest that  the  effect  of  depriving  them  of 
their  negroes  would  necessarily  be  a  great 
diminution  in  the  production  of  sugar,  and 
consequent  ruin  would  be  brought  upon 
the  planters  by  the  emancipation  of  their 
slaves.     He  held  thia  language : — 

"  We  are  told  too  that  the  efTect  of  such  a  pro- 
ceeding will  necessarily  be  to  cause  a  great  dimi- 
nution in  the  amount  of  production — that  it  will 
be  absolutely  impracticable  to  cultivate  tugtLt — 
that  the  colonies  must  be  thrown  up— and  that 
nothing  but  ruin  will  ensue.  Sir,  so  far  as  the 
amount  of  the  production  of  sugar  is  concerned, 
I  am  not  quite  certain  that  to  some  extent  a  di- 
minution of  that  production  would  be  a  matter  of 
regret.  I  am  not  quite  certain  that  it  might  not 
be  for  the  benefit  of  the  planters  and  the  colonists 
themselves  in  the  end,  if  that  production  were  in 
some  degree  diminished." 

Such  were  the  sentiments  of  Lord  Stanley, 
in  introducing  the  measure  to  Parliament. 
Now,  how  could  a  diminution  in  the 
amount  of  production  be  an  advantage  to 
the  planter  unless  the  monopoly  of  the 
home  market  had  been  secured  to  him, 
thus  ensuring  to  him  better  prices  in  pro- 
portion as  the  supply  diminished  ? 

In  a  similar  spirit,  Lord  Glenelg,  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  not  in  a 
debate  but  in  a  circular  despatch,  distri- 
buted in  all  the  colonies,  dated  the  1 2th 
of  October,  1835,  gave  reason  to  believe 
that  the  West  India  colonies  were  to  have 
the  exclusive  supply  of  the  home  market. 
In  the  year  1835  the  right  of  apprentice- 
ship existed.  In  that  year,  Lord  Glenelg, 
in  a  circular  dated  the  12th  of  October, 
1835,  says — 

"  The  purchaser  of  a  claim  under  the  Slavery 
Compensation  Act  does  not  incur  the  slightest 
assignable  risk  of  losing  his  money — ^he  has  for 
his  security  the  national  faith  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  pledged  in  the  most  solemn  form  in  which 
such  an  engagement  was  ever  yet  made.  If  the 
seller  supposes  that  any  danger  really  exists,  he 
labours  under  an  illusion  so  gross  as  without 
further  proof  to  demonstrate  that  he  is  not  in  a 
state  of  general  information  to  deal  on  equal 
terms  with  the  speculators  to  whom  his  right  is 
transferred." 

This  observation  bad    reference   to  the 
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seourity  of  the  planter  under  the  Act  of 
Parliament  for  the  continuance  of  the  ser- 
Tices  of  the  negroes  as  apprentices  for  the 
complete  term  of  six  years  ;  hut  in  three 
years  that  right  was  forcibly  taken  from 
the  planter  hy  the  British  Parliament, 
without  any  compensation  at  all. 

The  hon.  Member  for  Manchester 
(Mr.  Bright),  who  was  not  in  his  place, 
had  told  the  Committee  that  there  was 
distress  in  other  places  as  well  as  in  the 
West  Indies;  that  the  cotton  manufactur- 
ers were  distressed,  and  as  much  entitled 
to  complain  as  the  West  India  colonists, 
yet  they  did  not  come  to  ask  for  compen- 
sation, though  they  were  as  much  en- 
titled to  it. 

The  cases,  however,  are  not  alike.  If 
Parliament  had  deprived  the  cotton  spin- 
ners and  cotton  manufacturers  of  their 
machinery,  they  would  have  been  entitled  to 
compensation;  hut  I  do  not  know  upon  what 
gronnd  the  cotton  manufacturers  could 
come  to  this  House  and  ask  for  pecuniary 
relief.  I  readily  admit  that  great  distress 
preyails,  and  I  shall  he  in  a  condition  to 
show  that  that  distress  is  the  recoil  of  the 
distress  which,  by  the  Act  of  1846,  was 
first  created  in  the  British  colonics  and 
British  possessions  in  the  East.  The 
ground  of  complaint,  and  the  ground  of 
claim  of  the  colonies  to  compensation  and 
to  protection  against  the  foreign  slave- 
liolder,  is,  that  you,  out  of  deep  religious 
feeling  and  sentiment,  made  up  your  minds 
that  you  would  not  permit  slavery  to  con- 
tinae  in  the  British  dominions.  Now,  the 
slares  were  the  machinery  by  which  sugar 
was  mode  cheap ;  and  when  you  deprived 
the  British  colonists  of  the  machinery  by 
which  they  made  sugar  cheap,  you,  in 
point  of  fact,  did  the  same  thing  by  them 
as  though  you  had  deprived  a  millowucr 
of  his  steam  engine.  Now,  suppose 
that  sentiment  had  taken  another  line, 
and,  instead  of  displaying  itself  in  the 
aboilitioii  of  slavery  in  the  British  colonics, 
it  had  taken  the  line  of  interfering  with 
the  machinery  of  the  cotton  spinner  and 
the  cotton  manufacturer,  then  indeed  the 
cotton  spinners,  so  deprived  of  their  power- 
looms,  would  have  been  entitled  to  com- 
pensation. If  that  sentiment  had  taken 
the  line  of  denouncing  machinery,  on  the 

rod  that  it  had  been  destructive  of 
and  limb,  and  had  abolished  the 
lie  of  steam  engines  in  cotton  mills 
bj  Act  of  Parliament,  then  indeed  the 
aOQ.  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  Bright) 
Voold    have   been  equally  entitled   with 

TOL.C.    {JSH} 


the    West    India    planter    to    compensa- 
tion. 

Mr.  Horner,  Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  Stewart, 
and  other  factory  inspectors,  stated  in  the 
returns  laid  a  few  days  since  before  Par- 
liament, the  amount  of  killed  and  wounded 
in  the  course  of  the  last  half  year — the 
broken  limbs,  the  lacerations,  the  contu- 
sions, the  injuries  of  head  and  face,  the 
dislocations,    and   the    deaths  which   had 
taken  place  through  the  use  of  machinery 
in  the  English  manufactories  during  the 
last  six  months ;    and,  if  those  facts  were 
not  already  familiar  to  the  minds  of  hon. 
Members,  they  would  now  be  astonished 
to  learn  that   the   returns  of  killed   and 
wounded   in   the   factories   amounted   an- 
nually to  a  greater  number  than  the  re- 
turns of  killed  and  wounded  at  the  battle 
of  Trafalgar.      At  that  most  memorable 
engagement  26  Spanish  and  French  ships 
of  the  line  struck  their  colours  to  the  Brit- 
ish flag — 20,000  men  were  made  prisoners, 
and  the  empire  of  the  sea  was  secured  to 
Great  Britain,  at  a  less  cost  of  life  and 
limb  than  annually  occurred  in  the  manu- 
facturing districts  of  England.      At  Tra- 
falgar, the  loss  in  killed  and  wounded  was 
1,600 — the  killed  and  wounded  in  the  ma- 
nufacturing districts  of  England  appears 
annually   to   amount   to   2,276 !       When 
Parliament,  out  of  a  tender-hearted  senti- 
ment, emancipated  the  slaves,  it  might,  in- 
staed  of  adopting  that  measure,  have  de- 
prived the  millowners  of  their  steam  en- 
gines, and  have  paid  them  as  they  paid 
the  West  Indians,  at  the  rate  of  8«.  lOd, 
in  the  pound   on   its   own  valuation.     It 
might  have  left  the  millowners   all  their 
estates,  and  said,  **  We  have  left  you  your 
tall  chimneys,  your  large  factories,  all  the 
machinery  except  the  steam — you  may,  if 
you  please,  work  your  mills  with  human 
power,  instead  of  steam  power;    we  have 
paid  you  Ss.  1  Od.  in  the  pound  upon  our 
valuation  of  your  steam  engines ;   how  can 
you  say  you  have  not  had  full  compensa- 
tion ?     Surely  if  Parliament  had  done  so, 
the  Manchester  manufacturer  would  be  en- 
titled to  compensation,  or  at  least  to  pro- 
tection, for  without  his  machinery  his  es- 
tate would  be  of  no  use ;    and  now  let  it 
not  be  forgotten  that  it  was  at  the  bidding 
of  the  Manchester  school  that  the  Act  of 
1846  had  been  passed.     But  would  the 
House    allow   the    colonies    thus    to    be 
stripped   naked,    and   yield   them  no    re- 
dress.    There  was  no  equity  in  destroying 
human  machinery   any  more   than   there 
would  be   in   destroying  iron  machinery. 
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In  both  oases  the  owners  had  a  full  right 
to  oompcnsation.  There  was  an  adage,  as 
old  as  Christianity  itself-— 

*'  Among  all  honest  Christian  people, 
Whoo'or  breaks  limbs  maintains  the  cripple." 

Therefore  I  would  say  that  full  compensa- 
tion ought,  in  honesty,  to  be  made  to  those 
persons  for  their  estates  whose  machinery, 
by  which  alone  their  estates  could  be  ren- 
dered productive,  had  been  crippled  and 
destroyed  by  the  acts  of  the  British  Legis- 
lature. 

Many  propositions  and  suggestions  have 
been  made  on  the  subject  of  relief;  but  I 
know  not  how  you  can  with  justice  make 
compensation  by  any  partial  measure  of 
loan  advances.  Suppose  you  give  no  pro 
tection,  and  have  recourse  to  loans  of 
500,000t.  in  addition  to  the  160,000?.  you 
have  already  advanced  to  encourage  im- 
migration. \yhjf  the  money  will  go  to 
Jamaica,  Trinidad,  British  Guiana,  and 
wherever  labour  is  needed;  while  Barba- 
does,  Antigua,  St.  Kitt's,  and  the  Mauri- 
tius, where  labour  is  not  needed,  will  de- 
rive no  benefit.  Surely  some  compensa- 
tion is  duo  to  these  colonies.  Is  the  Mau- 
ritius to  be  punished  because  the  planters 
bad  adopted,  at  an  early  period,  means  for 
increasing  their  supply  of  labour  ?  These 
colonists  have  already  paid  nearly  S00,000f. 
for  the  immigration  and  carTying  back  of 
Coolie*:  and  whatever  favour  is  shown  to 
any  number  of  the  West  India  islands  in 
the  way  of  assisting  them  to  import  labour, 
now  is,  |>ro  tttmty^  an  injury  to  the  Mauri- 
tin*,  Again,  I  canm^t  help  observing  that 
the  plans  upon  which  immigration  had 
hitherto  bi>on  carried  out  in  the  Manritios 
under  Gv^veinment  rules  and  suporintesi- 
denc<\  had  beea  most  eirpen^re:  and  no- 
thing couM  be  nHM>>  obvious  than  thijs 
that  to  whatever  exteait  unne«s«aiT  e-x- 
pense  w^as  earned,  the  eoJonies  mns^t  be  the 
^nffePN^  Amongst  the  faults  of  the  im- 
miirratSvvn  fystem,  I  eanuv^t  av<^!  nM>cinxr 
thi^  that  Tiv>  ii>eans  vew  taken  t<>  brir.ir 
o^tY?  wo:n:ii>n  wnh  the  ine:n,  a]>d  pains  were 
taken  ti>  s>ec\:TY^  the  TV^tcm  of  the  Oc*o!k^  at 
i>>o  eT)i  of  f.'^e  ycyir^.  Thnf  t>;e  practical 
e5^rt  rT»:iTi  i^jf*  \ljir:rit:t:<  ii^  that  at  the  eT*3 
cc  ft-c  T-tijir?-  :rv-ir*i  thif  tisae  she  '•nl;  Vic  )e^ 

Tir^.  T.>  Iti^ia:  hi-^w  ear,  Brimh  lT>5ia 
7tt.rtirtrwkTe  ii:  thr  heTjff.t  of  a  Wt,  f  ]f 
^iiL3  pfin.jriTi  iC  BeT  Mj:w'y^<  3v*«:iiTi>0TJ5  t.> 
W  x<r<c:^aeiked  j^ti'trfthfO'  l  If  <o,  vVt  ^i,i 
wva  a^mmm  a  CmiiTaittw^  t*^  eoTi?»iBor  t>>f*;r 
«■»  jtf-  ^*!1  iks  ihf  eASf'  t»f  ihr  We*a  l7>£ia 
s !  If  It  he  jKSs^rt^  tha4  the  Ea$9 


India  planters  have  no  claim  because  we 
deprived  them  of  no  slaves,  I  say  they  have 
a  claim  of  a  different  character.  They  have 
the  higher  claim  that  you  invaded  their 
territories,  and  for  more  than  half  a  cen- 
tury have  compelled  them  to  pay  a  yearly 
tribute  to  England  of  3,700,000?.,  besides 
a  private  tribute  of  500,000Z.     And  when 
the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  says  that 
the  cotton  manufacturers  have  never  asked 
for  protection,  it  should  be  borne  in  mind 
that  they  have  received  protection  for  more 
than  half  a  century  against  the  cotton  ma- 
nufactures of  India.    Up  to  1825,  the  pro- 
tection in  favour  of  Manchester  was  37  per 
cent.     [An  Hon.  Member:  80  per  cent.] 
An  Hon.  Gentleman  says  80  per  cent,  and 
you  compelled  the  people  of  India  to  re- 
ceive English  cottons  into  their  market  at 
3^  per  cent.     Was  that  no  protection  to 
the  Manchester  manufacturer  ?   The  East 
India  manufacturer  did  look  to  the  Parlia- 
ment of  England  for  compensation.    When 
you  opened  to  them  the  sugar  maket  of 
this  country,  they  did  think  a  compensa- 
tion was  held  out  to  them  for  the  loss  of 
their  cotton  trade.     The  late  Chairman  of 
the  East  India  Company,  Mr.  Tucker,  in 
his  able  eridence  before  the  Sugar  and 
Coffee  Planting  Committee,  stated  that  in 
1803  the  value  of  manufactured   cottons 
exported  from  India  to  England  amotmted 
to  between  3,000.000L  and  4,000,000^, 
and  so  late  as  the  year  1818  or  1820,  to 
1,600,000?.     In  1836  tou  made  compen- 
sation for  the  loss  of  diat  1,600,000/.  by 
admitting  their  stigars,  wiuch  they  export- 
ed to  the  same  amount.     And  what  has 
been  the  eonseqnaMe  of  your  Ic^slation  ? 
You    hav^  allowed  slave-grown  sugar  to 
compete  in  the  English  market  with  the 
colonial  prddueer;  and  you  have  rained  all 
those  engaged  in  sugar  cdUmtion  in  the 
East.     1  lave  cio|»ed  a  few  of  the  state- 
n^ents  which  appeareid  in  tlie  IBms,  of  the 
last  intdiHgeDce  leeeaied  bj  llie  overland 
mail,  showing  ^  rnnous  effset  of  our 
^ugar  dntr  poBer  <ai  tbe  cotton  trade  of 
Engknd.     From*  tihese  statements  H  ap- 
'pear?  that  in   1546-47,  wlien  the  sogar 
;  enlt:v&t}Oin  was  ilMiri^iing,  Cakvttm  took 
j  1.^W.'Xh>    popej^  of    Porting;   while  in 
1  ^7-4^    the   qnant3tT  w»s   rediieed   to 
laCla\H\  <ijowTng  a  Jk<ei«ase  of  810,000 
pe^w..     In    jaoconets  the  doemse  was 
'i  u\a>0  pWw^  in  raozihries  131.000  pieces, 
$})rirrnr  in  aD  a  docroase  of  upwards  of 
L' Oai\X»  ywipe^     In  nnile  twist  fktt  de- 
rreaw  had  Vwm  ,\5(KlO00  Ihs.  en  «i  ex- 
}«on  d  lisOOC^O^OBla.    IthaihmmmA 
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that  ihts  WBS  of  little  consequence,  as  the 
xnanafaetiiren  of  England  look  to  Europe 
as  their  best  market. 

[Extract  from  the  Times.] 
CompAiatiTe  Importation  of  Shirtings,  Jacconets, 
Madftpolams,  and  white  Cambrics,  into  Calcutta 
in  1840-7  with  1847-8. 


1846-7 


l84«-7 
1847^ 


FIEOK  GOODS. 

Pieces. 
....    8,834,847 
....    2,729,994 


Decrease,  1,104,853 

MULK  IWIST. 

lbs. 
.     .     .     .    16,364,962 
,     .     .     .    10,863,687 

Decrease,  6,601,265 


litf^STAnoiiB,  Calcutta,  May  8,  1848. 


1840-7 
1847-8 


1846-7 
1847-8 


i84f-y 

1847-8 


1846-7 
1847-8 


SHIItTlNGS. 

Pieces. 
1,890,220 
1,071,222 

JAOCONSTS. 

1,146,373 
979,469 


Pieces. 


Decrease,  818,998 


Decrease,  165,914 

WXITB   CAilT^niCS. 

.       649,192 
.       614,376 

Decrease,  134,816 


Total  Decrease,  1,119,728 


MADAPOLAMS. 
160,062 

164,937 


Increase,  14,875 


But  I  find  that  in  1845  the  exports  to  the 
British  colonies  as  compared  with  those  to 
Europe,  and  those  to  the  other  thred 
quarters  of  the  glohe,  exclusive  of  Europe, 
stand  at  the  head  of  the  list,  the  compari- 
son being  as  follows  : — 

Exports  in  1846. 

Cotton,  Linen,  Woollen,  and  Silk  Manofitetiire^ 

exclusive  of  Tarn : — 

British  Colonies      ....     £11,681,664 

Europe 11,131,264 


More  to  the  Colonies 


£460,000 


Asia,  Africa,  and  America,  ex- 
clusive of  British  Posses- 
sions       £10,810,477 


Total   Exports   of  the  above 
manu&otures £33,523,306 

TARN. 

Europe       .......       £8,036,161 

Rest  of  the  world     ....  1,054,676 


Total  .  £9,090,726 
I  have  received  from  Mr.  Bum,  the  editor 
of  the  Commercial  Glance,  a  statement  of 
the  value  of  the  manufactured  goods  ex- 
ported to  Europe  (including  Egypt)  com- 
pared with  those  to  the  British  colonies, 
and  made  up  to  the  24th  of  June.  It  has 
been  alleged  that  all  the  distress  in  our 
own  manufacturing  districts  arises  from 
the  disturbed  state  of  Europe;  and  when 
reference  is  made  to  the  falling-off  in  our 
exports,  and  to  the  decay  of  our  commerce^ 
under  the  free-trade  system,  hon.  Gentle- 
men get  up  and  exclaim,  that  their  only 
surprise  is,  that  things  are  not  worse.  Now, 
the  following  figures  show  the  real  facts  of 
Net  Decrease,  1,104,863      the  case  : — 

CaliMes  Plain  and  Printed,  and  Cotton  Yam,  exported  to  Europe  with  Egypt,  to  the  British  Colonies, 
and  to  all  Parts,  up  to  the  31st  of  May. 
Europe  with  1847.  1848. 

Egypt.  Yards.  Yards.  Yards. 

Calieoes,  plam 51,962,144 81,231,200 Increase,  29,269,066 

Dato,printed  45,592,064 60,156,159 ditto...    4,662,496 

lbs.                                      lbs.  lbs. 

Tani 24,967,455 30,701,030 ditto...  5,734,476 


So  that,  on  eyery  one  of  these  heads  of 
mainifiutiire,  notwithstanding  the  disturb- 
ed state  of  the  Continent,  so  far  as  the 
Coiitinent  of  Europe  is  concerned,  there 
has  been  a  large  increase  of  exports.  And 

Britiih  1847. 

Colonies.  Yards. 

Calicoes,  plain  183,407,640 

Ditto,  printed    80,486,087 

lbs. 
Tam 14,778,113 

Koir,  Sir,  I  think  I  have  shown,  that  you 
are  suffering  not  so  much  from  the  dis- 
torbM  state  of  Europe  as  from  the  ruin  of 
joor  own  edonies.    If  the  Continent  does 


now  let  us  look  how  the  matter  stands  as 
regards  the  transmarine  possessions  of  the 
British  Crown.  There  were  exported  in 
the  corresponding  period  of  1847,  to  the 
British  colonies — 

1848. 

Yards.  Yards. 

125,402,056  Decrease,  57,915,584 

05,332,030  ditto....   15,164,057 

lbs.  lbs. 
7,285,774  ditto....     7,492,339 

not  take  so  much  of  your  manufactures  as 
before,  I  fear  it  is  in  some  respects  to  he 
attributed  to  the  fact  that  you  have  let 
your  capital  go  to  the  Continent,  and  have 
M2 
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thus  enabled  the  foreign  manufacturers 
therewith  to  carry  on  their  own  manufac- 
tures. But  let  me  remind  you,  if  the  dis- 
turbances on  the  Continent  have  been  a 
bar  to  the  exportation  of  British  manufac- 
tures, d  fortiori,  would  they  be  a  bar  to 
the  exportation  of  raw  produce.  Let  us 
Bee,  then,  how  the  exportations  of  raw  ma- 
terials show  in  this  comparison.  The  ex- 
portations of  raw  cotton  to  Russia,  in  the 
first  six  months  of  the  last  four  years,  have 
been  as  follows : — 
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The  material  of  cotton  manufactures  has 
been  trebled  in  the  present  year  as  com- 
pared with  the  last;  this  would  not  make 
it  appear  that  disturbances  on  the  Conti- 
nent— at  all  events,  so  far  as  Russia  is  con- 
cerned— were  any  bar  to  the  importation 
into  that  country  of  raw  cotton.  In  Bel- 
gium there  is  a  very  trifling  decrease — ^a 
decrease  of  60,000  lbs. — in  the  exports  of 
raw  cotton  to  that  country  in  this  year  as 
compared  with  1847;  but  comparing  it 
with  the  year  1846,  there  is  an  increase  of 
300,000  lbs.  Now,  I  wish  to  show  to  you 
in  illustration  of  that  argument  so  ably 
brought  forward  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Paisley  (Mr.  Archibald  Hastie) 
the  other  night,  as  to  what  would  be  the 
consequence  to  your  manufacturers  here  if 
you  ruined  your  British  colonies,  and  how 
the  increased  consumption  of  the  produce 
of  Brazil  and  of  Cuba  would  afford  no  se- 
curity to  you,  that  the  exportation  of  your 
manufactures  would  be  increased  in  like 


manner.  How  just  was  that  hon.  Gentle- 
man's statement  on  that  subject !  But  it 
was  hardly  necessary  for  my  hon.  Friend 
to  have  had  recourse  to  that  statement, 
because  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester, 
when  he  complained  the  other  night  of  a 
breach  of  faith  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment, told  you  that  those  who  had  sent 
their  ships  to  Brazil  and  to  Cuba  for  sugars 
suffered  no  little  hardship,  and  had  no 
slight  cause  of  complaint  in  this,  that  a 
great  part  of  those  ships  went  out  in  bal- 
last. So  that  when  you  send  out  your 
ships  to  bring  home  sugars  from  Brazil 
and  Cuba,  they  go  in  ballast ;  but  send 
them  out  to  the  West  Indies  and  your  own 
colonies,  and  they  carry  out  nearly  as 
much  in  value  as  they  bring  back.  Now, 
I  have  a  statement  here  of  the  importa- 
tions of  plain  calicoes  in  1846  and  1848, 
into  the  Brazils,  Cuba,  and  the  British 
West  Indies,  and  I  find  that  you  exported 
as  follows : — 

Calicoes,  Plain  and  Printed,  exported  to  Brazils, 
British  West  Indies,  and  Cuba,  fi*om  Ist  Jan- 
uary to  24th  June,  in  each  year. 


CALICOES,  PLAIN. 

Braiils.          B.  W.  Indies. 

Cuba. 

Yards.                Yards. 

Yards. 

1846.. 

.25,618,811    ...    7,029,132    .. 

.    2,575,624 

1848.. 

.20,668,171    ...    5,788,089    .. 

.    2,059,428 

CALICOES,  PRINTED. 

Brazils.  B.  W.  Indies.  Cuba. 

Yards.  Yards.  Yards. 

1846...  17,665,083  ...    7,657,290    ...  3,568,040 

1848...  14,420,391  ...    4,244,310    ...  2,846,231 

But  you  said  that  Antigua  and  Barba- 
does  were  not  suffering  in  the  same  de- 
gree— that  the  Creoles  were  in  the  most 
flourishing  condition — in  a  condition,  in 
fact,  superior  to  that  of  the  peasantry  of 
all  other  countries.  And  so  they  were  up 
to  the  period  of  this  Act  of  1846.  But 
what  is  said  to  be  their  state  now  ?  They 
are  ground  down  to  wages  of  5^d.  and  Qd, 
a  day,  and  are  no  longer  that  happy  and 
prosperous  peasantry;  and  in  nothing  is 
this  more  apparent  than  in  a  comparison 
of  the  exportation  of  calicoes,  in  corre- 
sponding periods,  to  Barbadoes  and  An- 
tigua. I  find,  then,  that  you  exported  to 
Antigua — 
Calicoes,  Plain  and  Printed,  exported  to  Antigua, 

Barbadoes,  and  6t.  Kitt's,  from  January  1st  to 

June  24th,  in  each  year. 


CAUCOES,  PLAIN. 

Antigua. 

Barbadoes. 

St.  Kltt'8. 

Yards. 

Yards. 

1846  .. 

....  67,003 

888,678  

.     Nil. 

1848  .. 

....  34,607 

278,687  

.     NU. 

CALICOES, 

PRINTED  AND  DTBD 

1846  .. 

....  66,234 

953,243  

.     NU. 

1848  .. 

....  24,364 

96,270  

.     Nil 
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Now,  can  anything  prove  more  clearly 
ihe  position  laid  down  by  the  hou.  Member 
f or  Faidey  the  other  night,  when  he  said — 

"  If  you  increase  the  produce  of  your  own 
cqUhum — if  you  take  more  of  the  produce  of  free 
men — they  will  take  all  the  more  of  your  calicoes 
and  yoor  cottons ;  but  a  slave  does  not  wear  a 
mg  the  more  for  all  the  produce  of  his  labour 
wMoh  you  may  purchase  from  his  hard  task- 
master. He  does  not  get  the  reward  of  liis  hard 
labour ;  and  though  he  may  perchance  bo  indulged 
with  an  additional  red  herring — ^with  a  little  more 
of  the  yam  or  the  banana — he  more  probably  re- 
oeifes  a  little  more  of  the  whip." 

I  hope,  therefore,  that  the  warning  voice 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Paisley  will  not 
fail  to  be  heard  in  the  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts of  this  country. 

I  have  here  a  statement,  showing  the 
contrast  of  your  exportations  of  manufac- 
tures and  of  the  raw  materials  of  them.  I 
find  that  of  cotton  manufactures  you  ex- 
ported as  follows : — 

EnNirts  of  Manu&ctured  Goods  and  Raw  Matc- 
riali,  for  Five  Months,  ending  the  5th  of  June. 

1848.  1847.  1848. 

Cotton  mana- 

fiurtnres  ...  7,535,0232.  7,726,107^.  6,895,9632. 
Ditto  yam  ...  2,901,204    2,924,665     1,836,467 
Cottonwool  .     243,090        147,248       151,705 

So  that,  while  in  cotton  manufactures, 
there  has  been  a  decrease  in  1848,  as  com- 
pared with  1847,  of  17§  per  cent,  and  on 
cotton  yam  a  decrease  of  12  per  cent, 
there  has  been,  of  raw  materials,  an  in- 
crease of  3  per  cent.  With  respect  to  silk 
mantifaetures  the  disturbances  in  France 
liare  prevented  the  manufactures  of  that 
country  from  going  on;  and  I  hope  there 
is  some  gleam  of  sunshine  from  that  cir- 
enmstance  dawning  on  the  silk  manufac- 
tures of  this  country.  But  still  the  fact 
ms  to  silk  manufactures  is  something  of 
the  same  kind  as  what  I  have  read  re- 
specting the  rest.  1  find  that,  as  regards 
silk  niannfactures — 

Exports  for  Five  Months  to  5th  June. 

1846.         1847.         1848. 

Silkmanu&ctares...  349,4332.  404,5022.  212,8232. 

Bawnlk,  lbs 149,544    200,146    110,861 

Silk  manufiuHnres  of 
Europe,  namely, 
manufaotores,  rib- 
bona,  gauzes,  vel- 
TOta,  (value  esti- 
mated at  32.  sterl- 
ing for  every  lb.  in 
weight)  505,344    618,738    779,082 

So  that,  while  the  falling-oif  in  the  ex- 
port of  this  class  of  your  manufactures 
DBA  been  53  per  cent,  in  1848,  as  compared 
▼Hh  1847,  the  falling-off  as  regards  the 
nw  material  of  the  same  has  been  less, 


namely,  45  per  cent,  whilst  your  importa- 
tion of  foreign  manufactures  has  increased 
a  fraction  only  under  26  per  cent.  Again, 
as  regards  woollen  manufactures  and  wool, 
I  find  the  exports  to  have  been  as  fol- 
lows : — 

1846.  1847.  1848. 

Woollen  ma- 
nufactures.. 2,445,4432.  2,767,7192.  2,021,8362. 

Do.  yam 277,000        342,849        250,816 

Wool,  sheep 
or  lambs, 
foreign  and 
colonial,lb8.  1,052,195        745,393     2,650,224 

Thus,  whilst  your  woollen  manufactures 
present  to  you  a  decreased  export  trade  of 
27  per  cent,  and  woollen  yarn  a  decrease 
of  15  per  cent,  an  increase  of  your  expor- 
tation of  foreign  and  colonial  wool  stares 
you  in  the  face  to  the  astonishing  amount 
of  255  per  cent. 

It  is  not,  therefore,  in  the  disturbances 
on  the  continent  of  Europe  that  the  real 
cause  of  this  great  decay  is  to  be  found. 
The  cause  of  this  decay  is  to  be  found  in 
your  British  possessions,  which  you  have 
been  bringing  to  ruin  by  your  anti-colonial 
policy. 

Having,  then,  shown  you  the  decay  you 
have  brought  upon  your  colonies,  I  must 
revert  once  more  to  the  position  of  India, 
which  has  not  been  sufficiently  discussed 
in  this  House.  Indeed,  I  am  not  sure 
that,  with  the  exception  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Harwich,  any 
Gentleman  has,  in  the  course  of  these  de- 
bates, ever  touched  on  that  part  of  the 
subject.  But  the  effect  of  your  legislation 
has  been  that,  instead  of  India  paying 
her  tribute  to  you  in  the  produce  of  India, 
she  has  paid  you  in  silver  in  the  rupees  of 
that  country.  At  the  time  of  the  report 
of  the  Committee,  we  had  information  that 
the  East  India  Company  had  been  obliged 
already  to  remit  half  a  million  of  rupees. 
At  the  recent  meeting  of  the  proprietary 
of  the  East  India  Company,  to  which  I 
have  already  referred,  the  present  Chair- 
man said  how  important  it  was  to  develop 
the  resources  of  India,  and  that,  if  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Committee  on  West 
India  affairs  were  not  attended  to,  and  the 
differential  duty  established,  a  blow  would 
be  struck  at  the  resources  of  India  from 
which  they  might  not  easily  recover.  I 
trust,  therefore,  that  the  noble  Lord,  who 
spoke  so  strongly  some  weeks  ago  on  the 
value  of  the  British  colonies,  will  lay  this 
statement  to  his  heart,  that  we  have  it 
from  the  Chairman  of  the  East  India  Com- 
pany— 
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''That,  unless  a  duty  of  10«.  between  British 
and  foreign  sugar  be  adopted,  a  blow  will  be 
iitFuek  at  the  resources  of  India  which  she  will 
not  eaaily  r^coyer/* 

The  Chairman  of  the  East  India  Company, 
at  the  same  meeting,  stated  further — 

**  That  it  would  not  only  be  a  hardship  to  the 
East  Indies  and  to  the  Company,  but  to  the  en- 
terprising individuals  who  had  sent  their  capital 
there,  ai^  invested  it  in  machinery,  on  the  faith 
of  the  promises  of  the  Govemment.  It  would  be 
a  loss  of  great  importance  to  this  country,  as  well 
as  an  infliction  of  great  injustice  to  thousands  of 
natives  employed  in  the  cultivation  of  sugar  in 
India." 

I  oonfesa  I  much  wish  that  the  late  Vice 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  could 
hear  these  statements,  because  such  is  his 
extravagant  notion  about  the  advantages 
of  eheap  sugar  that  he  seems  to  think  that 
it  would  be  an  advantage  to  the  natives  of 
India,  whose  great  staple  production  it  is, 
if  we  could  make  sugar  cheap  in  Bengal, 
bj  putting  an  end  to  the  demand  of  it  for 
eoBBumption  in  England,  and  ceasing  to 
buy  it  from  the  natives  of  India  for  expor- 
tation to  this  country.  The  hon.  Chair- 
man proceeded  to  say — 

'*  It  would  not  only  be  a  hardship  to  the  East 
Indies  and  to  the  Company,  but  to  the  enter- 
fvUing  individuals  who  had  sent  their  capital 
there,  and  iqvested  it  in  machinery,  on  the  faith 
9f  the  promises  of  the  Government.  It  would  be 
a  loss  of  great  importance  to  this  country,  as  well 
as  the  infliction  of  a  great  injustice  on  the  thou- 
sands of  natives  employed  in  the  cultivation  of 
iUf  ar  in  India.  It  was  hardly  necessary  for  him  to 
say  that  this  was  a  question  of  great  importance  as 
regarded  the  remittances  also.  Of  the  5,000,0002. 
sterling  to  which  these  remittances  amounted, 
1,500,0002.  came  from  sugar  ;  and  if  something 
was  not  done  to  relieve  the  sugar  interest  from 
its  present  condition,  that  source  of  remittance 
must  fail,  and  they  must  have  recourse  to  large 
exportations  of  bullion  from  India  to  make  up  the 
deflclency.*' 

Another  East  India  proprietor,  Mr.  Fielder, 
observed — 

"  That,  after  having  fought  the  battles  of  this 
country,  and  afVer  having  incurred  immense  ex- 
penditure to  carry  on  her  iniquitous  wars,  Eng- 
land now  stepped  in  to  deprive  the  East  Indies  of 
that  protection  under  which  the  sugar  trade  had 
ris^n  and  flourished." 

Mr.  Strachan,  who  was  also  a  proprietor, 
stated  at  the  same  meeting — 

"  That  with  respect  to  the  sugar  trade,  the  East 
Indies  had  been  most  unjustly  treated  ;  that  this 
question  affected  the  interest  of  every  man  deriv- 
ing his  income  from  India  ;  that  it  was  plain  the 
remittances  from  that  country  would  soon  have  to 
be  made  in  bullion  ;  and  that,  in  proportion  as  re- 
mittances were  reduced,  so  would  the  incomes  of 
the  East  India  proprietors  be  reduced." 

But  the  interests  of  the  Mauritius  were 


closely  connected  with  those  of  the  East 
Indies.  The  sugar  cultivation  of  the  Mau- 
ritius was  carried  on  by  Coolies,  who  were 
fed  upon  rice  imported  from  the  East  In- 
dies; and  I  find  that  the  value  of  the  rice 
imported  from  the  East  Indies  to  the 
Mauritius  amounted  to  200,000^.  a  year, 
and  this  rice  is  paid  for  in  bills  drawn 
against  sugar  exported  to  England,  thus 
affording  another  mode  of  remittance  of  so 
much  of  India's  tribute  to  England. 

In  answer  to  the  assertion  that  the 
Mauritius  had  not  been  ruined  by  the  Act 
of  1846,  I  might  refer  to  the  despatches 
of  Sir  W.  Gomm,  from  which  it  appeared^ 
that  up  to  the  month  of  June  last  year, 
there  had  been  a  general  amelioration  in 
the  commercial  condition  of  the  colony; 
that  the  fair  prices  which  colonial  produce 
obtained  in  this  country  were  encouraging 
persons  in  every  branch  of  business  to 
resort  to  the  colony  ;  that  the  value  of 
the  exports  during  one  month  had  been 
312,5007. ;  and  that  the  quantity  of  sugar 
exported  of  the  crop  of  1846-47  in  the 
year  had  been  66,000  tons,  being  15,000 
tons  more  than  the  exports  of  the  preced- 
ing year.  The  House  was,  unfortunately, 
too  well  aware  of  the  state  of  absolute 
ruin  to  which  the  Mauritius  had  been  re- 
duced by  the  Act  of  1846,  and  the  conse- 
quent large  importations  of  slave-labour 
sugar  into  this  country.  But  I  will  ask 
hon.  Gentlemen  to  contrast  the  condition 
of  the  Mauritius  with  that  of  the  sister 
colony — the  Isle  of  Bourbon.  Accounts, 
dated  the  Idth  of  April,  represented  the 
Isle  of  Bourbon  to  be  in  a  most  flourishing 
condition  :  and  what  must  be  the  feelings 
of  the  French  inhabitants  of  the  island, 
who  numbered  23,000  persons,  when  they 
contrasted  their  own  position  with  that  of 
this  neighbouring  island  ?  Immediately 
after  the  capture  of  the  Mauritius  by  the 
English  forces,  the  British  General  issued 
a  proclamation,  declaring — 

"  That  the  inhabitants  should  have  the  means 
of  disposing  of  their  merchandise  on  the  most 
favourable  terms,  and  should  enjoy  all  the  ad- 
vantages of  other  British  colonies." 

But,  till  1825,  the  inhabiUnts  of  the  Mau- 
ritius did  not  enjoy  these  advantages.  In 
1835  they  were  deprived  of  their  slaves  ; 
and  in  1843  this  country  exposed  them  to 
competition  with  the  slave  producers  of 
foreign  States.  Why,  the  colonies  of 
France,  although  they  could  compete  bj 
slave  labour  against  the  slave  labour  of 
other  countries,  enjoyed  a  protective  duty 
of  more  than  10s.  a  cwt.  upon  their  sugar. 
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Sir  B.  Farquhar,  addressing  tlio  IIouso  of 
Gommonsy  in  1825,  declared — 

**^  That,  wheneyer  the  case  of  tho  Manritius  was 
brought  forward,  it  would  be  found  to  bo  tho  most 
omel  ease  that  ever  was  submitted  to  tho  IIouso 
of  Commons.  Ho  (Sir  R.  Farquliar)  asked,  very 
justly,  what  co-operation  could  bo  expected  from 
eolonista  to  whom  pledges  had  been  given  on  the 
part  of  this  country  which  had  never  been  ful- 
filled f" 

Lord  Wellesley  also  stated,  in  bis  de- 
spatcbes,  wben  pressing  upon  the  British 
Government  tbe  necessity  of  making  a 
desperate  effort  to  capture  the  Mauritius — 

"  That  tbe  French  privateers  from  tho  Mauri- 
tioB  alone  had  captured  British  property  to  the 
TalM  of  4,000,000/." 

I  might  here  mention,  that  I  have  been 
assured  bj  persons  residing  in  the  Mauri- 
tius about  tbe  period  of  slave  cmancipa- 
tioo,  that  such  was  the  discontented  feel- 
ing of  the  French  colonists,  and  the  alarm 
of  the  Goyernor,  Sir  W.  Colebrook,  that 
he  oerer  sat  down  to  dinner  without  a 
ffuard  of  forty  soldiers  in  his  ante-room. 
Nov,  I  will  put  it  to  the  House  whether, 
considering  the  importance  of  the  Mauri- 
tins,  as  the  key  to  our  East  Indian  pos- 
■esuons,  it  was  prudent  to  exasperate  the 
French  colonists,  who  were  nearly  twenty 
times  more  numerous  than  the  English, 
by  withdrawing  from  them  the  protection 
ihej  saw  enjoyed  by  the  siater  colony  of 
Boorbon,  and  driving  them  to  court  a 
restoration  of  their  French  connexion  with 
a  Tiew  to  seek  the  French  market,  whore 
they  would  have  a  monopoly  which  thi-y 
£d  not  possess  in  the  markets  of  tlii.? 
conntiT? 

To  look  at  tbe  question  in  anotlior  point 
of  Yiev — let  me  ask,  how  does  tljc-  ri^'iit 
hon.  Gentleman  tbe  Chancellor  of  \\.<:  K.t. 
chequer  think  the  revenue  from  the  <:  y.-*- 
nies  is  to  be  maintained  when  you  Lave 
mined  the  produce  which  they  have  to 
send  to  this  country  ? 

Bat  I  must  now  come  to  the  c^.r.-.!!-; ra- 
tion of  the  financial  part  of  lai:  fj-^ervo:.: 
and.  although  I  shall  aroid  ls  u. -.'.:.  ;i> 
possible  entering  upon  the  diK-u- :'..-.  '.{ 
the  budget,  yet  I  cannot  avoM  \\  -^r.,- 
getber,  since  tbe  right  hon.  G.;:.-/.-.-::.?.-. 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Excrij'.-^i-.r  he.- 
thought  fit  to  bring,  bead  anl  ■;Lo'.!^..v. 
into  these  discussions  a  xh:r-l  \,Az-\- 
While  tbe  noble  Loni  at  the  }.ea/i  .:  w-, 
GoTemment  is  complaicilrjz  I'-a:  ::'•  -. . 
bate  is  protracted,  hia  n  I'ht  h '.  u .  r  •, . .  •:  s^ .  -: 
4ie  Chancellor  of  the  Er.che'./.,':  ;.;«.: 
braill^iBtoit  a  new  element  wL^cu  c«:i- 


not  fail  to  create  further  delay.  Tho  noblo 
Lord  and  tho  Chancellor  of  the  Kxchc<|uer 
have  again  repeated,  as  if  anything  cuuld 
be  proved  by  mere  repetition,  the  state- 
ment they  made  the  other  night,  that  the 
recommendation  of  tho  Comniitteo  would 
lose  9G0,000i.  to  the  revenue.  Tho  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  tho  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer thought  fit  to  comment  on  tho  re- 
solutions which  were  rejected  in  Commit- 
tee, and  for  which  I  was  responsible,  and 
which  were  supported  by  Sir  John  Taking- 
ton,  by  Sir  E.  Buxton,  by  Lord  (j.  Man- 
ners, by  Mr.  Hope,  and  by  Mr.  Miles — 
and  in  making  that  comment  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  **  that  no  man  in  his  senses 
could  believe  that  there  would  be  an  in- 
crease to  the  extent  of  anything  like  150,000 
tons  in  tho  consumption  during  the  year 
commencing  on  the  5th  of  July,  184fi,  and 
ending  1841^.*'  But,  Sir,  1  b*;lievo  that  no 
man  in  his  senses  who  has  at  all  conHidered 
the  subject  can  believe  that  in  the  same 
period  the  consumption  can  be  so  litths  as 
280,000  tons;  and  unless  they  btrlieve  that, 
I  know  not  on  whnt  pretence  tlie  noble  Lord 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Kj[cli<'<]u<*r — un- 
less I  excuse  th<;Mi  on  the  score  of  igno- 
rance— presume  to  say  that  then?  can  l*e 
a  loss  to  the  revenue  of  1^00,000/.  shouM 
that  recommendation  of  the  Committee  Ims 
carried  into  effect. 

Loiti/  J.  liL'.S.SKLL:  I  did  not  nay  so. 
I  .said  the  firbt  W-.^  wouM  be  IjGO,MiOf, 
arid  tlie  second  lo»-«!  7'Jh,hhhl. 

LoKi>  G.  HKXTJNrK  :  What  th^,A  the 
noble  Lord  m^-an  by  *'  tij^r  fir»»t  Ui^n'i*' 
L'j'.i  ht.'l  ^n,hi  to  the  reveuoe  imiHt  be  fti 
li.'.'jV.':  i  hy  fd  net  ion  or  incr<:aiie  in  the 
C'jii-.uu.y.'.'.u  hi  -.M'/ti.r.  T\i*'  iiobb:  Loid  in 
not  h'j  wa/itin^r  in  oandoijr  and  frahkri'-ien 
a^  not  to  adruit  tijat  whiN;  b':  t^iW^  rr<dit 
to  hlrji-':jf  for  'Jh///f  tor.',  of  Jii«.ria>.ed 
<:"0:i-iiri.pt;o:i  l*y  tl.o  GovMfiiij« -.t  j/Ufj,  a 
.'■jrx.ption  woiild  br  prvJij/;<:d  f;y 
al  f  'J).'-  I'rt.iii  d.*!i/Mi'«  \,t. 
propo>;i:    of    to*-  ^'oii*ijij»»' '    uiM 
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would  amount  to  a  saving  of  a  halfpenny 
to  every  poof  family  on  each  week's  con- 
sumption of  sugar;  and  that  would  be  a 
large  reduction.  The  Government  has  no 
reduction  whatever  to  show  that  can  be 
measured  by  even  the  lowest  denomination 
of  coin.  Therefore  the  noble  Lord  cannot 
pretend  that  his  proposal  would  cause  an 
increased  consumption  by  that  stimulus 
which  arises  out  of  a  lowered  price.  But 
when  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
comes  to  consider  the  effects  of  his  mea- 
sures upon  the  supply  and  upon  the  stocks 
in  hand/  he  shows  an  ignorance  of  the 
whole  sugar  trade  such  as  was  never  before 
displayed  in  this  House  of  Commons.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  —  he  under- 
stands— that  the  stocks  available  of  British 
colonial  sugar  for  the  consumption  of  the 
year  1848-9  wiU  be  about  300,000  tons ; 
but  I  shall  presently  prove  to  the  House 
that  his  calculations  are  totally  incorrect. 
I  must  also  say  that  the  calculations  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Cardwell). 
and  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford  (Mr.  Gladstone),  show 
little  acquaintance  with  the  subject,  when 
they  calculate  the  loss  to  the  revenue  at 
what  they  have  stated.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer seems  to  imagine  that  they  can  make 
a  clean  sweep  of  all  the  stocks  of  sugar  in 
this  country;  and  that  we  shall  have  a 
supply  of  Z40,000  tons  of  sugar,  and  a 
stock  on  hand  of  65,000  tons,  or,  as  is 
now  the  case,  of  76,000  tons ;  but  there  is 
not  a  man  in  the  whole  sugar  trade  will 
bear  out  that  calculation.  For  the  last 
five  years  the  lowest  stock  on  hand  on  the 
5th  of  July  was  45,100  tons;  and  in  pro- 
portion as  the  consumption  increases  it  is 
necessary  that  the  stock  should  likewise 
be  kept  up.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
calculates  that  he  shall  have  a  consump- 
tion of  310,000  tons;  and,  a  fortiorij  if 
the  recommendation  of  the  Committee 
were  adopted,  the  Committee  will  also 
have  310,000  tons.  But  my  belief  is,  and 
I  can  show  good  reasons  for  the  supposi- 
tion, that  if  we  were  to  reduce  the  duty  on 
colonial  sugar  ^d,  per  pouud  (which  would 
be  the  effect  of  the  recommendation  of  the 
Committee),  the  consumption  would  come 
up  to  325,000  tons  in  the  year  ending  the 
5th  of  July,  1849.  But  1  will  assume  that  I 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  right,  and  that  i 
the  310,000  tons  is  the  total  amount  that  | 
will  be  consumed.  That  granted  for  argu-  \ 
ment  sake,  it  becomes  necessary  to  examine 
into  the  probabilities  of  importation  and 


into  the  state  of  stocks.  And  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  argues  that  the 
Government  would  lose  368,000^.  by  their 
project,  on  the  ground  that  there  will  be 
240,000  tons  of  British  sugar  consumed, 
the  hon.  Member  is  arguing  against  his 
own  recorded  conviction.  One  of  the  re- 
solutions proposed  by  Mr.  Goulburn,  and 
supported  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Liver- 
pool, was  as  follows : — 

"  That  many  estates  in  the  British  colonics 
have  been  already  abandoned,  and  that  many  more 
are  now  in  course  of  abandonment,  and  from  this 
cause  a  very  serious  diminution  is  to  be  appre- 
hended in  the  total  amount  of  production." 

And  then  he  goes  on  to  say — 

**  That  the  first  effect  of  this  diminution  will  be 
an  increase  in  the  price  of  sugar,  and  the  ultimate 
effect  a  greater  extension  to  the  growth  of  sugar 
in  slave  countries,  and  a  greater  impetus  to  slavery 
and  the  slave  trade." 

But  you  cannot  have  your  cake  and  eat  it 
too— 7you  cannot  abandon  you^  sugar  plan- 
tations and  have  your  sugar  too;  and  if 
the  hon.  Member  be  right — and  there  is  no 
doubt  be  is  right — **  that  many  estates 
have  been  already  abandoned,  and  that 
many  more  will  be  abandoned'* — where  is 
he  to  get  a  supply  of  240,000  tohs  of  colon- 
ial sugar  ?  Upon  the  best  estimates  I  have 
been  able  to  make,  after  the  most  mature 
consideration,  and  after  great  deliberation 
with  those  who  are  held  to  be  the  highest 
authorities  on  the  subject,  I  have  come  to 
the  conclusion  that,  in  the  year  1848-9, 
commencing  and  ending  on  the  5th  of 
July,  there  cannot  be  expected  from  the 
British  West  Indies  more  than  120,000 
tons;  from  the  Mauritius  35,000  tons; 
and  from  East  India,  46,000.  Let  us 
see  how  this  calculation  is  borne  out  by 
facts.  The  latest  advices  state  that  there 
has  been  a  falling-off  of  150,000  tons  in 
the  shipments  from  the  Mauritius  ;  and, 
with  regard  to  the  importation,  it  must  not 
be  forgotten  that  the  greater  part  of  the 
exportation  from  the  Mauritius  has  already 
arrived,  and  is  no  part  of  the  supply  of  the 
year  1848-9,  commencing  on  the  5th  of 
July.  The  accounts  from  Calcutta  state 
that  in  the  month  of  February  the  exports 
were  34  per  cent  less  than  the  correspond- 
ing period  of  last  year.  It  is  true  that 
there  is  a  trifling  increase  in  the  imports 
from  East  India  up  to  the  present  time; 
but  the  imports  already  received  from  l^ast 
India  have  not  been  affected  by  the  late 
and  present  ruinous  state  of  prices.  Those 
supplies  are  sent  upon  orders  which  went 
out  twenty-three  months  ago.  This  sugar 
is  purchased  and  must  come  hom^  what- 
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ever  the  Iom.  Let  us,  however,  examine 
into  the  state  of  the  further  supply.  The 
whole  question  turns,  as  far  as  revenue  is 
concerned,  upon  whether  the  supply  is  de- 
rived from  colonial  or  slave  sugar,  the  duty 
on  one  being  20«.,  and  ou  the  other  135. 
by  the  Government  plan,  and  10*.  by  that 
of  the  Committee.  The  entire  stocks  of 
sugar  in  Europe  in  January  last  was 
145,000  tons,  against  110,000  tons  in  the 
year  previous.  But,  on  the  1st  of  June, 
Ike  entire  stocks  in  Europe  were  150,000 
tons  this  year,  against  120,000  tons  last 
year;  115,000  tons  in  1846;  93,000  tons  in 
1845;  70,000  in  1844;  and  85,000  tons  in 
1843.  The  stocks  of  sugar  on  the  Conti- 
nent were,  therefore,  larger  on  the  1st  of 
June  than  was  ever  before  known  in  the  his- 
tory of  Europe;  and  there  can  be  no  doubt 
bat  that  there  will  be  an  ample  supply  of 
foreign  sugar,  though  the  supply  of  foreign 
sugar  in  this  market  is  not  so  great  as  it 
waa  last  year.  But  now  let  us  look  at  the 
stocks  in  England.  My  speculation  in 
drawing  up  the  report  was,  that  on  the  5th 
of  July  there  would  be  about  65,000  tons 
of  British  colonial  sugar  in  stock.  I  find 
that  the  stocks  on  the  1st  of  July,  1848, 
of  British  colonial  sugar  were  76,510  tons, 
against  73,178  on  the  1st  of  July,  1847, 
showinfl^  an  increase  of  3,332  tons.  But, 
from  the  best  information  1  can  obtain, 
there  was  a  decrease  in  the  deliveries  in 
June  and  part  of  May,  consequent  on  the 
expectation  that  there  would  bo  a  reduc- 
tion at  least  of  Is,  per  cwt.,  if  not  of  4«. 
It  is  shown  by  all  the  sugar  circulars  of 
the  day  that  from  the  22nd  of  May  there 
was  a  rise  in  British  possessions  sugar  of 
2f.  to  Zs,  per  cwt.,  in  consequence  of  a 
belief  that  the  Committee  would  recom- 
mend a  differential  duty  of  IO5.  and  that 
that  recommendation  would  be  adopted. 
The  consequence  was,  that  there  was  one 
of  the  shortest  delivery  in  June  and  the 
latter  part  of  May  lately  on  record.  There- 
fore, I  have  a  right  to  assume  that  there 
are  at  least  11,000  tons  stock  of  colonial 
sugar,  constituting  a  part  of  the  stock  of 
76,000  tons,  artificially  created  by  the 
suspension  of  trade  arising  out  of  the 
pending  legislation  on  this  subject.  If 
that  point  be  granted,  it  will  be  admitted 
that,  though  nominally  76,000  tons,  the 
stock  is  virtually  only  65,000  tons.  But 
that  stock  has  been  further  increased  by 
the  adventitious  circumstance  that  in  the 
month  of  June  there  was  a  prevalence  of 
strong  westerly  gales  and  line  weather, 
wUcb  brought  us  a  most  unusual  supply, 


amounting  to  23,000  tons  of  West  India 
sugar  alone.  But  in  proportion  as  that 
supply  came  early  to  hand  by  quick  voy- 
ages, so  it  will  diminish  the  supply  of  the 
year  beginning  the  5th  of  July,  1848,  and 
ending  1849.  I  find,  however,  that  while 
on  the  1st  of  July  there  was  an  increase  of 
3,332  tons  in  the  stock  of  colonial  sugar, 
there  was  a  decrease  of  4,198  tons  in  the 
stock  of  foreign  sugar,  being  42,413  tons 
in  1847,  against  38,215  in  1848;  the  whole 
stock,  foreign  and  colonial,  being  114,725 
tons  against  115,591  tons  in  1847.  But 
now  we  come  to  the  question  of  supply. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  stakes 
his  financial  reputation  that  it  will  amount 
to  240,000  tons  of  colonial  sugar  in  the 
year  commencing  July  5,  1848-9.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  no  man  in 
his  senses  could  have  made  the  prediction 
which  I  made;  but  I  beg  now  to  retort  that 
no  man  in  his  senses  would  believe  that 
240,000  tons  of  British  colonial  sugar  will 
come  into  consumption  in  the  year  1848-9. 
Let  it  be  borne  in  mind — and  I  hope  the 
House  will  never  forget  it — that  we  are 
not  discussing  the  year  ending  the  5th  of 
July,  1848,  but  the  year  ending  5th  July, 
1849.  The  importation  of  the  year  just 
ended  has  not  been  operated  upon  by  your 
ruinous  policy.  The  sugar  had  been  grown 
and  must  come  home,  whether  it  sells  well 
or  ill  for  those  who  have  produced  it. 
There  will  be  no  more  crops  grown  upon 
those  expectations';  and  the  falling-ofl;*  in 
the  last  six  months  is  no  test  of  what  the 
falling-off  will  be  in  the  next  twelve  months. 
But  what  is  the  falling-off?  The  imports 
of  sugar  into  this  country  from  the  1st  of 
January  to  the  1st  of  July,  1847,  were 
142,248  tons;  while  in  the  same  months 
in  1848  they  have  only  been  113,536, 
being  a  falling-off  of  28,712  tons  in  the 
first  half-year  of  1848,  which  is  not  to 
come  into  the  consideration  of  the  current 
year's  supply,  ending  5th  of  July,  1849. 
But  where  is  this  falling-off?  There  is  an 
increase  of  20  tons  on  the  East  Indian  sugar 
which  left  Calcutta  before  the  reduction 
was  known  there.  The  falling-off  in  the 
imports  is  entirely  in  West  India  and  Mau- 
ritius sugars,  the  decrease  on  the  former 
being  15,068  tons,  and  on  the  latter  13,664 
tons.  If  this  calculation  be  well  founded, 
the  importation  will  not  exceed  200,000 
in  the  year  1848-9.  With  a  stock  nomi- 
nally 76,000  tons,  hut  virtually  only 
65,000  tons,  the  whole  supply  would  be 
265,000  tons.  What  man,  then,  in  his 
senses,  who  knows  anything  of  the  sugar 
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trade,  can  believe  that  he  will  haye  240,000 
tons  of  British  sugar  at  his  disposal  next 
jear;  the  lowest  stock  on  record  being 
45,700  tons.  If  I  be  right,  and  you  re- 
duce your  stock  even  to  45,000  tons,  and 
assuming  that  the  nominal  stock  is  only 
65,000  tons,  that  will  leave  only  220.000 
tons  available.  Supposing,  however,  that 
you  reduce  your  stock  still  lower  by  5,000 
tons,  which  is  far  below  the  lowest  on  re- 
cord, you  will  still  have  only  225,000  tons 
of  colonial  produce  available.  This  calcu- 
lation, at  any  rate,  must  form  the  basis  for 
our  calculation  of  revenue,  if  we  wish  to 
approximate  to  anything  near  correctness. 

I  come  next  to  the  question  of  how  far 
we  are  justified  in  assuming  that  there  will 
be  this  increased  consumption.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  said,  that  no  man  in 
hia  senses  could  calculate  on  an  increase  of 
anything  like  30,000  tons.  Now  we  will 
•ee  if  he  is  right.  In  the  three  years, 
1845,  1846,  1847,  the  average  increase  of 
oonsumption  has  been  28,000  tons.  There 
was  a  tall  of  lis,  dd,  in  1845;  there  was 
UO  fall  in  1846;  and  in  1847  there  was  a 
fall  of  6«.  in  price,  making  an  average  fall 
iu  tho  three  years  of  5$.  lid.  The  right 
hou.  Ooutlcman  shakes  his  head,  but  I 
bi)llevt)  he  kuows  very  little  about  the 
luaitor. 

Th0  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
OCKU  SMid.  that  that  statement  did  not 
tftvi)  a  fair  vi^^w  of  the  effects  of  reducing 
Ini»  duty, 

LuHP  «.  BKNTINCK  :  I  have  given  a 
gr«iat  dual  of  tttudy  to  the  subject,  and  I 
VMUiiirt^  to  luodiut  that  any  estimates  I 
um.y  \\\wV\>  wdl  bo  bettor  founded  than  those 
uf  iW  iUmuovUor  of  tho  E,\olioquor.  There 
wan  ihv^iv  vkW  avi^rutfo  fall  of  5s,  lid.,  and 
au  ttvvvagu  iiuToaiio  of  28.000  tons.  But 
^l^VM'o  U  a  M\  h\  i\\^  piH>iient  price,  as  com- 

K\w\  with  Unt  >o»u'j  of  4*,  Sd,;  and  if  4«. 
aJvlv*d  IW  \\\\>  voduotiuu  of  duty  on  throo- 
iuvw^lu  v^f  \,\\K^  *u|;ai'  oouMUUiod— (and  sup- 
^iv\g  lv^U'  wuni  iuto  tho  pockets  of  the 
|4^V^W^\  ^^  thuvi»  U  ov\)vy  vt^UHou  to  believe 
i^  ^^ulU  i^^vv^  k\k^\\k\  iuaMuutvh  aft  there  was 
^k^  >v^U4V4  a  \^ViHliUHl  rumour  of  an  altera- 
0^'Ut  iW  tW  |»uvKM»f  iilavo-gTowu  Hugar 
<\A\  lv>   W  Om^  v't  \H^louuU  iH)«o  2jr.,  the 
v,4)ksv  HvAU^iv^  ^iui^  tbvv  uvwio  of  tho  hlavu- 
>V.4\U^  ^^*  "^''^  u*uu\'»u»iH\  aiul  i'ompoHiiig 
I  t^'  'wluvo  Ui.^  ^tvtiUi  uiul  umkiug  him 
il'  -v\u^M  ^h«.s4^^4)     auvl  *up|Hu»iug  wo 
i*-  ^^vi•H^s''  ^^"^^*^*^  ^'^^'  ^^^t  **^  tho  one 
\S\  ^*>v   U  U\o  v'Vh»,v4»  \,\\iK\t  would  oitnU(i 

iSv   ^  v4Hv.»v'aV  v'4    -K.  ^^  V\\^.»  iu  pi'loo, 


which  is  a  greater  reduction  than  has 
taken  place  on  the  average  in  the  last 
three  years.  Besides  this,  the  quantity 
consumed  being  greater,  the  average  of 
28,000  tons  increase  on  the  consumption 
of  the  last  three  years  ought  to  be  still  fur- 
ther increased.  But  that  is  not  the  only 
ground  for  suspecting  an  increased  con- 
sumption. We  have  the  consumption  of 
the  first  quarter  of  a  year  when  there  was 
great  distress,  and  that  quarter  gave  a 
consumption  of  74,000  tons.  We  have 
seventeen  years'  experience  to  guide  us, 
and  on  an  average  consumption  of  49,848 
tons  in  the  first  quarter  of  the  year,  expe- 
rience shows  an  increase  on  the  last  three 
quarters,  on  the  promise  of  the  first  quarter 
of  19,081  tons.  If  the  average  of  seven- 
teen years  gives  an  excess  on  the  consump- 
tion of  the  first  quarter  of  19,000  tons,  it 
does  not  require  any  great  stretch  of  spe- 
culation on  a  quarter's  consumption  of 
74,000,  to  suppose  an  increase  consider- 
ably over  that  of  19,000  tons.  'But  if  we 
reckon  it  at  that  ratio  only,  we  get  an  in- 
crease to  310,000  on  the  year. 

Some  observadons  were  made  the  other 
night  by  hon.  Members  not  now  present — 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dover,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool — on  the  fiiUing-off 
in  the  consumption  in  the  last  month,  and 
in  part  of  the  month  of  May.  It  is  most 
true  that  there  is  that  falling-off;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  the  oonsumption  in  the 
month  ending  the  5th  of  June,  of  British 
sugar  was  25,599  tons,  which,  being  mul- 
tiplied by  12,  gives  307,188  tons  per  an- 
num. But  though  it  be  true  that  there 
was  a  decrease  in  the  consumption  of  sugar 
in  the  five  months  ending  tiie  5tii  of  June 
last,  as  compared  with  the  correi^onding 
period  of  last  year,  there  was  eoBcmrently 
a  great  increase  in  the  consumption  of  mo- 
lasses, which,  as  hon.  Members  w^  know, 
is  part  of  the  produce  of  the  sugar  cane; 
and,  as  far  as  the  revenue  is  ocmoemed, 
fills  the  pockets  of  the  Ckancdlor  of  the 
Exchequer  as  well  as  svgar  itself.  In  the 
five  months  ending  the  5th  of  June,  there 
was  an  increase  in  the  consumption  of  mo- 
lasses of  52,211  cwts.,  or  2,611  tons.  Mo- 
lasses pay  a  duty  of  5$.  3^  per  cwt.,  and 
the  2,611  tons  of  molasses  brought  in  as 
much  revenue  as  995  tons  of  sugar  would 
have  done.  ConsoqucntlT,  against  a  £sll 
of  859  tons  of  sugar  there  was  an  increase 
in  molasses  which  equals  995  tons  of  sii^;ar. 
Therefore,  as  far  as  r^enne  is  coneenied, 
tho  revenue  will  be  increased  in  the  £rst 
five  months  of  this  year  as  oonyaiNi  witk 
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the  first  fife  montlis  of  last  year.  The 
fact  of  the  matter  is,  that  colonial  sugar, 
as  well  as  foreign  sugar,  have  been  of  late 
kept  hack.  I  have  been  told,  that  within 
two  dajs  in  the  present  month,  that  is, 
within  the  7th  and  8th  inst.,  somewhat 
more  than  20,000  tons  of  foreign  sugar 
have  paid  duty;  and  the  estimate  of  the 
trade  is,  that  udependent  of  these  20,000 
tons  of  foreign  sugar  which  have  paid  duty 
at  18«.  6d.,  143,840  tons  of  sugar  have 
been  entered  for  home  consumption  up  to 
the  present  time.  If,  then,  you  add  the 
2O9OOO  tons  upon  which  duty  was  paid 
inihin  the  two  days  after  the  end  of  the 
half  year,  yon  will  find  that  the  sugar  which 
has  paid  duty  up  to  the  8th  of  July  was 
163,840  tons;  but  if  to  that  you  add  the 
eoDsnmption  of  molasses,  it  will  give  a 
consumption  for  the  year  of  330,068  tons. 
I  do  not  say,  that  the  whole  of  the  20,000 
tons  released  on  the  7th  and  8th  of  July 
wonld  haye  paid  duty  but  for  the  advan- 
tage of  1«.  &d,  per  owt. ;  but,  on  the  other 
lumd,  1  contend  that  an  amount  equal  to 
one-half  of  it  has  been  kept  back  in  colo- 
nial sugar  waiting  for  the  reduction  of  duty 
on  colonial  sugar  to  I3s.  Therefore,  to  say 
that  the  consumption  of  the  last  two  months 
is  to  be  taken  as  the  usual  consumption,  is 
to  argue  upon  a  yery  erroneous  and  mis- 
taken idea. 

I  think,  Sir,  1  am  justified  in  calculat- 
ing that  310,000  tons  at  the  least  will  bo 
consumed  in  the  year  ending  the  5th  of 
July,  1849,  even  under  the  plan  of  the 
Goyemment,  and  that  not  more  than 
225,000  tons  will  be  British.  By  the  pro- 
position of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  he  antici- 
pates a  revenue  from  sugar  of  4,625,000^. ; 
out  by  the  plan  of  the  Committee,  the  rc- 
yenue  would  amount  to  3,950,0002.  It 
is,  however,  necessary  to  state  that  the 
scheme  of  the  Committee  docs  not  pro- 
yide  for  those  reductions  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  expresses  his  intention 
to  allow.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  to  give  a  loan  of  500,0002. ,  a  reduc- 
tion of  duty  on  rum  amounting  to 
70,0002.,  and  an  advantage  to  distillers, 
who  are  to  be  allowed  in  future  to  pay 
duty  on  their  spirits  when  they  come  into 
consumption,  instead  of  making  prompt 
payment  at  the  worm's  end.  This  ad- 
yantage,  I  understand,  is  to  be  given  to 
the  distillers,  and  being  reckoned  by  them 
as  equal  to  one  halfpenny  a  gallon,  on 
20,700,000  gallons,  would  cost  a  further 
I  of  40,0002.,  which,  added  to  70,0002., 


the  reduction  of  duty  on  rum,  makes  up 
110,0002.  There  is  then  to  be  added  the 
loan  of  500,0002.,  and  thus  we  shall  have, 
according  to  the  plan  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  deductions  to  the  extent  of 
610,0002.  The  plan  as  proposed  by  the 
Committee  did  not  provide  for  any  of  those 
reductions;  and  thus,  in  point  of  fact, 
their  proposal  would  have  yielded  the  reve- 
nue within  65,0002.  as  large  a  sum  as 
that  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  anti- 
cipates from  his  plan,  whilst  it  would  have 
given  much  more  efficient  relief  to  the 
planters,  and  cheaper  sugar  to  the  people 
of  this  country.  The  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Manches- 
ter (Mr.  Bright)  would  prove  the  most  ad- 
vantageous for  the  revenue,  because  he 
does  not  contemplate  any  loan  or  any  ad- 
vantages to  be  given  to  the  distillers. 
By  his  scale  of  duties  he  would  raise 
4,722,0002.,  or  127,0002.  more  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer. 

My  own  proposition  was  the  imposition 
of  an  ad  valorem  duty  of  26 5  per  cent  on 
the  long  price  of  British  sugar,  and  53  per 
cent  upon  foreign  sugar.  Assuming  the 
present  price  of  252.  per  ton,  and  assuming 
that,  which  has  been  already  clearly  de- 
monstrated, that  the  average  of  foreign 
sugar  imported  into  this  country  is  22. 10«. 
per  ton  higher  in  value  than  the  average 
of  British  sugar,  the  result  of  my  proposi- 
tion would  be,  that  an  ad  valorem  duty 
would  produce  a  sum  total  of  4,195,0002. 
And  here.  Sir,  I  must  take  leave  to  say 
that  my  proposition  was  not  accompanied 
by  any  of  the  drawbacks  which  are  to  ac- 
company the  i)lan  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  that  if  carried  into  effect, 
it  would  prove,  as  far  as  revenue  is  con- 
cerned, much  loss  costly  than  the  plan  of 
Tier  Majesty's  Government.  The  revenue 
derivable  from  sugar,  as  anticipated  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  is  4,625,0002., 
but  deducting  the  loan  of  500,0002.,  the 
70,0002.  loss  upon  rum  duty,  and  the 
40,0002.  or  a  halfpenny  per  gallon  on 
20,700,000  gallons  of  spirits,  there  would 
be  only  4,655,0002.  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exche(iuer*s  plan  against  a  revenue  of 
4,195,0002.  by  my  ad  valorem  plan.  But, 
Sir,  let  us  examine  and  contrast  the  prac- 
tical working  of  the  different  plans  as  time 
works  on.  In  the  year  1851-52,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  duty  on 
British  possessions'  sugar  will  have  worked 
down  to  102.,  and  his  duty  on  foreign 
sugar  to  152.  IO5.     Assuming,  then,  that 
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the  consumption  remains  310,000  tons,  of 
which  225,000  shall  he  British,  and  85,000 
foreign — 

By  the  Committee's  plan,  the  reve-  £ 

nue  obtained  will  continue  to  be  .     3,950,000 
By  Lord  George  Beutinck's  ad  va- 
lorem plan  it  will  continue     .     .     4,105,000 
By  the  plan  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer  it  will  only  be    .         .    3,457,600 
Namely — British  possessions     Tons. 

at  10/.      .     .     .     226.000     2,250,000 
Foreign  sugar  at  16/.  10*.     86,000     1,317,600 


Less  rum  duties,  &c. 


3,507,600 
110,000 


£3,457,600 

Permit  me.  Sir,  to  go  one  step  further, 
and  contrast  these  schemes  in  1854-55, 
when  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's 
plan  will  have  worked  down  to  even  duties 
on  all  sugars,  British  and  foreign.  And  I 
will  first  assume  the  consumption  to  remain 
stationary  at  310,000  tons;  and  next  I 
win   contrast    the   working   of  the   three 

?lans,  assuming  the  speculations  of  the 
Economist  to  he  correct,  and  that  the  con- 
sumption rises  to  400,000  tons  a  year,  of 
which  I  estimate  that  290,000  might  he 
British,  and  110,000  tons  would  he  fo- 
reign. 

1864—1866. 
Lord  George  Bentinck's  ad  valorem  £ 

plan,  as  before 4.196,000 

The  Committee's  plan  as  before  .  3,960,000 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's 
plan,  namely,  10^  per  ton  promis- 
cuously on  310,000  tons  of  sugar, 
without  reference  to  origin,  and 
deducting  110,000  on  account  of 
reduction  of  rum  duties  and  re- 
laxations to  grain  distillers     .     .     2,990,000 

1854—55. 

British.     Foreign. 
Consumption  assumed  to  be 

400,000  tons,  namely      .290,000     110,000 
Lord  George  Bentinck's  ad  valorem  plan — 

British.  £  £ 

290,000  at  10^  65.  M.  2,996,666) 

Foreign.  >  5,416,660 

110,000  at  221.  2,420,000j 

Committee's  plan — 

British.  £ 

290,000  at  lOZ.  2,900,000> 

110,000  at  20/.  2,200,000/^'^""'""" 

Chancellor  of  Exchequer's  plan — 
4,000,000  tons  of  sugar  of  all  sorts, 

at    10/.    4,000,000/.;    less    rum 

duties,  Ac,  110,000      ....     3,890,000 

Now,  Sir,  with  respect  to  this  proposition 
of  mine,  I  must  say  that,  in  my  opinion, 
the  day  will  come  when  this  House  must 
adopt  a  measure  somewhat  similar  to  that 
which  1  have  proposed.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer  knows   well    the  unfairness   of   the 


existing  duties,  and  the  proof  of  it  is  to 
he  found  in  the  circumstance  that  colo- 
nial sugar  is  now  in  his  possession,  which 
has  heen  left  upon  his  hands  for  non-pay- 
ment of  the  duty  of  145.,  British  merchants 
having  actually  ahandoned  to  the  Govern- 
ment parcels  of  low  British  plantation  su- 
gars, rather  than  take  it  out  of  the  docks, 
paying  the  British  duty  of  145.  upon  it. 
The  direct  tendency  of  a  fixed  duty  is  to 
discourage  the  production  of  sugar,  to  dis- 
courage the  employment  of  shipping,  and 
to  discourage  the  trade  of  the  refiner.  The 
effect  is,  moreover,  greatly  to  injure  the 
planter,  hecause  it  obliges  him  to  employ 
skilled  labour,  which  is  the  most  difficult 
to  be  obtained  in  the  colonies;  but,  more 
than  all,  the  principle  of  a  fixed  duty,  as 
compared  with  an  ad  valorem  duty,  is  un- 
just to  the  poor  of  this  country.  You  «vho 
talk  about  cheap  sugar  for  the  poor  see 
how  your  professions  will  be  realised.  I 
perceive  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Manchester  (Mr.  Bright)  laughs; 
but  1  will  make  it  clear  to  him  and  his 
friends,  who  upbraid  the  protectionists  for 
seeking  to  make  sugar  dear,  that  it  is  not 
we  who  have  attempted  to  make  sugar  dear 
to  the  poor,  though  we  have  not  been  in 
the  habit  of  deluding  the  poor  by  **  doing 
them  mere  lip  service. "  We  were  the  men 
who  really  worked  to  uphold  the  interests 
of  the  poor — we  were  the  men  who  made 
the  proposal  which  would  have  given 
**  cheap  sugar**  to  the  poor  man.  Ours 
was  the  only  practical  proposition  ever 
made  to  Parliament  to  give  **  cheap  su- 
gar** to  the  poor  man. 

I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  show  very 
clearly  that,  notwithstanding  the  pretend- 
ed anxiety  evinced  for  the  poor  man  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  that  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Manchester  would  have  the  effect  of  mak- 
ing the  **  poor  man*s**  sugar  dearer  than 
it  would  be  by  the  plan  of  the  Committee, 
and  far  dearer  than  it  would  be  by  the  ad 
valorem  scale  of  duties  which  I  had  the 
honour  to  propose,  and  which  received  the 
support  of  all  the  Protectionist  Members  of 
the  Committee,  and  was  defeated  by  the 
Government  and  the  free-traders.  If  hon. 
Gentlemen  will  refer  to  the  reports,  pages 
17  and  18  of  the  white  book,  and  pages 
19  and  20  of  the  blue  book,  they  will 
find  that  I  proposed  to  give  the  poor  man 
sugar  at  a  cheaper  rate  than  either  the 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester,  or  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer.    If  they  will  turn  to  those  re- 
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ports  they- will  find  that,  taking  the  lowest 
quality  of  sugar  coming  into  consumption, 
and  taking  the  higher  quality,  especially 
Blave-grown  sugar,  consumed  hy  the  rich, 
that  the  price  would  stand  at  231,  lOs. 
per  ton  for  the  lowest,  and  2Sl,  per  ton 
for  the  better  quality  of  sugar  consumed 
by  the  poor;  and  that  471.  would  be 
the  price  of  the  highest  quality  consum- 
ed by  the  rich.  This  would  show  that, 
by  my  proposition,  sugar  would  be  pro- 
yided  for  the  poor  at  the  lowest  possible 
price,  and  at  a  price  much  lower  than  that 
proposed  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  frec- 
traae  benches,  who  talk  so  loudly  about 
"cheap  sugar  for  the  poor,"  but  who 
really  do  so  little  for  the  poor.  The  ope- 
ration of  an  ad  valm-em  duty  would  be  to 
tax  the  rich  man  highly,  and  to  tax  the 
poor  man  in  proportion  to  the  value  of  the 
coarser  sugar  which  he  consumes. 

I  understand  that  the  better  sort  of  low 
sugar  used  by  the  poor  would  sell  at  28Z.  a 
ton,  and  under  my  scale  pay  a  duty  of  7s.  5d. 
per  cwt.  Under  the  recommendation  of 
the  Committee  it  would  pay  IO5.  per  cwt. 
XJuder  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Manchester  it  would  pay 
14*.  per  cwt. ;  and  under  the  proposition 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment, it  would  pay  13«.  per  cwt.  Now, 
let  us  come  to  a  still  lower  quality  of  sugar 
— a  quality  which  would  be  most  cxtcn- 
sirely  consumed  by  the  poor  if  they  could 
get  it..  But  your  duty  is  so  prohibitory 
that  the  sugar  is  not  consumed  here,  but 
is  sent  to  the  Continent,  where  it  fetches 
2#.  or  3#.  per  cwt.  more  than  it  produces 
here ;  thus  denying  our  own  poor  of  the 
advantage  of  its  consumption,  and  confin- 
ing its  use  to  the  poor  of  foreign  countries. 
This  sugar  stands  at  23^.  Qd,  per  cwt., 
with  14*.  duty  paid  upon  it,  being  147i 
per  cent  ad  valorem — a  duty  absolutely 
prescriptive  of  its  use  in  this  country;  but 
if  our  ad  valorem  scale  were  applied,  it 
would  pay  only  65.  2\d.  duty,  and  could 
be  sold  to  the  *'poor  **  of  this  country  for 
2\i,  per  lb.  The  duty  to  be  paid  upon 
that*  sugar,  under  our  ad  valorem  scale, 
would  &  6*.  2\d,  per  cwt. ;  it  would  be 
10«.  under  Sir  Thomas  Birch's  resolution, 
14f.  under  the  proposition  of  Mr.  Bright, 
and  I3«.  according  to  the  plan  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  I  have 
been  speaking  of  colonial  sugar.  I  will 
next  take  the  case  of  foreign  sugar,  which 
it  is  proposed  to  maintain  at  20«.;  but 
upon  .which  I  propose  to  put  a  duty  of  53 


j  per  cent.  According  to  my  proposition, 
I  the  poor  man  would  pay  on  foreign  sugar 
j  14«.  lOd.  per  cwt.;  under  the  proposition 
!  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  he 
I  would  pay  I85.  7d.\  and  under  the  propo- 
i  sition  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
,  quer  he  would  pay  20*.  Now,  we  come  to 
j  the  rich  man's  sugar — the  sugar  of  the 
;  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Manches- 
ter— and  I  will  show  you  that  he  is  not  so 
hard  upon  himself  as  he  is  upon  the  poor. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  has  gone  upon  the  true 
principle  of  the  Manchester  school  so  char- 
acteristically enunciated  in  the  significant 
speech  of  Mr.  Alderman  Brooks — **  Lord 
bless  you.  Sir,  we  are  all  for  ourselves  in  this 
world."  I  will  now  take  a  glance  at  sugar 
not  sold  for  2\d,  per  lb.,  but  for  5d,  and 
6(i.  per  lb.  Colonial  sugar  at  471,  a  ton 
would  pay,  under  my  proposition,  125.  5d, 
per  cwt.,  under  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester,  14*.  per  cwt., 
and  under  the  proposition  of  the  Govern- 
ment, 13*.  This  is  colonial  sugar;  but  it 
is  with  respect  to  slave-grown  sugar  that 
the  lion.  Gentleman  specially  seeks  to  deal 
so  tenderly  with  himself.  Under  my  pro- 
position the  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  to 
pay  a  duty  of  24*.  10|d.  But,  no!  He 
takes  good  care  to  let  himself  down  easy 
at  18*.  Qd,  per  cwt. — the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  impose  upon  him  a  duty 
of  20s, 

Now,  Sir,  I  think  that  I  have  shown 
that,  notwithstanding  all  that  was  at- 
tempted to  be  maintained  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies, and  others  wlio  followed  him  at  the 
opposite  side,  that  the  Committee  were 
seeking  to  **  make  sugar  dear  for  the  poor 
man,**  and  that  they  had  thrown  his  inter- 
ests overboard;  **  that  they  had  totally 
overlooked  and  forgotten  one  great  class, 
the  poor  consumers;"  that  we  were  in 
reality  the  only  men  who  were  working  si- 
lently, unostentatiously,  but  hard,  honestly 
and  with  sincerity,  for  **  the  poor  man.  * 
I  think  I  have  shown  that  we  were  the 
persons  who  worked  long  hours  by  day, 
and,  I  may  add  with  truth,  long  hours  by 
night,  to  discover  a  scale  by  which  the 
poor  man  might  be  lightly  taxed,  while  at 
the  same  time,  the  consumption  of  sugar 
might  be  greatly  encouraged.  This  would 
have  been  effected  had  not  the  influence 
of  the  Government  been  brought  to  bear 
against  us. 

1  will  further  show  you  that  if  my  sug- 
gestion had  been  carried,  the  duty  on  the 
sugar  of  the  poor  man  might  have  been 
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reduced  three  farthings  in  the  pound.  I 
would  have  reduced  it  in  this  way.  By 
an  ad  valorem  duty  on  British  free-labour 
sugar  the  highest  quality  for  the  poor 
might  he  sold  for  3^.  per  lb.,  and  the  sec- 
ond quality  for  2  Jci.  per  lb.  The  better  de- 
scriptions of  sugar  for  the  rich  might  be  sold 
for  5d,  and  6d.  per  lb.  The  price  of  slave- 
labour  sugar,  according  to  the  suggestion 
of  the  Committee,  would  be  Sid.  per  lb. ; 
according  to  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester  it  would  be  3}(i. ; 
and  according  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  3f  ^.  Thus  the  suggestion  of 
the  Committee  would  have  reduced  the 
price  by  two  farthings  less  than  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  Member  for  Man- 
chester, or  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. 

With  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  I  will 
read  a  table  of  the  several  duties  payable 
Under  the  different  plans  which  have  been 
propounded  to  the  House  : — * 

Now,  Sir,  having,  I  hope,  dispelled  the 
imputation  that  in  our  anxiety  to  serve  the 
colonies  we  had  forgotten  the  interests  of 
the  poor  man,  I  must  beg  permission  to 
make  a  few  observations  in  answer  to  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Manchester,  who  alleges  that  the 
slave  trade  has  not  received  any  stimulus 
by  the  Act  of  1846.  It  will  be  within  the 
recollection  of  the  House  that  the  Commit- 
tee which  sat  in  the  year  1842,  of  which 
Lord  Sandon  was  the  Chairman,  report- 
ed— 

**  That  the  slave  trade  was  then  diminishing 
altogether  in  amount,  through  the  exertions  and 
improved  quality  and  system  of  our  cruisers,  and 
the  depressed  condition  of  the  sugar  planters  of 
Guha  and  Brazil." 

Such  was  the  state  of  the  slave  trade  in 
1842;  but  what  is  the  state  of  the  slave 
trade  now  ?  I  received  to-day  a  letter 
from  a  great  manufacturer  of  colonial  sup- 
plies; and  we  shall  see  what  he  says  re- 
specting the  stimulus  given  to  the  slave 
trade  by  the  Act  of  1846.  The  house  I 
allude  to  is  that  of  Frederic  Barnes  and 
Co.,  manufacturers  and  wholesale  iron- 
mongers, 109,  Fenchurch-streot.  The  let- 
ter is  in  the  following  terms  : — 

"  London,  July  10,  1848. 
"  In  reply  to  your  inquiry,  I  beg  to  state  that  I 
believe  I  have  supplied  in  the  last  ten  months 
more  hoes  to  be  used  in  the  sugar  plantations  in 
Brazil  to  one  mercantile  hosue  only,  than  the 
whole  of  the  same  article  supplied  to  the  whole  of 
the  British  West  India  Islands  in  the  last  ten 
years.     I  believe  few  engaged  in  our  trade  have 

•  See  the  foUowing  Tables,  cola.  348-i9. 


been  more  largely  engaged  in  plantation  supplies 
than  my  house. 

(Signed)  "  Fbbdbrio  Barnes." 
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ThiB  is,  I  atkmk,  a  strong  proof  of  the 
stimulus  nven  to  slave  labour  by  tbe  re- 
cent legiuation  of  tbis  House.  And  tbe 
House  will  recollect  tbat  tbe  cbarge  against 
the  British  planters  is,  tbat  tbey  have  been 
guiltj  of  great  apatbj  in  adopting  modern 
improyements  calculated  to  dispense  with 
manual  labour,  by  tbe  substitution  of  im- 
proved agricultural  implements.  *'  Uoes  " 
specially  were  tbe  barbarous  tools  formerly 
ezcluBively  used  in  slave  colonies  for  tbe 
culture  of  tbe  soil,  but  now  generally  su- 
perseded in  the  British  colonies  by  tbe  use 
of  the  "plough."  I  have  also  many  other 
evidences  of  the  same  fact.  I  hold  in  my 
hand  an  advertisement  from  a  Jamaica 
newspaper,  dated  March  23,  1848.  It  is 
written  in  Spanish,  and  commences,  "  A 
los  Hacendados  y  Fabricantes  de  Azucares 
en  la  isla  de  Cuba."  It  announces  to  tbe 
planters  of  Cuba  tbat  a  sale  will  take  place 
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at  Kingston,  of  copper  stills,  sugar  mills, 
and  other  utensils  for  tbe  manu^cture  of 
sugar.  I  have  also  another  advertisement, 
bearing  the  same  date,  which  runs  as  fol- 
lows : — 

"  To  Cuba  Sugar  Planters.— For  Sale,  deliver- 
able in  Kingston,  a  set  of  estates,  coppers  with 
still,  &c.,  complete.  Also  a  new  horizontal  sugar 
mill  with  gear,  for  working  by  steam  or  water 
power.  This  mill  was  manufactured  hj  the 
M'Onics  of  Glasgow,  and  was  only  imported  last 
year,  and  has  never  been  worked.  The  above 
estates'  machinery  are  well  worthy  the  attention 
of  Cuba  planters." 

There  is  likewise  another  advertisement 
in  tbe  same  paper,  commencing — 

**  The  following  estates'  materials  well  worthy 
the  attention  of  Cuba  planters. — A  flrst-rate  cat- 
tle mill,  coppers,  pans,  stills,  worms,  Ac,  com- 
plete." 

It  will  be  recollected  tbat,  in  1844,  the 
Slave  Trade  Commissioners  reported — 

"  That  in  consequence  of  the  low  price  of  sugar 
the  planters  of  Cuba  and  Brazil  were  unable  to 
meet  their  engagements,  to  make  further  pur- 
chases of  labourers,  or  to  extend  their  estates." 

And  in  1845,  Consul  Newcomen,  in  a  de- 
spatch to  Lord  Aberdeen,  wrote — 

"  That  the  men  best  informed  on  the  subject 
were  of  opinion  that  the  Brazilian  Government 
must  nut  only  concede  to  England  all  she  re- 
quired, but  would  be  also  bound  to  the  final  abol- 
ition of  the  slave  trade ;  and  that  it  was  more 
politic  to  do  so  when  she  might  hope  for  corre- 
sponding concessions,  than  to  grant  at  last  from 
necessity  that  which  she  refiiscd  to  the  dictates  of 
humanity." 

In  1846,  Messrs.  Drake  and  Brothers,  in 
their  circular,  stated — 

**  That  in  conso<iucnco  of  the  Sugar  Bill  of 
18-10,  the  island  of  Cuba  was  tumultuous  with 
joy,  and  the  news  of  the  passing  of  the  measure 
was  welcomed  with  general  illuminations." 

Thej  added— 

"That  the  production  of  1848  had  exceeded 
that  of  previous  years,  and  that  the  prices  ob- 
tained by  the  planter  were  so  large  that  every  one 
was  adopting  means  to  extend  his  powers  of  pro- 
duction." 

The  same  gentleman,  writing  immediately 
before  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1846, 
said — 

*'  Thnt  they  had  no  expectation  of  the  price  of 
sup^ar  bciiiir  improved,  except  by  having  the  Eng- 
lish market  open  to  the  produce  of  the  island, 
which,  if  effected  even  by  a  duty  of  50  per  cent 
over  the  colonial  produce,  will  give  double  the 
price  then  obtained." 

Let  US  now  sec  what  price  tbe  foreign 
planter  is  getting  for  bis  produce  at  pre- 
sent. In  one  of  the  last  despatches  from 
tbe  Havana,  bearing  date  tbe  27tb  of  Jan- 
uary, in  tbe  present  year,  Mr.  Kennedy, 
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writing  to  the  noMe  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Palmerston),  says — 

"  The  net  profits  of  the  planters  last  year  have 
been  estimated  at  from  30  to  50  per  cent,  accor- 
ding to  the  different  circumstances  in  which  they 
were  individually  placed  ;  nor  is  there  any  doubt 
of  the  feet.  Their  great  advantage,  however,  I 
believe,  over  the  British  colonists  consists  in  their 
command  of  labour ;  for  they  can  compel  their 
slaves  to  work  sixteen  or  eighteen  hours  out  of 
the  twenty-four,  and  keep  their  engines  always  at 
work.  The  present  condition  of  sugar  cultivation 
is  highly  flourishing." 

Now,  let  US  turn  to  the  statement  of  Con- 
sul General  Crawford  with  respect  to  a  par- 
ticular estate.     He  says — 

**  The  estate  consists  of  about  sixty  caballcries, 
or  2,000  acres.  At  1,000  dollars  per  caballero, 
the  estate  may  be  valued  at  60,000  dollars.  The 
buildings  and  machinery  may  be  valued  at  another 
like  sum,  which  is  extreme.  There  are  about  400 
negroes,  who  were  bought  two  years  since,  who 
might  have  been  bought,  one  with  another,  at  400 
dollars  each ;  though,  as  the  owner  imported  them 
himself  from  Africa,  they  perhaps  did  not  cost 
him  one-fourth  of  that  sum.  The  estimated  value 
of  the  negroes  is  160,000  dollars ;  add  mainte- 
nance of  same,  wages  for  one  year,  &c  ,  20,000 
dollars.  He  has  this  year  a  crop  of  sugar  amount- 
ing to  no  less  than  10,000  boxes,  which,  at  15  dol- 
lars a  box,  would  give  him  a  return  of  150,000 
dollars  ;  so  that,  in  two  years,  he  will  reimburse 
more  than  the  outlay." 

Lord  Palmerston  informed  the  Committee, 
on  the  authority  of  Lord  Howden.  that 
60,000  slaves  were  imported  into  Brazil 
last  year;  and  Senor  Cliffe  (a  surgeon  in 
the  Brazilian  navy)  said  he  believed  the 
average  was  72,000  per  annum;  yet  the 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester  would  per- 
suade us  **  that  the  slave  trade  had  not 
been  aggravated  in  character  or  increased 
in  amount  by  the  Act  of  1846.'*  Of  the 
increased  horrors  of  the  trade  there  is 
abundant  evidence.     Senor  ClifFe  says^ 

"  That  the  mortality  is  enormous  in  conse- 
quence of  the  scarcity  of  water  on  board  the 
ships,  which  produced  the  most  fetal  consequences 
in  tropical  climates  ; " 

and  he  added,  that  he  knew  a  case  where, 
out  of  a  hundred  and  6ixty  slaves,  only 
ten  escaped,  and  they  were  in  such  a 
condition  that  they  were  sold  for  39?. 
There  is  also  abundant  evidence  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  negroes  are  ** packed" 
in  the  ships  : — 

"  The  negi'oes — chiefly  boys  of  from  ten  to 
twelve  years  of  age — are  laid  close  together  on 
their  sides,  and  then  the  sailors  lay  a  plank  over 
them,  jump  upon  it,  and  thus  jam  them  down  so 
as  to  fit  close.'* 

Captain  Matson  says,  **  they  are  packed 
like  salt-fish;'*  and  Mr.  M*Crea,  a  surgeon 
in  Her  Majesty's  service,  gives  similar  tes- 
timony.    Senor  Clitfe  observes — 


**  That  those  who  had  the  more  iron  constitu- 
tions survive,  but  they  are  horrible  to  look  upon 
— the  bones  of  their  knees  stands  out  like  large 
stones,  the  calves  of  their  legs  have  disappeared, 
and  the  abdomen  is  very  much  bloated." 

This  is  the  account  given  of  the  state  of 
things  in  1846;  but  it  is  also  confirmed  as 
being  a  true  account  of  what  happens  now. 
Lord  Howden,  in  his  last  despatch  to  Lord 
Palmerston,  dated  in  June  last,  says — 

**  That  his  estimate,  gained  from  the  best 
sources  of  information,  is,  that  60,000  Africans 
.ire  imported  annually  into  Brazil." 

Lord  Howden  also  stated  that  it  was  a 
well-known  fact  that  a  vessel  had  made 
five  or  six  voyages  last  year  from  Rio  Ja- 
neiro, and  landed  a  cargo  of  slaves  each 
time  in  safety.  She  had  brought  between 
2,000  and  3,000.  Mr.  Atkins,  the  Consul 
at  Rio,  says,  that  there  are  now  two  steam 
vessels  in  that  port,  regularly  employed  in 
the  slave  trade,  but  under  the  Brazilian 
flag;  and  the  American  brig  George,  sail- 
ing under  Brazilian  colours,  sailed  not  long 
before  with  726  slaves  on  board,  100  of 
whom  perished  on  board,  chiefly  from  defi- 
ciency of  water.  The  latest  accounts, 
too,  from  the  coast  of  Africa  and  Brazil 
show  *'  that  slave  trade  is  on  the  increase. 
On  the  coast  of  Africa  slavers  are  literally 
swarming;'*  from  Brazil,  the  last  paclket 
but  one  brought  intelligence,  **  that  in  the 
short  period  of  two  months,  5,000  slaves 
had  been  disembarked  at  Bahia,  and  7,000 
at  Rio  Janeiro,  Campos,  and  Rio  Grande.** 
Thus  in  four  districts  of  Brazil  alone  the 
number  of  slaves  landed  during  the  first 
two  months  of  the  present  year  would  give 
an  average  of  150,000  per  annum,  or  more 
tlian  twice  as  many  as  were  circulated  to 
have  arrived  last  year  by  Lord  Howden 
and  Senor  CliflPe.  Now,  Sir,  with  these 
facts  before  us,  1  will  leave  it  to  the  House 
to  decide  between  me  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Manchester,  whether  the  slave 
trade  has  or  has  not  been  stimulated  by 
our  recent  legislation.  Upon  that  ground 
it  is  that  1  appeal  to  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters. The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government,  when  he  introduced  the  mea- 
sure of  1846,  declared  to  this  House  that 
if  it  was  calculated  to  stimulate  the  slave 
trade  he  would  not  adhere  to  it;  and  Earl 
Grey  also  declared  his  abhorrence  of  Uie 
slave  trade,  adding  a  declaration  of  his 
belief  that  the  measure  he  was  then  sup- 
porting— the  Act  of  1846 — would  not  tend 
to  increase,  but  to  diminish  it.  These 
were  Earl  Grey*s  words  : — 

"  He  himself  utterly  abhorred  the  slave  trade ; 
and  he  would  not  adopt  any  course  that  would  tend 
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.  to  inenue  il;  Wt  he  was  bound  to  say,  he  believed 
that  In  pannig  tUi  Measure,  so  far  from  increas- 
ing the  iUve  trade,  that  it  would  bo  the  most  likely 
means  of  pitting  an  end  to  it." 

After  the  fusts  I  have  adduced,  I  will 
leave  it  to  any  man  to  say  whether  the 
akve  tiade  has  not  been  greatly  stimulated 
bj  that  legislation,  and  whether  Earl  Grey, 
on  the  authority  of  his  own  words,  is  not 
bound  to  give  his  assistance  in  furthering 
the  repeal  of  such  a  measure  ? 

Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Manchester  (Mr.  Milncr  Gibson) 
said  the  other  night  that  the  cotton  maim- 
facturers  had  never  asked  for  protection. 
But  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that,  he  forgot  all  the  protection  they  re- 
ceived during  the  last  half  century,  not  in 
this  eountry  only,  but  in  the  East  Indies 
and  in  the  colonies.  He  forgot  also  a  pro- 
tection which  was  referred  to  before  the 
Committee— a  protection  which  the  cotton 
manufacturers  enjoy  still  over  all  other  in- 
terests— I  allude  to  the  drawback  on  soap. 
In  that  respect  the  cotton  manufacturers 
have  an  advantage  even  over  the  woollen 
manufacturers.  Thus  the  woollen  manu- 
facturers are  only  allowed  a  drawback  of 
three-fourths  the  excise  duty  on  "  hard 
soap/'  and  of  half  the  excise  duty  on  soft 
soap.  The  cotton  manufacturers  have  se- 
cured for  themsefvcs  the  full  drawback  of 
the  entire  excise  duty  on  '*hard  soap,'' 
and  seven-eighths  of  the  excise  dutv  on 
"  soft  soap." 

Mr.  BRIGHT :  Perhaps  the  noble  Lord 
wQl  allow  me  to  tell  him  that  the  cotton 
manufacturers  use  no  soap  at  all  in  their 
manufactures. 

LOBD  G.  BENTINCK  :  Then,  if  they 
do  not  use  it  at  all,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  un- 
derstand why  the  cotton  manufacturers 
should  have  been  so  anxious  to  secure  to 
themselves  by  law  this  invidious  monopoly 
and  distinction  of  a  special  advantage  in 
the  amount  of  drawback  over  their  rivals 
the  woollen  manufacturers. 

Sir,  with  regard  to  the  whole  measure, 
I  would  observe,  that  I  do  not  see  on  what 
ground  we  are  to  be  called  upon  to  injure 
the  West  India  colonists  for  the  benefit  of 
the  slaveholders,  or  why,  instead  of  making 
the  slaveholder  pay  a  duty,  they  should  be 
called  upon — as  the  supporters  of  this 
measure  seemed  to  prefer  to  do — to  play  a 
game  of  "  beggar  my  neighbour.**  Why, 
br  instance,  the  English,  Scotch,  and  Irish 
distiller  should  have  70,000^.  a  year  taken 
fipom  them — why  .all  our  sympathies  should 
be  for  the  stranger,  and  all  our  adverse 
I^ialation  for  those  who  are  nearest  home. 

VOL.C.    {ISSJ} 


Sir,  there  is  another  great  interest  which 
is  to  be  served  in  the  like  manner.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  not  been  above  breaking 
faith  with  the  shipowners.  In  1846,  when 
advocating  the  measure  of  that  year,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  enumerating  its 
advantages,  said  it  would  stimulate  the  co- 
lonial trade,  give  sugar  cheap  to  the  poor, 
aud  secure  an  enormously  increased  trade 
to  the  shipowners  of  England.  Thus  spoke 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  the 
27th  of  July,  1826:— 

**  There  is  one  class  of  merchants  in  this  coun- 
try whose  interests  my  noble  Friend  on  a  former 
occasion  advocated — the  British  shipowner,  to 
whom  I  believe  it  will  be  most  advantageous.  At 
present  the  carrying  trade  of  sugar  from  Cuba 
and  Brazil  is  carried  on  mainly  in  foreign  bot- 
toms. I  trust  that  the  result  of  this  change  will 
be  that  it  will  be  almost  entirely  carried  on  in 
British  ships.  Under  the  navigation  laws  of  this 
country,  sugar  from  Brazil  and  Cuba,  for  con- 
sumption in  this  country,  can  only  come  hither  in 
British,  Brazilian,  and  Spanish  bottoms.  I  trust 
that  the  sugar  will,  after  this  measure  is  carried, 
come  homo  in  Britis  vessels ;  and  those  vessels 
will  not  only  have  the  benefit  of  bringing  their 
cargoes  here  or  carrying  them  to  the  other  ports 
in  the  north  of  Europe,  but  they  will  have  also 
the  benefit  of  the  back  carriage." 

It  was  thus  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tried  to  seduce  the  shipowners;  and  I  am 
very  sorry  to  say  that  he  did  succeed  in 
seducing  them  to  give  him  their  support. 
By  promising  the  shipowners  the  monopoly 
of  the  carrying  trade  of  foreign  sugar,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  1846,  conde- 
scended to  attempt  to  bribe,  and  succeeded 
in  bribing,  the  shipping  interest  to  support 
him.  A^  he  could  bribe  them,  however, 
so  he  could  bilk  them  it  seems;  but  I  must 
say  that  I  cannot  pity  the  shipowners  for 
having  been  so  bilked,  they  having  sub- 
mitted to  be  so  bribed.  I  cannot  help 
saying  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
chosen  a  most  inopportune  moment  for  re- 
pealing the  navigation  laws,  whereby  an 
inundation  of  17,000  tons  of  foreign  sugar, 
imported  in  foreign  bottoms,  and  at  pre- 
sent excluded  by  the  navigation  laws  from 
consumption  in  this  country,  would  at  onco 
be  let  in  to  overwhelm  the  market  of 
British  plantation  sugar.  This  sugar  so  im- 
ported in  "unprivileged  bottoms'*  (amount- 
ing, as  I  have  said,  to  17,000  tons  at  this 
moment  in  the  United  Kingdom),  stands  at 
2s.  6d,  a  ton  less  in  price  than  than  which 
comes  in  privileged  bottonis.  I  hope  the 
West  India  interest  will  not  forget  this,  or 
that  the  time  at  which  it  is  done  makes 
the  blow  inflicted  on  them  a  still  har« 
der  one. 
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Sir,  before  I  sit  down  I  must  saj  a  few 
words  OD  the  financial  question.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, it  seems,  has  most  strangely  dis- 
coTcred  a  million  and  a  half  of  revenue. 
I  rejoice  to  hear  it ;  because  if  three 
months  ago  it  was  a  question  whether  the 
finances  of  the  country  would  allow  of  our 
pausing  for  the  sake  of  a  few  hundred 
thousands  sterling  of  revenue  in  the  threat- 
ened destruction  of  the  British  West  In- 
dies, that  question  must  be  entirely  set  at 
rest  now.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  have 
now  discovered,  not  "  a  missing  despatch," 
but  *•  a  missing  budget" — a  whole  budget 
which  they  had  totally  overlooked  when 
they  came  down  to  Parliament  and  asked 
us  to  renew  the  income  tax  for  three 
years.  Then,  it  seems,  the  noble  Lord 
could  see  nothing  of  the  3o0,000l.  from  the 
malt  duties,  on  which  he  now  calculates; 
and  yet  a  good  financier,  or  a  ChanceUor 
of  the  Excheouer  who  knew  his  business, 
ought  to  have  known  that  he  could  calcu- 
late ou  that  sum,  because  six  months'  cre- 
dit is  always  given  for  the  malt  duties, 
and,  therefore,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ought  to  have  known  that  this  increased 
eoui»umption  of  malt  had  been  brought  to 
chargo.  and  what  he  had  to  expect  at 
least  »ix  mouths  ago.  Nor  did  we  hear 
any  thing  of  this  1,500,0001.  of  saved 
auil  new  rovouue  when  we  were  called 
MlH»u  to  renew  the  imH>me  tax.  But  there 
wuH  ttUo  another  item  which  was  very 
ginger  1;^  teucheil  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleuuiu  the  ether  night.  I  asked  the  right 
heu.  iieiitleuiau.  en  a  fenuer  occasion,  the 
q\KMtieu  whether  he  had  not  omitted  from 
\\U  ettlo^ilatieu  the  SWAW^.  received  for 
the  eevu  dutievH;  and  he  answered  me  most 
dijttiuotly  •*  that  the  corn  duties  were  in- 
e hided  y\\  the  e<»timate  ef  the  Customs 
ivveuue-i.'*  Ue  uew  tells  **  they  were 
uv»t !  "  \\»u  uiUHt.  theivfere,  add  that 
MUiu  to  the  L;^lK>AKK>/.»  making  in  all 
uhont  '^:UH>,OiH»^.  um  the  grand  total  of 
mNiuuu*  wWwU  ^W4«i  eeneeaUHl  frvnu  us  when 
N\n  \\vii\  unkod  t\»  leuew  the  iucvune  tax. 
Tlio  iiohlv*  Ia'kI  vMihor  thought  it  |K>5»sihK\ 
iu  l\  Kiii.us,  u»  i^\»  eu  s\itU  a  vletieieuev  of 
'.  'iOiVOi>0/  ,  v»  iio  wjk*  t*\u*iv  that  heliad 
ilu.  '  '.Oi»,0vKV  vs»uoeuUsl  iu  r\^*erve.  1 
ho|iv>  Muu.uii  h:k\v»  uei  ^»t^\\\l  their  hand, 
«u  \[  IV  s\vu^  ik  vi'^»»>e  v»l  wh\x5,  vKhen^  "the 
\\\ky\\  »  iuul  v'Nv^i-^i,\ihu  el  the  one  |»arty  arc 
hv'W  i^»  hvv  Oiv»  luu  ^.^uie  ^*^iu  ef  thevUher," 
ifttul  \\\\\Hs^  thv»  ^^iMe  Wi^^^i  diN^iK>ratc,  a 


party  may  have  recourse  to  the  question- 
able finesse  of  a  "wilful  revoke,"  as  the 
last  chance  of  saving  the  odd  trick,  which 
would  otherwise  lose  the  rubber.  I  attri- 
bute no  such  proceeding  to  the  noble  Lord 
or  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  frankly 
acquit  them  by  giving  them  credit  for  the 
most  entire  and  simple-minded  ignorance. 
The  malt  duties  were,  no  doubt,  over- 
looked. The  corn  duties,  amounting  to 
800,000^.,  were  bond  fide  totally  forgotten 
by  the  Whig  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
But  if  the  state  of  the  revenue  turned  out 
so  different  from  what  had  been  expected, 
and  if  40,000^.  of  copper  duties  can  be 
spared  and  thrown  away,  why  not  spare 
some  revenue  to  enable  you  to  give  the 
British  colonies,  the  aid  which  they  want, 
and  without  which  they  must  expire  ?  Thus 
the  noble  Lord  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man are  reduced  to  one  or  other  horn  of 
the  dilemma.  Either  when  the  noble  Lord 
made  his  financial  statement,  he  was  igno- 
rant of  these  branches  of  revenue,  or  he 
calculated  on  the  ignorance  of  his  oppo- 
nents. But  I  will  do  the  noble  Lord  the 
justice  to  suppose  that  he  did  not  use  any 
of  that  finesse  which  is  allowable  at  the 
game  of  whist,  where  the  errors  of  one  party 
are  the  game  of  the  other,  but  is  not  te  be 
endured  in  the  administration  of  the  affairs 
of  a  great  nation.  I  will  not  believe  that 
the  noble  Lord,  seeing  the  game  desperate, 
made  a  wilful  revoke,  and  trusted  to  his  ad- 
versaries not  observing  it. 

Sir,  I  am  aware  that  the  Motion  I  am 
about  to  support  will  increase  the  price  of 
sugar.  What  may  be  the  amount  of  that 
increase  ?  It  is  half  a  farthing  per  lb.  I 
deeply  regret  it.  But  are  we,  for  the  sake 
of  such  a  small  difference  in  price,  to  refuse 
to  do  justice  to  the  British  colonies  ?  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ripon 
(Sir  J.  Graham),  the  other  night,  painted 
in  glowing  colours  the  advantage  of  cheap 
sugar  to  the  people  of  this  country — "  how 
it  gave  zest  to  their  mawkish  gruel — ^how 
it  sweetened  their  coarse  tea,  and  gave  a 
relish  to  their  tasteless  coffee."  But  much 
as  I  value  the  advantages  of  cheap  sugar 
for  the  poor,  I  do  not  think  the  operatives 
of  this  country  will  be  tempted  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  for  even  these  advantages,  to 
commit  such  an  injustice  as  we  are  asked 
to  commit  towards  the  West  India  colonies. 
I  do  not  think  even  if  some  greater  tempter 
— the  most  subtle  of  all  tempters — were  to 
come  from  below,  and  offer  them  cheap 
sugar  purchased  at  such  a  price,  hQ  would 
succeed.    I  do  not  think  the  peo^  of  this 
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country  wOl  consent  to  show  themselves  so 
unworUij  of  their  honourable  reputation. 
I  do  pot  belieye  the  people  of  this  country, 
although  thej  earn  the  means  by  which 
thej  parohase  by  the  sweat  of  their  brows, 
could  be  tempted,  by  a  promise  that  they 
would  save  half  a  farthing  a  pound  in  their 
sugar,  to  aid  in  doing  an  act  of  injustice. 
I  do  not  believe,  Sir,  that  the  people  of 
this  country,  nursed  as  they  have  been  in 
the  bosom  of  the  Church  of  England,  would 
be  led  by  any  such  considerations.  I  be- 
lieve,  to  use  the  words  of  the  late  Lord 
Harrowby,  that  they  **  will  not  dare  to 
weigh  cold  against  the  blood  of  the  African 
•lave;  to  use  the  words  of  the  late  Daniel 
O'Connell,  "they  will  not  consent  to  get 
a  larger  loaf  and  a  Father's  curse" — our 
Father  that  is  above  us.  Neither  the  pea- 
santry, the  operatives,  or  the  middle  classes 
of  the  people  of  this  country,  will  condescend 
to  put  to  themselves  the  unworthy,  the  de- 
grading question — 
'*  Ime  tibi  melius  suadet  qui  ut  rem,  facias  rem, 
Si  possis,  recte ;  si  non,  quocumque  modo  rem  ? " 

No,  Sir,  hard  are  the  earnings,  by  their 
industry,  of  the  English  people,  out  of 
which  they  have  to  purchase  their  scanty 
and  small  comforts,  and  no  people  under- 
stand better  the  value  of  thrift  and  fru- 
gality than  they  do;  but  deeply  engraved 
on  their  hearts,  side  by  side  with  their  va- 
lue of  frugality  and  thrift,  are  their  high 
principles  of  morality  and  virtue. 
M  Villus  argentum  est  auro,  virtutibus  aurum." 
This,  Sir,  is  the  proud  motto  of  the  people 
of  England.  Nursed  in  the  bosom  of  the 
English  Church,  taught  the  principles  of 
honesty,  morality,  and  virtue  from  their 
earliest  youth,  they  will  not  consent,  cither 
that  the  blood  and  sufferings  of  the  wretch- 
ed Afnean  should  weigh  like  a  nightmai-e 
on  their  consciences,  and  disturb  their 
peaceful  slumbers,  nor  will  they  consent 
that  the  ruin  and  beggary  of  their  fellow- 
countrymen  connected  with  the  colonics 
should  lie  at  their  doors.  Sir,  they  will 
continue  to  cherish  the  glorious,  the  royal 
;  of  their  joyous  boyhood — 


"  pueri  ludentes,  Rex  eris,  aiunt 
Si  reote  ^ies.     Uic  mums  ahcneus  esto, 
NH  eonscire  sibi,  null&  pallcsccro  culpd." 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  :  As  I  admitted 
on  Friday  night,  the  noble  Lord  is  fully 
aotitled  to  the  credit  of  being  heard  by  this 
House  on  a  question  to  which  he  has  dc- 
Toted  BO  much  labour,  and  of  which  it  is 
doe  to  him  to  say  he  has  made  himself 
saaster.  But  I  must  say  he  has  certainly 
VBod  that  privilege  to  the  utmost.     The 


noble  Lord  has  delivered  a  speech,  of 
which  but  a  very  few  words  at  the  begin- 
ning, and  perhaps  a  word  at  the  end,  are 
applicable  to  the  Motion  which  is  now 
under  consideration.  The  rest  of  that 
speech,  able  and  well-informed  as  it  was, 
if  it  have  any  bearing  on  the  Motion,  is  a 
bearing  against  it  ;  because  the  noble 
Lord  argued  that  it  would  be  a  great  ad- 
vantage to  have  sugar  cheaper  ;  that  it 
was  desirable  that  the  duties  should  be  re- 
duced; and  very  strangely,  therefore,  he 
intimated  his  intention  of  voting  for  a  Mo- 
tion to  keep  the  duties  as  they  were,  and 
not  admit  of  any  reduction.  But  the  noble 
Lord  gave  us  several  quotations — several 
Latin  quotations — at  the  end  of  his  speech, 
which  are  certainly  not  new  or  unknown 
to  this  House;  and,  if  I  may  give  him  one 
in  return,  I  should  suppose  that  late  on 
Friday  night  he  felt  that  his  prospect  was 
not  so  favourable  as  to-night,  and  that, 
like  a  great  Roman  general,  he  would 
show  himself — 

"  Unis  qui  nobis  cunctando  restituit  rem." 
The  noble  Lord,  in  the  course  of  his 
speech,  seems,  in  a  most  extraordinary 
way,  to  have  taken  for  granted  that  aU 
those  principles  which  have  been  laid  down, 
and  to  which  I  thought  consent  was  gene- 
rally given,  with  respect  to  the  price  of 
sugar,  were  unfair,  and  that  the  price 
would  be  diminished  if  there  were  simply 
a  differential  duty  between  the  Brazilian 
and  colonial  article.  He  argued,  that  if 
you  reduce  the  duty  from  145.  to  10*.  on 
colonial,  you  would  thereby  effect  a  great 
reduction  of  price.  If  a  quantity  of  fo- 
reign sugar  is  to  be  introduced  at  a  cer- 
tain duty,  that  foreign  sugar  must  regulate 
the  price.  The  whole  argument  has  been, 
whether  just  or  unjust,  that  because  the 
cost  of  production  is  much  greater  by  free 
than  by  slave  labour,  therefore  it  is  neces- 
sary to  impose  an  additional  duty.  Let  us 
take  the  figures  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kidderminster  (Mr.  Godson).  Without 
admitting  the  accuracy  of  the  figures — as 
they  agree  in  general  with  the  colonial 
estimates,  I  will  take  them  as  they  stand. 
He  supposed  the  cost  of  producing  sugar 
in  Cuba  to  be  lO*.  per  cwt.,  and  in  Deme- 
rara  and  Jamaica  20«.  Freight,  and  other 
charges,  would  be  7«.  more.  He  proposed 
that  a  lOs.  duty  should  be  imposed  on  co- 
lonial sugar,  making  it  375.,  and  a  20*. 
duty  on  foreign  sugar,  making  it  37«.  also. 
It  is  quite  evident,  however,  that  the  differ- 
ence of  duty  in  favour  of  the  colonies  goes 
not  to  produce  cheapness  in  this  country, 
N2 
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Vat  to  eompensate  the  pbsters  fiir  die  ad-  i 
dhioiial  cost  of  prodncuoD.      Tbe  noble  | 
Lord   is  miatakeo,  therefore,  if  he   sop- ' 
poses  that  the   redaetioa  of  the  eobmsl. 
dntj  without  redoeing  the  forogn,  wOI  pro- 
dneo  dieapoess  in  this  eoantrj.     Bat  the 
question  which  is  now  before  ^e  Commit- 
tee is  BOt  what  the   noble   Lord   stated. 
The  noble  Lord  has  gone  into  this  qnes- 
tion«  in  the  first  place,  as  if  we  were  con- 
sidering the    proposal  of  a  dntj  of  2^ 
or  26  per  cent  npon  colonial  sngar,  and 
of  53   per  cent  npon  foreign   si^ar — a 
proposition  which  was    not    eren   consi- 
dered bj  the  Committee    of  which    the 
noble    Lord  was   Chairman,    and    whidi 
neither  he    nor  any  one  else  has    pro- 
posed to  the  Committee  of  this  Hoose. 
The  noble  Lord  at  the  end  of  his  speech 
also  argned  as  if  we  were  now  considering 
whether  we  shoold  prohibit  altogether  slare- 
labour  sugar.     Now,  I  most  beg  the  noble 
Lord  and  the  Committee  to  recollect  that 
the  question  before  the  House  is  between 
two  propositions,  namely,  that  of  the  Go- 
Temment  and  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leominster,  both  of  which  admit  that  slare- 
labour  sugar  is  to  be  introduced.  Both  ad- 
mit it  at  a  certain  differential  duty.     Both 
allow  that  at  the  end  of  six  years  there 
shall  be  an  end  of  that  differential  duty, 
and  that  free-labour  sugar  and  slave-labour 
sugar  shall  then  come  in  at  the  same  rate 
of  duty.     That  is  the  question  before  the 
House,  and  not  whether  we  shall  have  a 
duty  of  25  or  26  per  cent  on  one  kind  of 
sugar,  and  a  duty  of  53  per  cent  on  an- 
other; not  whether  we  shall  exclude  slave- 
labour  sugar  altogether,  but  whether  the 
one  scheme  or  the  other — ^both  schemes 
admitting  slave-labour  sugar,  and  both  al- 
lowing the  differential  duty  to  be  equalised 
within  six  years — whether  the  one  or  the 
other  of  these  schemes  shall  be  adopted  by 
this  Committee.      It  is  to  this  question, 
therefore,  that  I  beg  to  address  the  few 
observations  which  I  have  to  make  to  the 
Committee.     It  appears  to  me  that  tbe 
question   is  really  this — whether  for  the 
benefit  of  the  consumer,  for  the  benefit  of 
the  West  Indies,  and  finally,  without  any 
risk  to  the  revenue,  we  can  afford  to  re- 
duce the  duty  on  colonial  sugar  from  145. 
to  10^.,  because,  according  to  the  plan  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  he  proposes  that  the 
duty  shall  be  reduced  to  14^.,  that  it  shall 
remain  at  14«.,   and  that  it  shall   never 
reach  a  lower  figure.     With  regard  to  the 
consumer,  in  the  first  place,  it  is  evident 
that  if  there  is  4*.  per  cent  of  difference  in 


die  duty — being  41.  per  ton — this,  upon  a 
genenJ  consompdon  of  300,000  tons,  will 
be  a  benefit  of  1,200,000/.  a  year  to  the 
cottsomer — a  benefit  which  is  not  to  be 
rejected  without  much  consideration.  It 
appears  to  me  that  if  the  people  have 
1,200,000?.  —  and  if  the  consumption 
reaches  400,000  tons,  it  will  be  1,600,000/. 
— if  the  people  have  thus  much  less  to  pay 
it  will  be  a  great  benefit.  .  I  would  rest 
any  proposition  of  this  kind  upon  the  ge- 
neral observations  that  were  made  by  Mr. 
Huskisson  in  1830,  in  which  he  spoke  of 
the  great  burden  of  taxation  paid  upon  ar- 
ticles of  general  subsistence,  and  contend- 
ed that  we  ought  to  lighten  that  burden. 
He  said — 

**  See  to  what  an  extent  your  Excise  and 
CvstcMU  prove  that  yoa  do  not  attend  to  this 
eoDsidenUioB ;  ftdl  three-fourthB  of  your  revenue 
are  leried  under  these  two  heads  ;  and  by  far  the 
greatest  proportion  of  that  amount  upon  articles 
necessary,  ehher  for  the  subsistence,  the  clothing, 
or  the  humble  c<»nfort8  of  the  labourer ;  or  of  use 
in  the  fiJirieation  of  those  articles  to  which  his 
industry  is  devoted.  Let  any  man  look  through 
the  list  of  the  Excise  and  Customs,  even  now  that 
the  beer  and  leather  taxes  are  removed,  and  he 
will  find  in  how  great  a  degree  this  observation 
still  applies.  Candles,  hops,  licenses,  malt,  print- 
ed goods,  soap,  British  spirits,  tea,  sugar,  to- 
bacco, mm,  hemp,  timber — ^here  is  an  enumera- 
tion amonnting  to  near  30,000,000^. ;  but  the  in- 
cidental burden  of  which,  in  restraint,  impedi- 
ment, and  vexatious  interference,  may  well  be 
estimated  at  10,000,000^.  more." 

Now,  some  of  those  taxes — those,  for  in- 
stance, npon  candles  and  printed  goods, 
have  since  been  abolished;  but  the  spirit 
and  truth  of  these  general  observations 
still  remain,  and  tell  in  favour  of  one  pro- 
posal before  the  House,  and  against  the 
other,  namely,  in  favour  of  the  proposal 
finally  to  diminish  to  a  considerable  extent 
the  price  of  a  great  article  of  subsistence.  . 
But  it  is  said  that  we  shall  not  obtain  any 
sufficient  compensation  for  so  great  a  loss 
of  revenue.  It  is  argued,  moreover,  that 
we  shall  not  benefit  the  West  Indies  by 
the  adoption  of  this  change.  It  appears 
to  me,  that  the  best  change  for  the  West 
Indian  interest  is  a  large  increase  of  con- 
sumption. Seeing  the  quantity  of  sugar 
that  was  introduced  last  year,  seeing  the 
quantity  that  was  entered  for  consumption, 
seeing  the  great  increase  of  production 
throughout  the  world,  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  best  chance  which  we  can  give  the 
West  Indians  for  recovering  themselves  is 
by  reducing  sugar  to  such  a  price  that 
there  will  necessarily  be  a  very  large  in- 
crease of  consumption  in  this  country;  that 
the  foreign  colonies  will  not  be  id>le  to 
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supply  a  great  part  of  that  consumption, 
and  that  therefore  a  large  portion  must 
come  from  our  own  possessions.  I  think 
it  will  be  observed,  that  while  reductions 
of  price  hare  not  generally  told  in  the  first 
and  second  years,  they  have  told  in  the 
course  of  years,  and  produced  such  a  great 
amount  of  consumption  as  the  experience 
of  the  first  year  could  not  have  enabled  us 
to  anticipate.  It  is  upon  that  ground  that 
we  have  supposed  that  in  the  course  of 
the  present  year  there  would  be  an  in- 
creased consumption  to  the  amount  of 
10,000  or  15,000  tons.  I  quite  admit 
that  there  is  not  in  the  present  measure, 
as  proposed,  much  ground  to  expect  a  large 
increase  of  consumption  in  the  present 
year;  but  it  will  be  observed  that  very 
great  increase  has  been  made  in  the  course 
of  the  last  two  years,  and  that  the  reduc- 
tion of  price  then  effected  has  been  attend- 
ed with  an  increase  in  the  amount  of  sugar 
eonsnmed.  Now,  I  find  that  the  average 
eonsnmption  of  the  five  years  beginning 
with  1839  was  4,081,000  cwts. ;  and  that 
the  consumption  of  sugar  and  molasses  for 
last  year  was  6,046,121  cwts.,  being  an 
increase  of  one-half  upon  the  average 
amount  consumed  in  these  five  years.  But 
the  diminution  of  price  was  considerable. 
In  1839  it  was  63«.  ^d.  ;  in  1840, 
73#.  I0\d.;  in  1841,  63«.  S^d.;  in  1842, 
62#.  Bd. ;  in  1843,  59s.  2d.;  and  last  year 
it  was  425.  3d.  This  shows  what  we  may 
expect  in  the  way  of  increased  consump- 
tion by  a  diminution  of  price;  but  if  you 
agree  to  the  proposal  now  before  the  llouse 
you  can  hardly  expect  that  an  immediate 
increased  consumption  can  take  place.  1 
will  take  various  articles  on  which  there 
was  a  Ycry  great  increase  of  consumption 
from  a  reduction  of  duty.  The  most 
remarkable  increase  was  that  on  coffee. 
In  1820  the  consumption  of  British  plan- 
tation coffee,  with  a  duty  of  Is.  per  lb., 
was  7,000,000  lb.  ;  in  1825,  at  a  duty 
of  6d..  it  was  11,000,000  lb.  ;  without 
any  farther  reduction  of  duty  it  increased 
in  1830  to  22,000,0001b.  It  was  then 
stationary,  because  the  whole  quantity  ad- 
missible at  6d.  was  exhausted  by  consump- 
tion; and  to  comply  with  the  demand  ship- 
ments of  foreign  coffee  were  made  from 
Sooth  America  to  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope 
and  brought  back  to  Europe,  whereby  the 
article  was  admissible  at  9^.  per  lb.  In 
1836  the  duty  on  coffee  from  India  was  re- 
duced to  6d.  equally  with  that  from  the 
West  Indies,  and  in  1 840  the  consumption 
had  remched  28,720,735  lb.    The  duty  was 


again  reduced  to  4d.  per  lb.  on  colonial, 
and  Qd.  on  foreign  coffee;  and  in  1847  the 
consumption  was  37,470,529  lb.  But  this 
is  not  a  solitary  instance.  Take  the  con- 
sumption of  cocoa.  With  a  duty  of  6d. 
per  lb.,  in  1831,  the  consumption  of  cocoa 
was  502,806  lb.  With  a  duty  of  2d.  per 
lb.  it  rose,  in  1841,  to  1,928,8471b.;  and 
with  a  dutv  of  Id.  per  lb.  it  rose  from 
2,246,4731b.  in  1842,  to  3,107,1641b.  in 
1847.  With  respect  to  wine,  I  find  that* 
when  the  duty  was  reduced  from  9sl\d, 
per  gallon  to  4«.  lOd.,  the  consumption 
rose  from  5,330,091  gallons  in  1824,  to 
7,162,376  gallons  in  1828.  Then  take  an 
article  in  which  there  was  no  reduction  of 
duty,  but  which  was  affected  by  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  East  India  Company's  mono- 
poly— I  mean  tea.  I  find  that  the  price 
of  tea,  exclusive  of  duty  was,  in  1840, 
2s.  6d.  per  pound,  and  that  in  October, 
1844,  it  was  only  1*.  ed.  Well,  in  1842 
the  consumption  was  37,000,0001b.,  and 
in  1847  it  had  risen  to  46,000,0001b. 
Now,  there  has  been  nothing  like  this  in- 
crease in  the  consumption  of  sugar;  but  at 
the  same  time  every  one  is  aware  how  much 
sugar  is  desired  as  an  article  of  consump- 
tion by  the  middle  and  working  classes  in 
this  country,  and  how  very  much  a  diminu- 
tion of  the  price  is  likely  to  lead  to  an  in- 
crease of  the  consumption.  I  should  there- 
fore say  that  I  think  it  would  be  very  bad 
policy,  when  comparing  two  separate  scales 
of  duty  one  with  another — when  both  end 
with  the  same  equality  of  duty,  and  where 
there  is  no  superiority  of  principle  in  the 
one  over  the  other — not  to  take  the  duty 
which  gives  the  greatest  chance  of  increas- 
ed consumption — thereby  improving  the 
condition  of  the  people  of  this  country,  and 
enabling  them  to  obtain  a  very  great  ob- 
ject of  comfort  to  them;  and  at  the  same 
time  giving  to  the  West  Indies  the  best 
chance  of  increased  consumption  for  their 
article — aud  increasing  that  consumption 
without  any  risk  to  the  revenue.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford  (Mr.  Gladstone),  who 
spoke  on  Friday  night,  made  some  observa- 
tions entirely  on  the  question  of  revenue, 
and  he  doubted  whether  we  shall  have  such 
an  increased  consumption  as  we  expect.  I 
think  it  will  hardly  be  found  a  solid  argu- 
ment to  take  the  consumption  in  June  as 
any  criterion,  seeing  that  it  was  then  ex- 
pected the  Committee  would  come  to  some 
resolution  which  would  recommend  an  en- 
tire change  in  the  sugar  duties;  and  it 
being  doubtful  what  the  House  would  do. 
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the  trade  was  necessarily  in  a  state  of  un- 
certainty. We  saw  at  the  beginning  of 
the  year  that  there  was  a  very  great  in- 
crease of  consumption;  and  I  conceive 
that  that  increase  will  continue  as  soon 
as  this  question  is  settled.  But,  Sir,  other 
questions  have  been  raised  with  respect  to 
tue  state  of  the  West  Indies;  and  it  is  ar- 
gued by  Gentlemen  who  say  that  the  West 
Indies  are  totally  ruined,  that  it  is  impossi- 
ble for  them  to  compete  with  foreign  grown 
sugar,  and  that  you  had  therefore  better 
adopt  the  plan  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leominster  in  preference  to  the  plan  of 
the  Government.  I  own  I  do  not  see  in 
what  respect  a  certain  number  of  shillings* 
protection  gained  in  six  years  will  give  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  plan  an  advantage  over 
the  plan  of  the  Government.  The  protec- 
tion we  propose  is  75.  for  the  first  year, 
6^.  6(1.  for  the  next  year,  6s,  for  the  third 
year,  and  58,  6d,  for  the  fourth  year.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  proposes  a  protection  of 
7s,f  but  it  is  to  be  obtained  only  by  keep- 
ing the  duty  as  high  as  it  is  now.  If  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was, 
that  there  should  be  a  protection  of  2«. 
more  than  that  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment, then  undoubtedly  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's plan  would  have  a  certain  advan- 
tage; but  if  you  combine  in  your  calcu- 
lation the  amount  of  protection  with  the 
advantage  that  will  accrue  from  an  increas- 
ed consumption,  then  I  think  the  plan  of 
the  Government  is  preferable  to  that  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  With  regard  to  the  cul- 
tivation of  the  West  Indies,  I  think,  even 
upon  the  view  taken  of  the  question  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kiddermin- 
dtet*  (Mr.  Godson),  there  is  no  ground  for 
despair.  I  was  glad  to  find  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  thought  there  was 
not  any  reason  to  despond  as  to  the  ulti- 
mate fate  of  the  West  Indies.  It  is  gene- 
rally admitted  that  there  has  been  a  re- 
duction of  wages  in  those  colonies  to  the 
amount  of  25  per  cent.  I  fl^d  it  stated  in 
the  despatch  of  the  Governor  of  Antigua 
that  the  reduction  was  equal  to  50  per 
cent,  but  in  the  colonies  generally  it  may 
be  fairly  taken  at  25  per  cent.  Now,  the 
bon.  Gentleman  stated  that  20^.  is  reckon- 
ed as  the  cost  of  production  of  a  cwt.  of 
sugar,  lOs,  of  which  go  in  wages.  25  per 
c6nt,  therefore,  would  be  a  reduction  of 
25.  M.  a  cwt.,  making  the  cost  17*.  6rf. 
instead  of  205.  per  cwt.  If  you  add  to  this 
a  protection  of  7s,  per  cwt.,  which  will  be 
the  case  for  the  present  year,  I  think  it 
will  hardly  appear  that  there  is  any  such 


advantage  given  to  the  slave  colonies  by 
the  Government  plan  as  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  represent  the  West  Indians  would 
have  it  to  be  supposed.  But,  in  point  of 
fact,  though  the  noble  Lord  has  represent- 
ed Cuba  to  be  so  prosperous,  accounts  have 
been  received  stating  that  the  same  circum- 
stances which  have  caused  distress  in  the 
West  Indies  have  operated  in  Cuba;  that 
the  same  reduction  of  price  has  caused  a 
great  loss  to  those  who  have  property  in 
the  slave  colonies.  We  hear  of  many 
planters  in  Cuba  being  utterly  ruined  by 
the  reduction  of  the  price  of  sugar.  It 
was  only  the  other  day,  when  speaking  to 
a  gentleman  who  came  to  me  with  a  view 
of  asking  for  a  reduction  of  duty  in  the 
course  of  the  present  year,  I  was  told  by 
him  that  upon  every  ton  of  sugar  he  had 
imported  from  Brazil  in  the  course  of  the 
last  year  he  had  lost  51.  I  think  this  shows, 
what  I  believe  to  be  the  fact,  that  the  very 
large  production  of  the  West  Indies  since 
the  abolition  of  slavery,  combined  with  the 
production  of  foreign  sugar,  has  lowered 
the  price  to  such  a  degree  that  the 
growth  of  sugar  has  been  a  losing  trans- 
action in  the  course  of  the  last  year. 
But  if  that  is  the  case,  and  if  there 
has  been  a  loss  to  the  slaveowner  as  well 
as  to  the  West  Indians,  then  we  have  no 
reason  to  despair  as  to  the  future.  We 
may  hereafter  expect  that  the  amount  of 
production  will  be  reduced,  and  the  cost 
also  of  production  will  be  reduced,  in  con- 
sequence of  a  diminished  competition  for 
labour.  The  result  in  the  first  place,  then, 
will  be  a  reduction  in  the  cost  and  the 
amount  of  production;  and,  in  the  next 
place,  the  amount  of  production  not  ex- 
ceeding the  demand,  the  planter  will  be 
able  to  cultivate  at  a  profit.  The  noble 
Lord  made  an  estimate  that  about  200,000 
tons  would  be  imported  in  the  course  of  the 
present  year  from  the  British  possessions. 
I  have  a  statement  here,  which  has  been  de- 
rived from  various  sources.  [Lord  G.  Ben- 
TiNCK :  My  statement  was  from  the  5th  of 
July  of  this  year  to  the  5th  of  July,  1849.] 
This  estimate  is  from  July.  1848,  to  July, 
1849.  It  is  estimated  that  during  that 
year  the  quantity  of  sugar  that  will  be  im- 
ported from  the  British  West  Indies  will 
be  135,000  tons;  from  the  Mauritius, 
62,000  tons;  and  from  the  British  East 
Indies,  60,000  tons,  making  a  total  esti- 
mate of  257,000  tons.  Of  course  I  cannot 
guarantee  any  such  statement  as  that ;  I 
can  only  say  that  it  has  been  obtained 
from  a  very  good  source^  and  I  think  it  is 
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likely  to  be  more  accurate  than  the  esti- 
mate of  the  noble  Lord.  We  have  to  add 
to  that  quantity  the  further  amount  of 
foreign  sugar  that  will  be  imported ;  and 
my  opinion  is,  that  you  will  have  a  con- 
Bumption  of  from  300,000  to  310,000  tons 
by  the  month  of  July  in  the  next  year.  It 
appears  to  me,  therefore,  upon  a  compari- 
son of  these  plans,  that  that  which  the 
Oovemment  has  proposed  as  being  more 
likely  to  increase  the  consumption,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  to  give  the  people  the 
article  at  the  cheapest  price,  is  the  one 
which  the  Committee  ought  to  adopt.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford  (Mr.  Gladstone)  com- 
plained of  the  statement  made  by  my  right 
bon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  £x- 
ohequer  with  respect  to  the  state  of  the 
finances;  and  he  declared  that  he  should 
consider  it  the  bounden  duty  of  the  Go- 
Yemment  to  propose  some  additional  taxes 
in  order  to  make  up  the  deficiency  of  the 
revenue  of  this  year.  Now,  I  think  my 
right  hon.  Friend  showed,  item  by  item, 
which  could  not  be  contradicted,  that  a 
reduction  of  expenditure  to  the  amount  of 
650,000^.  might  be  effected  this  year;  and 
be  also  stated  that,  by  paying  500,000^. 
at  once  into  the  revenue,  derivable  from 
what  are  called  <'  appropriations  in  aid," 
instead  of  reserving  it  to  next  year,  he 
might  reckon  that  from  these  and  other 
sources  the  amount  of  the  revenue  as  com- 
pared with  the  expenditure  would  be  such 
as  would  leave  a  deficiency  only  of  be- 
tween 4,000^.  and  5,000^  in  the  present 
year.  Now,  with  regard  to  the  general 
state  of  afi^airs,  and  considering  the  present 
condition  of  Europe,  I  certainly  am  not  pre- 
pared to  say  that  I  think  it  would  be  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  propose,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  suggested,  any 
additional  taxation  in  the  course  of  the 
present  year.  If  it  should  appear  at  the 
commencement  of  the  next  Session  of  Par- 
liament that  the  state  of  Europe  was  so 
threatening  that  it  was  necessary  to  keep 
up  all  our  establishments  at  the  highest 
estimate,  I  should  then  say  that  it  would 
not  be  right  to  go  on  another  year  without 
making  the  income  exceed  the  expenditure 
by  means  of  taxation.  But  if,  as  I  should 
hope,  and  as  the  present  aspect  of  affairs 
induces  me  to  believe,  we  should  find  Eu- 
rope in  a  settled  state  of  peace,  I  should 
then  say  that  we  were  bound,  by  the  exer- 
cise of  the  most  rigid  economy,  to  bring 
the  expenditure  of  the  country  down  to  a 
letel  with  the  income  ^ther  than  to  make 


up  that  expenditure  by  an  increase  of  taxa- 
tion. But,  at  all  events,  in  the  present  uncer- 
tain state  of  things,  we  are  not  now  called 
upon  to  settle  that  question.  It  may  be 
that  pacific  counsels  will  prevail,  and  that 
the  people  of  Europe  will  remain  at  peace. 
At  all  events,  there  is  no  danger  of  any 
disturbance  of  peace  at  home.  In  such  a 
state  of  things,  I  hope  we  shall  be  enabled 
to  bring  our  expenditure  within  our  in- 
come. But,  on  the  present  occasion,  I 
beg  leave  to  submit  to  the  House  that  this 
is  no  question  of  the  prohibition  of  slave- 
grown  sugar;  it  is  no  question  of  humanity 
one  way  or  the  other.  Those  who  have 
an  objection  to  the  admission  of  slave- 
grown  sugar  will  to-night  vote  for  a  pro- 
position which  admits  slave-grown  sugar — 
at  present  at  a  differential  duty,  and  at  the 
end  of  six  years  on  terms  of  equality  with 
sugar  from  our  own  colonies.  In  that 
respect,  therefore,  there  is  no  difference 
between  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leominster  and  that  of  the  Go- 
vernment. But  a  difference  there  is;  and 
I  bcliete  it  to  be  a  sound  difference » 
namely,  that  while  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  keep  up  the  differen- 
tial duty,  and  enhance  the  price  of  sugar, 
the  adoption  of  the  proposition  of  the  Go- 
vernment, without  lessening  the  revenue, 
will  provide  better  for  the  comforts  of  the 
people,  and  afford  a  greater  chance  to  tho 
West  Indians  to  recover  themselves  from 
the  deep  prostration  into  which  they  are 
at  present  plunged. 

Mr.  GOULBURN  agreed  with  the  no- 
ble Lord  who  had  just  sat  down,  that  the 
present  question  liad  no  reference  to  the 
exclusion  of  slave-grown  sugar  from  the  Bri- 
tish markets.  Unfortunately,  he  thought, 
for  the  character  of  this  country,  and  for 
the  interests  of  the  colonies,  the  time  had 
gone  by  at  which  that  question  could  be 
discussed.  The  House  in  1846  adopted  a 
measure  by  which  they  resolved  to  admit 
slave-grown  sugar  into  the  British  market. 
The  opponents  of  slavery  were  now,  there- 
fore, bound  to  take  the  best  means  in  their 
power  for  maintaining,  by  other  means,  the 
principles  for  which  they  previously  con- 
tended, viz.,  placing  our  colonies  in  such  a 
position  that  they  would  be  enabled  to  un- 
dersell the  foreign  producer — and,  by  un- 
derselling the  foreign  producer,  to  operate 
upon  the  profits  of  slavery  and  the  slave 
trade.  Agreeing,  therefore,  with  the  noble 
Lord,  that  the  immediate  question  was  not 
the  exclusion  of  foreign  sugar,  he  main- 
tained that,  in  considering  the  comparative 
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merits  of  the  two  plans  before  the  House, 
they  were  bound  to  consider  which  of  the 
two  was  most  calculated  to  promote  the 
interests  of  the  colonies,  and  by  that  means 
most  effectually  to  check  slavery  and  the 
slave  trade.  He  had  listened  attentively  to 
the  observations  made  by  the  noble  Lord, 
and  if  he  had  not  known  the  state  of 
things  in  this  country,  he  should  have 
imagined  that  the  noble  Lord  was  speak- 
ing at  a  time  when  the  Treasury  was  very 
abundantly  filled — ^when  the  resources  of 
the  country  were  of  such  a  nature  that  he 
was  enabled  to  announce  a  large  excess 
in  the  receipt  above  the  expenditure — that 
we  were  enjoying  those  favourable  circum- 
stances— and  that  we  were  justified  in  pro- 
phesying a  continued  enjoyment  of  them 
for  several  successive  years.  The  noble 
Lord  talked  of  relying  for  the  next  four 
years  upon  a  large  excess  of  revenue 
over  expenditure;  he  talked  of  abandon- 
ing this  year  300,0001.  of  revenue,  next 
year  500,0001.,  and  in  the  fourth  year 
1 ,200,000^ ;  sums  which  the  noble  Lord  con- 
ceived could  be  dispensed  with  wiCh  safety 
to  the  finances  of  the  country.  And  the 
noble  Lord,  in  making  these  assumptions 
and  abandoning  these  sources  of  revenue, 
had  fully  before  him  the  state  of  European 
affairs;  for  the  noble  Lord  told  them  that 
he  could  not  foresee  what  the  exigencies 
of  public  affietirs  might  require  in  t£e  pre- 
sent  state  of  Europe.  In  discussing  the 
merits  of  the  two  plans  before  the  House, 
he  would  not  long  detain  the  House.  He 
could  not  say  that  either  of  those  plans 
entirely  met  with  his  approbation;  he 
thought  that  they  both  partook  of  one 
common  ftLvXi — that  they  drew  no  dis- 
tinction between  the  East  and  West  India 
colonies,  in  the  latter  of  which  there  was, 
by  reason  of  the  legislation  of  Parliament, 
an  inefficient  supply  of  labour;  but  in  the 
former  no  want  of  labour  at  all.  In  the 
East  India  colonies  there  were  none  of 
those  impediments  to  progress  that  Parlia- 
ment had  thrown  in  the  way  of  the  West 
Indies,  and  there  was,  therefore,  with  re- 
spect to  the  former,  less  necessity  for  relief. 
He  admitted  that  both  the  East  and  West 
India  colonies  had  this  claim  upon  the  Go- 
vernment, that  they  had  been  deceived  by 
the  assurances  of  Parliament.  They  were 
told,  when  slave  emancipation  was  passed, 
that  for  the  future  they  would  only  have  to 
compete  with  the  produce  of  free  labour. 
Neither  the  East  nor  the  West  India  colo- 
pists  entertained  the  slightest  idea  that  this  ' 
country,  which  had  been  so  earnest  for  the  j 


abolition  of  slavery  and  the  destruction  of 
the  slave  trade,  would  ever  have  sanctioned 
the  introduction  of  the  produce  of  Cuba  and 
Brazil — supplied  by  slaves  under  the  ag- 
gravated horrors  of  the  slave  trade  of 
which  they  had  heard  so  much  during 
the  present  debate.  Looking  at  the  spe- 
cial claims  wluch  the  West  India  planters 
had  upon  the  Legislature  of  this  coun- 
try from  the  manner  in  which  it  had  dealt 
with  their  labouring  population,  he  con- 
tended that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  have  adopted  towards  them  that 
course  which  they  themselves  had  an- 
nounced that  it  was  their  intention  to  pur- 
sue— a  course  which  none  but  the  Govern- 
ment could  pursue — of  affording  them  some 
distinctive  advantage.  At  all  events  they 
should  give  to  the  West  India  planters 
such  a  protection  against  the  foreign  pro- 
ducer as  would  enable  them  to  compete 
with  him  successfully.  But  neither  the 
measure  of  the  noble  Lord  nor  that  of 
his  hon.  Friend  (Hr.  Barkly)  had  the 
slightest  tendency  to  correct  the  inequality 
existing  between  the  case  of  the  British 
colonist  and  that  of  the  foreign  producer. 
Driven  as  he  was  to  ehoose  between  the 
two  measures  before  the  House,  he  cer- 
tainly had  no  hesitation  in  adopting  that  of 
his  hon.  Friend.  And  he  did  so  for  two 
reasons :  first  of  aU,  from  the  effect  which 
the  measure  of  the  noble  Lord  was  likely 
to  have  upon  the  finances  of  the  country; 
and,  secondly,  because  he  approved  of  the 
measure  of  his  hon.  Friend,  as  being  more 
likely  to  meet  the  exigency  of  the  case, 
from  its  greater  tendency  to  restore  that 
confidence  and  credit  on  which  alone  they 
could  rely  for  the  rescue  of  the  West  Indies 
from  their  present  lamentable  condition. 
He  admitted  that,  if  our  finances  would 
bear  it,  there  was  no  duty  that  could  more 
properly  be  largely  reduced  than  the  duty 
on  sugar  at  present.  It  amounted  to  no 
less  than  100  per  cent,  and  with  such  a 
duty  it  was  ridiculous  to  talk  of  free  trade. 
The  next  highest  duty  was  that  on  malt, 
which  was  equal  to  60  per  cent.  Tet  thej 
had  given  to  malt  an  absolute  monopoly 
in  the  market  by  prohibiting  the  import  of 
malt,  while  on  the  sugar  of  the  West  In- 
dies they  imposed  100  per  cent  in  addi- 
tion to  a  restriction  on  labour,  and  then 
thought  it  hard  that  the  planters  should 
ask  protection  against  the  foreign  sugar 
grower.  The  jdan  before  them  proposed 
a  reduction  of  only  1$,  It  wonld  b^  so 
much  money  absolutelj  thrown  awaj-— it 
would  confer  no  benefit  either  upon  the 
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producer  or  the  consumer.  The  noble 
Lord  had  referred  to  the  case  of  coffee 
and  cocoa,  and  had  stated  that  in  those 
cases  the  consumer  had  received  advan- 
tages from  the  reduction  of  duty;  but  in 
those  instances  the  amount  of  reduction 
was  yerj  large,  and  materially  affected 
the  price;  whereas  they  were  now  only 
dealing  with  a  reduction  of  \s,,  which 
could  have  no  effecj;  upon  price,  though 
it  inYolved  a  considerable  sacrifice  of  re- 
T^rae.  Were  they  in  a  condition  to  make 
that  sacrifice?  Was  it  not  possible  that 
m  the  present  state  of  Europe  they  might 
be  called  upon  to  put  forth  all  their  re- 
sources to  maintain  their  position  ?  He 
thought  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell) 
was  not  justified  in  the  imputation  he  had 
cast  upon  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  G.  Beutinck) 
that  he  wished  to  impose  additional  taxes 
on  the  country.  The  noble  Lord  had  only 
contended  that  this  portion  of  our  revenue 
should  not  he  sacrificed,  but  should  be  re- 
tained to  meet  the  exigencies  of  the  future. 
It  had  been  said  that  by  adding  Is.  7d,  to 
the  differential  duty  proposed  by  the  Go- 
Temment,  an  increased  charge  to  that 
amoont  would  be  placed  upon  the  public; 
and  the  hen.  Member  for  Westbury  said 
that  in  all  cases  the  enhancement  of  the 
price  of  the  article  was  equal  to  the  pro- 
tection given  to  it.  That  might  be  very 
well  in  theory,  but  it  was  not  accurate  in 
point  of  fact.  If  it  was  so,  it  would  be 
equally  true  that  the  reduction  of  the  pro- 
tecting duty  would  lower  the  price  to  the 
same  amount  to  the  consumer :  that  was  no- 
toriously untrue.  In  the  reductions  made 
in  1842  and  in  1845-6,  it  was  found  that 
in  most  of  the  articles  the  reduction  in 
price  was  not  equal  to  the  amount  of 
duty  reduced,  but  that  the  benefit  was 
shared  between  the  consumer  and  pro- 
ducer. The  fall  in  the  price  depended 
more  on  the  supply  in  the  market  than  on 
the  amount  of  protecting  duty.  He  pre- 
ferred the  plan  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
that  of  the  Government  also  because  it  was 
more  calculated  to  meet  the  main  evil  they 
had  to  deal  with,  namely,  the  abandon- 
ment of  the  cultivation  of  their  estates 
bj  the  planters,  whose  means  had  been 
exhausted.  A  fixed  duty  for  a  certain 
number  of  years  would  enable  those  who 
had  engag^  in  the  cultivation  of  es- 
tates in  the  West  Indies,  or  who  had  ad- 
Tanced  money  for  that  purpose,  to  reckon 
on  a  definite  amount  of  protection  for  a  de- 
finite period  :  on  that  security  money  might 
be  nuaed.     That  would  be  the  effect  of 


his  hon.  Friend's  plan;  but  if  the  plan  of 
the  Government  were  adopted,  the  West 
Indies  would  have  a  protection  which  would 
give  no  confidence,  because  it  would  gra- 
dually sink  under  them.  He  thought  the 
project  of  his  hon.  Friend  avoided  those 
defects.  He  believed  that  if  the  plan  of 
the  noble  Lord  were  to  be  carried,  it  would 
only  lead  in  the  ensuing  Session  to  fresh 
complaints  from  the  West  India  planters 
— to  an  extensive  abandonment  of  estates 
— to  a  cry  in  this  country  for  protection — 
to  an  increase  of  the  slave  trade  in  Cuba 
and  Brazil — to  complaints  so  urged  as  to 
render  it  impossible  for  Parliament  to  turn 
a  deaf  car — and  to  revival  of  those  discus- 
sions and  an  occupation  of  the  public  time 
in  them  which  the  example  of.  the  present 
Session  ought  to  make  them  most  desirous 
to  prevent.  He  thought  that  the  certainty 
of  protection,  and  the  absence  of  that  va- 
riation which  distinguished  the  Govern- 
ment proposition,  ought  to  recommend  his 
Friend's  Amendment  to  the  House.  The 
noble  Lord  said  we  ought  to  calculate  upon 
having  an  increase  of  consumption  in  the 
present  year,  and  attempted  to  account  for 
the  absence  of  that  increase  during  the 
early  part  of  the  present  year  by  the  fact 
that  uncertainty  was  occasioned  in  the  pub- 
lic mind  by  the  state  of  the  law,  and  by 
the  agitation  of  the  question  of  the  sugar 
duties.  [Lord  J.  Russell  :  I  said  for  the 
last  month.]  He  admitted  that  the  agita- 
tion of  such  a  question  in  Parliament  would 
have  an  effect  upon  the  sugar  market,  but 
thought  that  uncertainty  must  have  led 
rather  to  increase  than  to  diminish  pur- 
cliases;  for  no  man  of  the  least  reflec- 
tion could  think  (notwithstanding  the  de- 
claration of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  early 
part  of  the  Session  that  there  was  to  be  no 
change  in  the  sugar  duties)  that  this  coun- 
try would  allow  its  colonies  to  fall  into  ruin 
for  the  want  of  that  protection  which  it 
could  easily  afford  them.  He  thought, 
therefore,  tliat  the  consumption  in  the 
months  of  May  and  June,  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  adverted,  must  be  taken  as  the 
average  consumption  of  the  year;  and,  tak- 
ing such  data  into  account,  all  hope  of  that 
increase  to  the  extent  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  seemed  to  rely  on  it  was  excluded. 
What  were  the  prospects  of  the  Cuba 
planter  the  noble  Lord  did  not  seem  to  have 
ascertained.  The  noble  Lord  did  not  say  the 
demand  of  Cuba  for  slaves  was  less  active 
than  formerly,  or  that  Brazil  would  send 
less  frequently  to  the  coast  of  Africa,  nor 
that  she  would  be  more  willing  to  abide  by 


371 


Sugar  Duties — 


{COMMONS} 


Committee. 


372 


treaty  than  formerly.  He  objected  to  the  Go- 
yemment  project  on  financial  grounds  like- 
wise, and  did  not  think  it  wise  to  pledge  Par- 
liament to  give  away  a  large  sum  of  money 
in  the  present  low  state  of  the  Exchequer, 
not  merely  during  the  present,  but  during 
future  years.  Although  his  hon.  Friend's 
plan  was  not  altogether  free  from  objection, 
yet,  upon  the  whole,  he  should  vote  for  it 
as  preferable  to  the  plan  proposed  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  duty  on  Muscovado  be,  as  proposed 
in  the  Ministers'  Resolution,  135. : — Ayes 
180;  Noes  124:  Majority  56. 
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Barkly.  U. 
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BesdiutioQ  adopted. 

Remaining  duties  as  proposed  by  Minis- 
ten  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MOFFATT  proposed  as  an  Amend- 
ment the  omission  of  the  words — **  white 
dajedt  or  sagar  rendered  by  any  process 
equal  in  quality  to  white  clayed,  not  being 
refined  for  every  cwt.,"  which  he  declined 
to  press. 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  moved— 

"  That  provision  be  made  for  the  admission  of 
•aoh  Foreign  Sugars  as  shall  be  cleared  out  of  the 
Foreign,  West  Indian,  and  American  ports,  before 
the  Ist  day  of  August  next,  and  out  of  ports  cast 
of  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  before  the  1st  day  of 
September  next,  at  the  rates  of  Duty  imposed  on 
•iich  Sngan  respectively  by  the  Act  9  and  10 
Vietoria,  o.  63." 

Bj  the  Aet  of  1846,  he  said,  the  duties  on 
these  foreign  sugars  were  fixed  at  18^.  6d. 
per  cwt.,  whereas  by  the  new  scale  they 
would  be  20*.  a  cwt.,  or  20^.  a  ton.  The 
traders  had  naturally  expected  that  the  duty 
of  1846  would  be  continued;  and  they  were 
confirmed  in  that  view  by  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  on  the  3rd  February,  as 
well  as  by  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Government,  at  a  subsc- 
qoent  period.  The  practical  consequence 
was,  that  many  of  the  merchants,  including 
those  who  had  hesitated  before,  had  sent 
ovl  largo  orders  to  Cuba,  Bahia,  and  Ma- 


nilla; and  he  thought  that  they  had  a  right 
to  accuse  Parliament  of  having  broken  faith 
with  them,  and  to  call  upon  the  House  to 
hold  them  harmless  for  the  loss  thus  im- 
posed upon  them.  In  common  justice  and 
fairness,  the  House  was  bound  to  indem- 
nify those  parties. 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  in  no  case  had  any  al- 
lowance been  made  to  any  interest,  nor 
had  any  article  been  allowed  to  come  in  at 
the  lower  duty  where  a  higher  duty  had 
been  imposed.  His  hon.  Friend  had  drawn 
a  distinction  between  this  and  duties  on 
other  articles.  Nothing  could  be  more 
mischievous  than  for  a  Government  making 
an  announcement  of  the  intention  to  pro- 
pose the  raising  of  duties  before  having 
made  a  proposition  to  this  effect  in  that 
House.  On  July  21,  1831,  a  proposal 
was  made  to  increase  the  duty  on  Spanish 
wines,  which  was  adopted;  but  no  allow- 
ance was  made  to  any  parties.  He  could 
not  find  a  single  instance  in  which  an  al- 
lowance was  not  refused  to  parties  under 
such  circumstances  as  the  present. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  had  come  down  to 
the  House  with  very  considerable  anxiety 
as  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kilmarnock,  and  as  to  the  reply  of  the 
Government.  He  was  aware  of  the  incon- 
venience which  must  result  from  the  pre- 
sent state  of  things  to  the  importers  of 
foreign  sugar.  lie  was  anxious  to  have 
some  clear  statement  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government  as  to  the  present  case,  before 
he  gave  a  negative  to  the  Motion;  but  he 
had  not  heard  any  such  statement  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  as  the  repre- 
sentative of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  • 
He  was  anxious  to  state  his  own  views  on 
the  subject.  He  felt  if  Parliament,  from 
motives  of  public  policy,  thought  fit  to  in- 
crease a  duty,  it  was  totally  impossible  to 
make  an  arrangement  to  allow  such  a  draw- 
back as  was  proposed.  In  all  increases  or 
decreases,  the  principle  of  prudence  must 
he  recognised  by  parties,  and  the  trader 
must  make  allowance  for  an  increase  or 
decrease  of  duties  on  any  article.  In  one 
case,  the  parties  might  lose,  but  in  another 
they  might  gain  by  an  alteration  in  duties, 
lie  could  not  agree  with  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  made  the  Motion,  that  on  the 
faith  of  Parliament  parties  might  count  on 
the  continuance  of  duties  for  a  limited  time. 
He  could  not  subscribe  to  the  doctrine  that 
because  a  discriminating  scale  of  duties  was 
enacted  in  1844,  and  again  in  1846,  that 
it  was  to  be  supposed  they  could  not  be 
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altered  without  compensation  being  made 
to  parties  for  any  loss  tbey  might  sustain. 
If  therefore  he  could  not  support  the  Mo- 
tion on  the  grounds  which  had  been  urged 
in  its  favour,  he  could  not  oppose  it  on 
some  of  the  grounds  which  had  been  urged 
against  it.  The  right  hon.  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  said  that  a  case  had  never 
occurred  of  allowance  being  made  under 
such  circumstances  as  those  now  stated. 
He  had  no  doubt  as  to  the  correctness  of 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman; 
but  his  objection  did  not  depend  on  the 
vote  of  Parliament,  or  on  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament, but  on  the  declaration  of  Members 
of  the  Executive  Government.  It  was  ne- 
cessary, however,  that  they  should  pay  re- 
gard to  the  declarations  of  Members  of  the 
Government  to  persons  engaged  in  trading 
in  foreign  sugar,  as  to  any  probable  change 
in  the  duties  on  that  article.  In  February, 
1848,  upon  the  Motion  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  King's  Lynn  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Committee,  the  right 
non.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  reported  to  have  used  these 
words : — 

"  The  noble  Lord  has  stated  several  points  in 
which  relief  may  be  afforded  to  the  West  Indian 
interest,  with  regard  to  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, as  well  as  the  noble  Lord,  thinks  some 
inquiry  may  be  advantageous ;  but  I  should  de- 
cteive  both  him  and  the  House,  and,  what  is  still 
more  material,  the  West  Indians  themselves,  if  I 
led  them  to  suppose  that,  in  consenting  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  this  Committee,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment mean  them  to  imply  the  slightest  doubt 
of  the  propriety  of  the  Act  of  1846,  or  the  slight- 
est intention  of  departing  from  the  provisions  of 
that  Act.  I  think  it  but  fair  to  all  parties  that 
this  statement  should  be  made  as  decidedly  as  pos- 
sible, and  as  early  as  possible,  because  I  believe 
upon  a  subject  of  this  description  uncertainty  is 
the  worst  of  evils,  and  because,  as  I  remember  an 
hon.  Member  to  h<ivc  said  upon  a  former  occasion, 
the  greatest  kindness  is  to  state  distinctly  and  ex- 
plicitly what  the  views  and  intention  of  the  Go* 
vernment  are." 

Of  course  he  did  not  mean  to  say  it  was  in 
the  power  of  Government  to  limit  the  dis- 
cretion of  Parliament,  because  Parliament 
might  have  instituted  a  proposal  to  alter 
the  law  in  spite  of  the  Government;  but, 
standing  upon  general  considerations  of 
equity  and  policy,  these  parties  knew  it 
was  the  practice  of  Parliament  not  to  alter 
laws  of  this  description,  except  upon  the 
proposal  of  a  Government  in  which  they 
had  general  confidence.  They  heard,  how- 
ever, the  Financial  Minister  of  the  Govern- 
ment declaring  it  was  their  intention  to 
adhere  to  the  Act  of  1846,  and  declaring 
further  that  they  made  that  declaration  in 


order  that  it  might  be  acted  upon  by  those 
who  were  concerned.  Nor  was  this  de- 
claration the  only  ground  upon  which  they 
proceeded.  There  were  four  Members  of 
the  Government  to  whom  the  mercantile 
community  had  a  right  to  look  for  indica- 
tions of  the  Ministerial  policy  upon  colonial 
as  well  as  commercial  questions.  They 
were  the  first  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies.  The 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  in  February, 
again  in  April,  in  addressing  Sir  Charles 
Grey,  and  at  other  times  in  his  place  in 
Parliament,  declared  in  the  strongest  terms, 
backed  by  references  to  abstract  principles, 
that  it  was  impossible  anything  could  be 
so  ruinous  to  the  West  Indies  as  the  re- 
vival of  protection.  No  person,  indeed, 
could  invent  terms  that  would  convey  that 
doctrine  with  greater  rigour  than  those  in 
which  it  was  conveyed  by  Lord  Grey.  In 
the  Committe%on  Sugar  and  Coffee  Plant- 
ing, the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
represented  the  Government.  He  sup- 
ported the  resolutions  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westbury,  one  of  which  un- 
equivocally declared  that  any  increase  of 
protection  would  be  detrimental  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  West  Indies,  and  would  re- 
tard indefinitely  more  changes  which  were 
really  required  for  their  welfare.  Then 
the  next  was  a  gratuitous  declaration  of 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  that  House.  [Lord  John  Russell  : 
It  was  in  answer  to  a  question.]  He  did 
not  think  that  the  question,  according  to 
his  recollection,  went  to  the  full  extent  of 
the  noble  Lord's  answer.  The  noble  Lord 
was  asked,  not  by  the  parties  about  to  suf- 
fer, wliat  he  meant  to  do  with  the  Act  of 
1846;  and  on  the  30th  of  May  he  de- 
clared *'  he  would  take  that  opportunity  of 
informing  the  House  that  it  was  not  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  propose 
any  alteration  in  the  duties  under  the  Act 
of  1846,  either  with  regard  to  amount  or 
duration.  **  Here  were  a  series  of  declara- 
tions made  by  the  Government  upon  this 
subject;  and  the  question  he  put  to  the 
Committee  was  this — *'  Is  it  good  policy, 
is  it  consistent  with  public  faith  and  ho- 
nour, and  with  a  liberal  understanding, 
that  such  declarations  on  the  part  of  the 
Executive,  when  they  have  been  trusted 
and  acted  upon  by  persona  engaged  in 
trade,  should  be  considered  as  if  they  had 
never  been  made  ?  "  To  this  question  he 
could  give  but  one  answer.     He  did  not 
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think  it  was  right  such  assurances  should 
be  giyen  bjr  Ministers  of  the  Crown  in  that 
House  or  elsewhere,  and  those  who  relied 
upon  them  be  punished  for  their  reliance. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  how- 
erer,  appeared  to  relj  upon  his  view  of  the 
case  as  an  ordinary  case  of  an  application 
for  a  return  of  duty.  In  his  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone's) opinion,  it  was  distinguished  from 
ancb  casea  as  broadly  as  possible;  he  could 
not  doubt  that,  in  equity,  these  parties 
were  entitled  to  the  indulgence  they  claim- 
ed; and  if  it  were  granted,  he  had  not  the 
least  fear  of  establishing  a  precedent  for 
granting  a  return  of  duty  where  they  had 
acted  upon  their  own  discretion.  Having 
aaid  thia  much,  he  must  refer  to  another 
matter,  which  was  rather  personal.  He 
imderatood  that  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John 
Buaael]),  in  speaking  of  the  deficiency  in 
the  public  revenue  in  the  earlier  part  of 
ihe  debate  upon  the  schedule  of  duties, 
stated  be  bad  said  the  deficiency  should  be 
nyde  up  by  taxatiou;  but  in  his  opinion  the 
beat  way  to  remove  it  was  by  rigid  econo- 
my. Most  certainly  he  had  said  nothing 
of  the  kind;  and  it  was  with  the  greatest 
surprise  be  heard  the  noble  Lord  had  so 
miiapprebended  him.  What  he  said  was, 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  Parliament  and 
the  Government  to  equalise  the  revenue 
and  the  expenditure,  and  that  the  proposal 
of  the  noble  Lord  for  increasing  taxation, 
at  an  early  period  of  the  year,  had  been 
summarily  dismissed,  not  because  Parlia- 
ment was  unwilling  to  grant  additional 
taxes,  upon  cause  shown,  but  because  Par- 
liament had  not  confidence  in  the  estimates 
of  the  noble  Lord,  and  because  they  be- 
lieved they  had  been  prepared  without  due 
regard  to  the  principles  of  public  economy. 
It  would  be  presumptuous  in  him  to  pre- 
tend to  such  a  knowledge  of  the  public 
expenditure  as  to  be  in  a  condition  to  say 
the  whole  of  the  deficiency  of  this  year 
could  be  supplied  by  economy.  But  he 
was  bound  to  say  a  large  portion  of  it 
eoddt  and  that  it  ought  to  be  so  supplied. 
Possibly  the  wlvole  might ;  but,  at  all 
events,  he  did  not  think  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  shown  a  due  regard  to 
the  principles  of  public  economy,  either 
with  respect  to  the  present  year,  or  to  a 
variety  of  acts  which,  if  the  present  were 
the  occasion,  he  could  point  out  since  the 
period  of  their  accession  to  office. 
.  Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  when 
the  subject  then  before  the  House  was  ad- 
verted to  on  a  former  occasion,  ho  had  felt 
surprised  at  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 


(Mr.  Gladstone's)  intimation  of  his  opinion 
that  the  claim  put  forth  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kilnianiock  was  founded  in  reason 
and  in  justice ;  convinced,  as  experience 
must  have  made  him  with  the  difficulties 
of  this  case,  and  admitting,  as  he  did,  that 
what  was  asked  for  was  contrary  to  all 
former  practice.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  availed  himself  of  that  oppor- 
tunity rather  to  make  an  attack  on  the 
Government,  and  to  charge  them  with 
faults  and  inconsistencies,  than  to  give 
reasons  for  departing  from  what  had  been 
the  universal  practice.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  based  the  claim  of  the  parties 
concerned  upon  what  he  stated  as  the  in- 
consistencies of  the  Government.  The 
alteration  of  the  sugar  duties  was  the  act 
of  the  House  of  Commons;  and  even  if  the 
Government  had  been  guilty  of  vacillation 
on  this  subject,  that  was  no  reason  for  de- 
viating from  the  course  pursued  by  former 
Parliaments.  He  must  say  that  the  at- 
tack which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
gone  out  of  his  way  to  make  on  the  Go- 
vernment, was  not  founded  in  reason,  in 
candour,  or  in  justice.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  admit  that,  as  a  general 
rule,  it  was  the  duty  of  a  Government  to 
maintain  the  most  absolute  silence  with 
regard  to  alterations  of  duties.  It  hap- 
pened, unfortunately,  that  this  question  of 
duty  had,  on  that  occasion,  been  mixed  up 
with  questions  of  policy;  and  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  C.  Wood),  when  asked 
what  would  be  the  nature  of  their  proposal, 
had  replied  that  they  would  adhere  to  the 
spirit  of  the  Act  of  1846.  Most  reluc- 
tantly had  the  Government  proposed  any 
alteration  in  that  Act;  but,  having  adhered 
to  its  spirit,  he  was  surprised  at  the  posi- 
tion assumed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  chief  reproach  levelled  against  the 
Government  in  the  course  of  the  debate 

!  was,  that  they  had  not  altogether  reversed 
the  measure  of  1846,  and  substituted  for  it 
a  protective  duty  of  considerable  amount. 

I  Had  they  followed  that  course  they  would 

!  certainly  have  acted  with  great  inconsis- 
tency ;  but  when  the  West  Indian  Com- 

.  mittee  recommended  a  protecting  duty  of 
lOs.,  they  felt  that  they  were  bound  in 
justice  carefully  to  review  the  w^hole  sub- 
ject, and,  so  far  as  they  could  do  so  consis- 

I  tently,  to  modify  their  plan.  He  would 
not  pursue  the  subject  any  further.  He 
felt  that,  at  that  late  hour  of  the  night,  it 
would  be  very  inconvenient  to  enter  into  a 
discussion   on  the  financial  principles  of 
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taxation,  or  on  the  qnestion  whether  the 
Government  had  or  had  not  observed  due 
economy.  There  would  be  other  oppor- 
tunities for  discussing  that  subject;  and 
he  could  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  whenever  those  opportunities  arose, 
the  Members  of  the  Government  would  by 
no  means  shrink  from  encountering  him  in 
that  field  of  argument. 

The   Committee  divided: — Ayes   34; 
Noes  142  :  Majority  108. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Bagge,W. 
Brown,  W. 
Cardwell,  £. 
Cobbold.  J.  C. 
Cocks,  T.  S. 
Duneao,  G. 
Edwards,  H. 
Fitzgerald,W.  R.  S. 
Galway,  Visct. 
Gladstone,  rt.  hon.W.E. 
Glyn,  G.  0. 
Hardeastle,  J.  A. 
Hastie,  A. 
Herbert,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Heywood,  J. 
King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 
Lineoln,  Earl  of 
Lookbart,  A.  £. 
Melgond,  Visct. 


Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Mofiatt,  G. 
Monsell,  W. 
Palmer,  R. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Sandars,  G. 
Soholefield,  W. 
Seymer,  H.  K. 
Sidney,  Aid. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Sturt,  n.  G. 
Turner,  G.  J. 
Williams,  J. 
Wodehouse,  E. 

TELLSB8. 

Bouverie,  hon.  E.  P. 
Smith,  J.  B. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Abdy.  T.  N. 
Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Anderson,  A. 
Anson,  hon.  Ck>l. 
Armstrong,  Sir  A. 
Armstrong,  R.  B. 
Arundel    and    Surrey, 

Earl  of 
Baines,  M.  T. 
Baring,rt.  hon.  Sir  F.T. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C.  F. 
Bourke,  R.  S. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Boyd,  J. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Brand,  T. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brown,  H. 
Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Buller,  C. 
Bunburv,  E.  H. 
Butler,  P.  S. 
Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Carter,  J.  B. 
Cavendish,  hon.  C.  C. 
Cavendish,  W.  G. 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Christy,  S. 
Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Cockburn,  A.J.E. 
Corbally,  M.  E. 


Cotton,  hon.  W.  H.  S. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
D*Eyncourt,  rt.  hon.C.T. 
Dodd,  G. 

Drummond,  H.  H. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Dundas,  Sir  D. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Evans,  J. 
Evans,  W. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Foley,  J.  H.  fl. 
Forbes,  W. 
Freestun,  Col. 
Frewen,  C.  H. 
Gaskell,  J.  M. 
Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Greene,  J. 
GrenfeU,  C.  W. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Grogan,  E. 
Gwyn,  U. 
Hall,  Sir  B. 

Hallyburton,  Lord  J.  F. 
Halsoy,  T.  P. 
llawes,  B. 
Hay,  Lord  J. 
Hayes,  Sir  E. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Henry,  A. 
Herbert,  U.  A. 
Hobhouse,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 


Hodgson,  W.  N. 
Hollond,  R. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howard,  Sir  R. 
Hume,  J. 

Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Littleton,  hon.  E.  R. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Mackensie,  W.  F. 
M'CuUagh,  W.  T. 
Maher,  N.  V. 
Maitland,  T. 
Mandeville,  Visct. 
MarshaU,  J.  G. 
Martin,  J. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Masterman,  J. 
Matheson,  A. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Miles,  P.  W.  S. 
MUes,  W. 
Morison,  Sir  W. 
Morris,  D. 

Mostyn,  hon.  E.  M.  L. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Paget,  Lord  G. 
Palmerston,  Viwt. 
Parker,  J. 
Pearson,  C. 
Pigott,  F. 
Powlett,  Lord  W. 
Raphael,  A. 
Reynolds,  J. 

House  resumed.    Report  to  be  received. 
House  adjourned  at  Two  o'clock. 


Ricardo,  0. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Rich,  H. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  F.  C.  H. 
Rutherfurd,  A. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Shelbume,  Earl  of 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Somerville,vt.  hon.SirW. 
Spearman,  H.  J. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Stuart,  H. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thomely.  T. 
Tollemache,  hon.  F.  J. 
Townley,  R.  G. 
Townshend,  Capt. 
Tynte,  Col. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Watkins,  Col, 
Wawn,J.  T. 
Willoox,  B.  M. 
WiUoughby,  Sir  H. 
Wilson,  J. 

Wilson,  M.  t 

Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wyld.  J. 

TXLUIRS. 

TufaeU,  H. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 


HOUSE    OF  lORDS. 
Tuesday,  Juli^  II,  IS^S. 

MntOTxa]  Puauc  Bills.— !•  OflBoen  of  Courts  of 
Justice  (Ireland),  AMimUatioa  of  Appointments  i  County 
Cess  (Ireland). 

Reported,— Pvpamt  of  Debts  out  of  Real  Estate. 
3*  Poor  Removal ;  Sale  of  Beer  Regulation. 

PrriTioNs  Prbsbhtbow  From  ttrecal  DIsMntetB  in  and 
near  London,  for  the  Exclusion  of  all  Diacnting  Cliapels 
and  Schools  firom  tiie  Operatkm  of  the  Public  Health 
BilL— From  Sutton  Bridge^  and  a  great  Number  of 
other  Places,  agaiaat  tiie  Sale  of  Intoaitating  Uquon  on 
the  Sabbath.— From  Great  Varmouth,  for  the  Adoption 
of  Measures  fior  the  Suppivnon  of  Saduction  and  Prosti- 
tution. 

PROTECTION  OF  Fl^iMALES  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Raadmg, 
read. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  moved  the 
Third  Reading  of  the  Bill  for  the  Protec- 
tion of  Females.  In  doing  so,  he  con- 
sidered it  unnecessary  to  trouble  their 
Lordships  with  any  remarks  as  to  the 
great  evils  the  Bill  was  intended  to  remedy, 
as  the  existence  of  those  evils  had  been 
fully  acknowledged  by  all  who  had  fpoken 
on  the  subject.    There  had  be«n  an  objeo- 
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tion,  bowerer,  raised  to  one  part  of  the  Bill,  ■  He  certainly  did  not  approve  of  the  course 
which  deserred  the  most  serious  considera- !  pursued  in  certain  countries,  where  houses 
tion,  and  on  that  he  would  make  a  single  |  of  the  description  alluded  to  were  recog- 
obsenration  or  two.  The  objection  was,  i  nised  and  regulated  by  law.  It  might  be 
that  bj  the  first  and  second  clauses  taken  |  wrong  to  countenance  them  in  that  man- 
together  the  Bill  would  not  only  punish  |  ner;  but  it  did  not  follow,  on  the  other 
those  persons  whom  it  was  the  real  inten-  i  hand,  that  they  were  to  be  put  down  bj 
tion  of  the  measure  to  punish,  namely,  the  '  severe  puoishmcnts.  This  was  a  matter 
eUaa  of  procurers  and  procuresses,  but '  that  required  grave  consideration,  and  he 
diat  it  would  extend  beyond  this,  and  put .  would  suggest,  though  he  was  not  prepared 
down  by  punishment  those  persons  who  to  move  it,  that  the  Bill  should  be  read  a 
kept  hoases  for  vicious  indulgences.  Now,  ■  third  time  that  day  six  months,  in  order  to 
it  certainly  was  not  the  intention  of  the  !  give  time  for  fully  considering  the  quea- 
Bill  to  pat  down  those  houses  by  direct !  tion. 

legislation,  though  he  admitted  it  was  pos- 1  The  Earl  of  MOUNTCASHELL  said, 
•ible  its  provisions  might,  in  their  strict '  objections  had  been  taken  to  the  measure 
letter,  be  taken  to  apply  to  the  case  of  •  as  being  imperfect,  but  he  believed  it 
such  houses.  He  believed  it  to  be  im- '  would  be  impossible  to  bring  in  any  Bill 
poaaible  to  frame  any  measure  to  meet  so  on  such  a  subject  that  was  not  imperfect. 
great  and  admitted  an  evil,  that  would  not  For  the  sake  of  religion  and  good  morals, 
be  liable  to  such  misapprehension.  Ue  trading  in  seduction  ought  not  to  be  tole- 
had  on  the  Committee  the  assistance  of  rated.  The  Society  which  had  taken  the 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  and  other  noble  matter  up  had  taken  the  opinion  of  the 
and  learned  Lords,  and  they  concurred  in  law  officers  of  the  Crown  in  preparing  the 
tESnking  that  there  was  no  better  way  than  ;  Bill  ;  and  he  trusted  that  their  Lordships 
that  which  was  provided  in  the  Bill  to  \  would  be  convinced  of  the  necessity  of 
meet  the  evils  complained  of.  The  object  \  passing  fcomo  law  in  order  to  protect  inno- 
of  the  Bill  was,  to  punish  those  who  were  i  cence  and  the  peace  of  families.  Some 
goOtj  of  furnishing  infamous  housos  with  \  discretionary  power  must  be  given  to  ma- 
victims,  and,  if  possible,  to  make  the  act  gistrates  and  judges;  for  it  was  not  to  be 
of  snppljing  those  houses  more  difficult  expected  that  they  would  act  as  mere  au- 
and  dangerous   than  at  present.      Such    tomatons. 

practices  were  prosecuted  by  law  in  Prussia,  j  Lord  DENMAX  said,  that,  notwith- 
where,  indeed,  the  houses  were  proliiblted  standing  all  the  talent  which  had  been  ap- 
altogether;  and  he  really  thought  that  little  plied  in  the  preparation  of  this  Bill,  he 
delicacy  need  be  observed  as  to  the  man-  '•  thought  it  would,  if  passed,  not  only  be 
ner  in  which  the  Act  for  suppressing  &o  ineffectual  for  its  purpose,  but  fraught 
gross  an  evil  was  framed.  Tlie  Bill  had  with  greater  evils  than  it  was  intended  to 
now  passed  through  all  its  stages  but  the  remedy.  In  the  fir.-^t  place,  it  would  lead 
last.  He  hoped,  therefore,  there  would  be  to  attempts  to  extort  money  by  accusations 
BO  opposition  to  the  third  reading.  of  the  coui mission  of  the  ofPence  ;  and,  in 

LOKD  BROUGHAM  was  glad  thrit  Fo:rie  the  next  place,  he  f*rlt  pretty  sure  that  an 
ebjeciions  which  he  ei;:...v.ned  to  the  Bill .  attempt  to  enforce  a  mea.'sure  of  that  kind 
bad  now  been  removed;  bu:  still,  wlrh  iL:-  would  fall  in  a  court  of  justice,  after  very 
Terj  best  feelings  for  such  a  measure,  it  oneri=:ive  and  r-candalous  exposures,  and  a 
mnst  be  admitted  that  great  diffieu^ti'.'s  lay  triumph  would  be  given  to  those  whom  it 
in  the  way  of  legislation.  The  objec:  o:  was  de»:ired  to  di?^grace  and  puni--Ji.  The 
the  Bill  was  to  protect  simple  and  i^rix-efit  difficulties  of  the  ca-.e  were  huch  as  could 
bat,  as  it  now  stood,  i:  would  go    not  ea-silv  he  overcome.     Under  the  law  as 


fiar  beyond  that,  and  would  punlbh  tLo^:-:  it  sto^yi,  tliere  wa-.  no  difficulty  in  inflict- 

wbo  bnrboured  in  their  houHrs  wou^en  o:  ing   purii-hTiient  w}ir;n  it   had    onco   been 

tbe  town  for  improper  puq>oses.     Such  a  prov^.d  tr«;it  a  p'lrty  had  been  decoyed  inU> 

was   not  now  illegi!,  unless  piiV;!*:-  a  hoi^-e  of  iil-f<ir/ie:    the  difficulty  wan  to 


deeencj  was  violated;  bji   by  trii?  h\.\  i:  p.-v;'jre  tiie  rieee=»rary  evideriee.     The  in- 

woold  be  made  an  one  nee  p  u  ii  i  ■:  hah  1  e  i^y  j  ^  red  p  arty  c  a ;/ j  e  b*.-  fore  the  co '  j  rt ,  al  lea'ly 

six  moDtbs'   impriionmea:.       Tf.e    wLo*-.-  poll  -:ed,  to  give  an  aeeour.t  of  the  luunner 

object  of  the  BiJ  was  t'j  pur.i-ii  iedue:!o:i  ::.  .v:,>;:i  j.}ie  had  been  led  -i-tray,  and  was 

«ad  those  engag&l  in  it;  but  in  its  ter:;.-:  not   iik<:iy  to  be  y*trw  rerupulou}!    in    her 

it  went  further,  a&d  made  that  a  [K:;r.dl  of-  -tatemerit-..     JJe  had  a  great  reupeet  for 

wbieh  was  no:  invended  to  be  o:.e.  ,  the  zeal  of  the  noble  EarJ;  but  it  was  not 
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zeal  aloDC  that  would  enable  him  to  ac-  | 
complish  his  object.  It  was  the  difficulty 
inherent  in  the  case  which  made  legislation 
on  8uch  a  question  almost  impossible. 
Notwithstanding  his  objections,  if  there 
were  any  likelihood  of  coming  to  a  satis- 
factory conclusion,  he  should  deprecate  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill  that  evening. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  felt  it  his  duty  to 
state,  that  he  despaired  of  the  framing  of 
any  Bill  which,  if  passed,  would  accom- 
plish the  object  in  view.  He  believed, 
in  fact,  that  no  legislative  measure  against 
simple  fornication  would  be  attended  with 
a  good  effect.  There  were  many  aggra- 
vated cases  of  fraudulent  seduction,  which, 
though  it  was  most  desirable  to  provide 
against  them,  could  not  be  included  in  an 
enactment.  The  right  rev.  Prelate  (the 
Bishop  of  Oxford)  had  spoken  of  Berlin  as 
a  place  in  which  houses  of  ill-fame  were 
suppressed  by  law.  Now  he  (Lord  Camp- 
bell) believed  that  amongst  the  capitals  of 
Europe  there  was  none  so  licentious  as 
Berlin;  it  was  worse  than  either  Paris  or 
Vienna. 

Earl  NELSON  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  would  persevere  with 
the  measure.  He  knew  that  it  was  diffi- 
cult to  legislate  in  cases  of  this  descrip- 
tion, because,  while  one  party  was  pun- 
ished, another,  though  undeserving  of  it, 
was  rewarded,  as  was  the  case  under  the 
bastardy  laws.  But  the  outrage  on  so- 
ciety by  seduction  was  so  great,  that  he 
thought  it  at  least  worth  the  trial  whether 
this  Bill  would  work  well  or  not. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  sincerely 
regretted  that  he  was  obliged  to  express 
his  concurrence  in  the  opinions  delivered 
by  his  noble  and  learned  Friends  who  had 
addressed  the  House.  The  noble  Lords 
who  had  spoken  in  favour  of  the  Bill  were 
naturally  carried  away  by  their  desire  to 
effect  a  most  laudable  object;  but  they  had 
not  addressed  themselves  to  the  real  objec- 
tion to  the  Bill,  namely,  the  anomalous 
nature  of  the  abuse,  and  the  impossibility 
of  providing  a  remedy.  There  being  no 
legal  definition  of  the  term  **  seduction," 
words  were  introduced  in  the  Bill  for  the 
purpose  of  defining  the  offence,  which  would 
include  a  very  different  description  of  of- 
fence from  that  contemplated  by  the 
framers  of  the  Bill.  He  feared  that  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  the  object  thus 
aimed  at  could  not  be  secured. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  said,  that 
notwithstanding  the  opinions  which  had 
been    expressed    by    noble    and    learned 


Lords,  he  thought  there  would  be  no  dif- 
ficulty in  carrying  the  Bill  into  effect.  The 
jury,  acting  as  fathers  and  as  husbands, 
would  know  very  well  what  was  meant  by 
seduction;  and  even  though  the  word  had 
not  obtained  a  legal  meaning,  a  very  few 
verdicts  and  sentences  would  give  it  one. 
Even  if  the  Bill  failed  on  account  of  the 
want  of  a  definition,  it  wotild  be  easy  to 
apply  to  Parliament  to  define  the  offence 
more  distinctly. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  observed,  that  no 
judge  or  jury  would  be  at  liberty  to  accept 
any  other  definition  of  seduction  than  the 
definition  given  by  the  indictment,  which 
would,  of  course,  follow  the  words  of  the 
Act.  Now,  the  Bill  defined  seduction  to 
be  **  the  soliciting  of  any  female  to  have 
carnal  intercourse  or  connexion  with  any 
man  to  whom  the  said  female  shall  not  be 
married." 

The  Bishop  of  LLANDAFF  thought 
the  discussion  would  prove  that  the  diffi- 
culties in  carrying  out  this  ineasure  w^re 
more  imaginary  than  real;  and  he  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  give  effect  to  a  Bill, 
the  intention  of  which  was  to  give  relief 
to  a  large  class*  of  the  community  from 
some  of  the  greatest  evils  to  which  they 
could  be  exposed. 

The  Earl  of  MINTO  moved  that  theBill 
be  read  a  third  time  that  day  six  months. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD,  in  reply,  said 
he  had  well  considered  the  suggestion  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  Chief  Justice, 
but  was  unable  to  acquiesce  in  it,  and 
must  therefore  press  for  the  decision  of 
their  Lordships  on  the  Bill.  Notwithstand- 
ing what  had  fallen  from  some  noble  Lords, 
he  could  say  that  legislation  on  this  sub- 
ject, on  the  Continent  had  not  produced 
the  evil  effects  which  were  represented  to 
have  arisen  from  it;  but  had,  on  the  con- 
trary, tended  to  check  immorality  in  the 
towns  there.  He  had,  however,  no  objec- 
tion to  insert  the  word  **  fraudulent,"  ac- 
cording to  the  suggestion  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  opposite,  as  it  would  remove 
one  of  the  main  objections  that  were  ui^ged 
against  the  measure.  And  he  besought 
their  Lordships  to  pause  before  they  re- 
jected such  a  Bill  as  this,  and  expose  that 
House,  which  depended  upon  its  high 
standing  In  the  moral  and  religious  sym- 
pathies of  the  country,  to  the  charge  that 
they  strained  at  a  gnat  and  swallowed  a 
camel. 

Their  Lordships  then  divided: — Content 
21;  Not-Content  28 :  Majority  7. 

House  adjourned. 
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IfiKPTBs.]    Pi'BUC  Bills.— 8^  Reproductive  Loan  Fund 
Inedtutioa  (Ireland). 
Ayorlctf.— Tnntees  Relief  (Ireland)  t    EccIesiasUcal  Dia- 
trieta  Aailgnment. 

Pxnrioirs  Prisbntrd.  By  Mr.  Taylor,  ftom  Trustees  of 
Aa  Southern  Diviakm  of  the  Ashbourne  Turnpike, 
DnbUn,  against  a  Renewal  of  the  Dublin  and  Ashbourne 
Road  Ad.— By  Mr.  Napier,  ftom  Frethfbrd,  Kilkenny, 
te  Eneouragement  to  Sduwls  in  Connexion  with  the 
Ctaurdi  Education  Society  (Ireland).— By  Mr.  Duncan, 
ftom  Magistrates  and  Council  of  Aberdeen,  for  an  Exten- 
skm  of  the  Elective  Franchise. — By  Mr.  Osborne,  ftom 
InhaUtanU  of  the  Parish  of  Saint  Pancras,  Middlesex, 
finr  the  Adoption  of  Universal  Suffrage.— By  Mr.  Wil- 
Uam  Evans,  from  Members  of  the  Baptist  Congregation 
of  BurtDn-oQ-Trent,  for  Discouragement  of  Idolatry 
in  India. — By  Sir  George  Grey,  from  the  Wesleyan  Me- 
thodisU  at  Tunstall,  Staflbrdshire,  for  a  Better  Observ- 
aaoe  of  the  Lord's  Day.— By  Mr.  Hindley,  from 
Chnrdiwardcns,  Overaeen,  and  others,  of  several  Me- 
tropolitan Parishes,  in  favour  of  the  Sunday  Trading 

*  Bill  (1846).— By  Mr.  Spooner,  from  the  Clergy  of  Bir- 
n,  in  favour  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  Bill. — By  Viji- 
Me^WMl,  flrom  Greenock,  and  several  other 
Plaees,  for  Inquiry  into  the  Bakers'  Grievances.— By 
Mr.  Dunne,  ftom  Ratepayers  of  the  Nenagh  Union, 
TIpperary,  for  Inquiry  into  the  State  of  the  Poor  Law 
(Irdand). — By  Mr.  Home  Drummond,  ftom  the  Epsom 
Union,  in  Csvour  of  a  Superannuation  Fund  for  Poor 
Law  Ofllcers. — By  Mr.  Stafford,  ftom  Limerick,  for  the 
Adoption  of  Remedial  Measures  for  Ireland.— By  Mr. 
Benjamin  Smith,  ftrom  the  Directors  of  the  Stirling 
Sahool  of  Arts,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Scientific  So- 
iBilL 
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receivers  in  Chancery  suits.  It  would  Le 
most  desirable  if  such  an  object  could  be 
attained,  fiut  it  unfortunately  could  not 
by  any  legislation  of  that  House.  Neither 
could  fresh  and  clear  titles  to  estates  be 
made  under  the  operation  of  the  Bill,  as 
stated  by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Napier).  As  to  the  increase  in  the  num- 
bers of  the  landed  proprietors  of  Ireland — 
if  it  meant  that  the  present  number,  who 
were  estimated  at  8,000,  might  be  safely 
increased,  he  fully  agreed  with  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend.  But  he  wished  to 
guard  against  establishing  in  Ireland  a 
peasant  proprietary.  There  was  another 
error  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  fallen  into  when  he  confounded 
the  positions  in  which  a  judgment  creditor 
and  a  mortgagee  stood  relatively  to  an 
estate.  The  judgment  creditor,  far  from 
having  any  advantage  over,  or  being  even 
eoual  with,  the  mortgagee,  stood  in  a  very 
different  and  inferior  position.  But  the 
Bill  professed  to  give,  by  an  ex  post  facto 
operation,  a  power  to  mortgagees  and 
judgment  creditors  which  they  never  before 
possessed,  and  to  give  tenants  for  life  a 
power  to  dispose  of  the  fee  and  inheritance 
in  satisfaction  of  debts  and  encumbrances. 
He  would  support  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
but  he  objected  to  its  machinery.  He  ob- 
jected to  the  power  of  private  sale  being 
given  to  the  tenant  for  life,  even  although 
he  might  sell  for  a  sufficient  sum;  and  he 
recommended  that  portion  of  the  Bill  to  be 
amended,  in  order  to  prevent  fraudulent 
and  collusive  sales.  The  hon.  and  leaiiicd 
Gentleman  had,  indeed,  said  that  he  could 
not  imagine  a  case  in  which  the  tenant  for 
life  would  sell  a  property  collusivcly;  but 
there  were  several  instances  of  such  things 
being  done,  even  despite  the  difficulties 
which  now  surrounded  a  sale.  An  Eng- 
lish conveyancer  had  gone  over  and  settled 
in  Dublin,  where  he  soon  obtained  an  ex- 
tensive practice.  He  sold  a  property  sup- 
pressing totally  a  marriage  settlement, 
which  was  even  registered;  and  it  was  only 
at  the  last  moment  that  the  fraud  was  dis- 
covered. The  facts  were  brought  under 
the  notice  of  Lord  Chancellor  Sugden,  who 
referred  them  for  consideration  to  the 
benchers  of  the  King's  Inn,  and  the  bar- 
rister was  disbarred.  But  the  granting  of 
a  power  of  disposal  by  private  sale  contem- 
plated a  purchaser  being  discovered  who 
would  not  only  be  satisfied  to  make  the 
purchase  privately,  but  to  pay  into  court 
the  purchase  money,  and  accept  the  condi- 
tions of  sale,  subject,  as  the  property  would 
0 


INCUMBERED  ESTATES  (IRELAND;  BILL 
—ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 

Order  of  the  Day  read  for  resuming  the 
Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Motion,  "  That  it 
be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee,*'  <&;c. 
{Sec  July  4). 

Mr.  SADLIER  denied  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  L.  O'Brien)  was  actuated  by 
party  motives,  or  the  intention  of  socking 
to  gain  time  by  his  Motion,  for  the  exten- 
sion of  the  operation  of  the  Bill  to  England 
and  Scotland.  The  Bill,  in  fact,  contained 
principles  and  details  which  might  be  with 
great  advantage  extended  to  every  part  of 
the  empire;  and  he  objected  to  exclusive 
legislation  for  Ireland  upon  the  law  of  en- 
tail. There  was  not  one  of  those  Gentle- 
men who  dreamed  of  establishing  a  peasant 
proprietary  in  Ireland  to  whom  he  would 
yield  in  sincere  anxiety  to  render  the  sale 
and  transfer  of  land  in  Ireland,  as  facile, 
as  expeditious,  and  as  efficacious  as  possi- 
ble, consistently  with  the  interests  of  the 
empire,  and  consistently  also  with  the  rights 
of  property,  and  the  claims  which  belonged 
to  honest  and  productive  labour.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Napier)  had 
made  statements,  in  supporting  the  Bill, 
which  were,  in  his  opinion,  calculated  to 
mislead  the  House.  He  had  said  that  the 
Bill  would  put  an  end  to  the  system  of 
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be,  to  a  claiDi  bj  any  party  who  had  not 
had  notice  of  the  proceedings,  and  who 
should  have  a  better  claim  to  the  estate, 
Now"»  he  asked,  would  the  h on*  and  learned 
Gentleman  advise  any  man  to  purchase  pro- 
perty in  Ireland  on  such  conditions  ?  And 
it  ebould  bo  observed  that  the  purchaser 
would  remain  in  a  state  of  uncertainty  and 
anxiety  for  five  years,  and  should  a  better 
claim  be  made  out  before  the  expiration  of 
that  period^  he  would  have  no  remedy* 
Sueh  machinery  would  not  do  when  there 
were  in  the  market  annually  for  sale 
4,000,000/.  worth  of  landed  property.  He 
was  at  a  loss  to  know  what  portion  of  the 
Bill  would  enable  them  to  find  purchasers; 
for,  independently  of  the  quantity  of  pro- 
perty which  was  annually  for  sale  under  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  there  were  1,000,000;, 
in  the  market  for  private  sale.  To  find 
purchasers,  enormous  aaerifices  were  con- 
tinually made^  He  knew  of  one  estate  in 
the  county  Clare,  which  had  been  offered  and 
contracted  for  in  1845,  for  52,000/.,  which 
was  sold  last  month  for  30,000/. ;  and  ano- 
ther in  Longford,  for  which  25,000/.  bad 
been  given  in  1845,  which  was  sold  within 
the  last  six  weeks  for  14,500?.  It  was 
right  that  the  House  should  understand 
that  one  particular  effect  of  the  measure 
DOW  proposed  would  he  to  cut  down  the 
Statute  of  Limitations  to  five  years.  He  had 
heard  no  reason  assigned  to  justify  that. 
A  large  portion  of  the  Bill  was  occupied 
with  provisions  for  notices  to  parties  inte- 
rested in  the  corpus  of  the  estate,  and  to 
parties  who  might  be  interested  in  the 
proceeds  of  the  sale;  but  the  machinery 
for  this  purpose  would  be  rendered  most 
inefficient  by  the  provision  which  enacted 
that  these  notices  should  be  given  in  a 
particular  prescribed  form.  The  notices 
were  required  to  be  pubHshed  in  the  news* 
papers  and  in  the  Dublm  G  a  suite,  and 
posted  upon  the  places  of  public  worship  in 
the  district  in  which  the  property  was 
situated — altogether  losing  siglit  of  the 
fact  that  hitherto  in  tho  courts  of  Ireland 
those  judges  who  had  lengthened  and  inti- 
mate experience  of  the  usages  of  law,  as 
respected  the  sale  and  transference  of  pro- 
perty in  Ireland,  had  found  it  absolutely 
necessary,  for  the  purpose  of  checking 
frauds,  to  provide  that  t!ie  service  of  the 
notices  should  be  made  person  ally  on  the 
parties  interested  in  tho  sale;  and  in  eoseB 
where  that  was  impossible,  to  provide  some 
system  substitutive.  But  there  was  a  long 
interval  between  the  personal  service  of 
the  notices  and  tbeix  publication  In  the 


Gazette  and  in  the  journals  ;  and  he  was 
astonished  that  the  hon,  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  not  provided  in  some  way  that 
it  should  be  left  to  the  good  sense,  expe- 
rience, and  discretion  of  the  Judges  in 
Ireland,  or  the  Masters  in  Chancery  to 
direct  what  description  of  notices  the  par* 
tics  interested  in  the  estate,  or  tho  incum- 
brances on  tho  oatate  ahould,  have*  Tho 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  dwelt 
forcibly  on  the  intricate  and  complex  char* 
acter  of  titles  in  Ireland ;  but  this  intri- 
cacy and  complexity  only  led  him  to  feel 
more  particularly  the  necessity  of  exer* 
cising  caution  in  dealing  with  this  matter, 
and  of  providing  proper  safeguards  against 
fraud,  which  ho  feared  this  measure  did 
not  do.  There  was  one  provision  in  this 
Bill  to  which  be  wished  to  call  the  hon, 
and  learned  Gcntleman^B  particular  atten- 
tion. It  was  provided  that  the  original 
searches  should  be  filed  with  the  affidavit* 
Did  the  hon,  and  learned  Gentleman  mean 
to  leave  the  original  searches  for  ever  in 
court?  for,  if  so,  the  practical  effect  would 
he  to  impose  an  enormous  expense  upon 
parties  wishing  to  dispose  of  landed  pro- 
perty, by  compelling  them  to  have  two 
sets  of  original  searches;  because  no  sub- 
sequent dealing  could  take  place — no  man 
could  purchase  the  estate,  or  enter  into  a 
settlement  with  the  proprietor,  or  advance 
money  to  him,  without  having  the  original 
searches  produced  and  handed  over.  He 
(Mr.  Sadlier)  could  understand  tho  policy 
of  filing  as  a  record  a  summary,  or  the 
substantial  result  of  the  negative  searches  ; 
but  the  policy  of  impounding  them  in  court, 
of  placing  them  in  the  court  for  ever,  con- 
sidering that  they  represented  a  sum  of 
about  400?.  or  500^  each — ^the  policy  of 
doing  this  without  any  substantial  benefit 
to  bo  derived  from  it,  he  confessed  he  was 
unable  to  comprehend.  Ho  was  greatly 
disappointed  to  find  that  a  measure  which 
had  been  for  so  many  months  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Government,  and  to 
which  public  interest  had  been  for  a  length 
of  time  directed,  should  not  have  been  of 
a  more  comprehensive  character  than  the 
present.  He  thought  the  Bill  much  better 
as  it  came  from  the  Lords,  than  as  it  had 
since  been  altered.  What  the  Irish  pro- 
prietors wanted  were  practical,  compre- 
hensive, substantial  facihties  for  the  sale 
of  landed  property;  and  these  facilities 
could  only  bo  obtained  by  diminishing  the 
expense  and  curtailing  the  delay  attend- 
ant on  that  process  at  present,  and  in  ad- 
minifiteriDg  the  funds  which  were  the  pro- 
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eeeds  of  tlie  sales.  Now,  if  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  had  no  practical  experience  in 
ihe  sale  of  landed  property  in  Ireland 
imagined  that  the  provisions  of  this  Bill 
at  ioBj  at  present  stood  would  either  di- 
minish the  expense  or  curtail  the  delay, 
tbey  would  find  themselves  grievously  dis- 
ltpp<nnted.  There  had  heen  no  remon- 
strance from  the  Irish  bar  with  reference 
to  the  anticipated  diminution  of  expense 
under  this  Bill,  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  insinuated — no  murmur 
had  come  from  the  attorneys  and  solicitors 
of  Ireland  on  that  head ;  and  he  ventured 
to  predict  that  no  attorney  or  solicitor  in 
that  country  would  object  to  this  Bill  on 
any  personal  ground,  such  as  that  it  was 
calculated  to  curtail  the  emoluments  of  his 
profession.  The  hon.  Gentleman  then 
went  on  to  mention  various  devices  which 
might  be  resorted  to  in  order  to  effect 
fraudulent  and  x^oUusive  sales,  and  among 
others  he  supposed  a  case  in  which  persons 
were  appointed  trustees  under  a  marriage 
settlement  without  their  knowledge.  He 
InefT  it  was  not  the  custom  in  this  coun- 
try to  appoint  persons  trustees  without 
their  knowledge  and  consent ;  but  it  was 
not  at  all  unusual  in  Ireland  to  do  so ;  and 
twenty  years  afterwards  a  boy  might  step 
up  to  a  ffentleman  and  claim  him  as  his 
trustee,  without  the  gentleman  having  ever 
heard  of  it  before,  or  without  any  but  the 
most  casual  acquaintance  with  the  lady 
or  gentleman  who  had  appointed  him. 
Well,  suppose  a  sale  by  a  tenant  for  life 
where  there  was  no  known  trustee,  who 
was  to  raise  the  speculative  question  as  to 
the  right  of  the  unborn  issue  ?  because  the 
issue  might  not  be  born  until  the  sixth 
year  after  the  sale,  when,  according  to 
this  Bill,  it  would  be  one  year  too  late  to 
raise  die  question  of  the  infant's  right. 
There  was  one  power  which  might  be  use- 
fully conferred  on  the  master  with  refer- 
ence to  the  sale  of  estates  under  an  order 
of  court.  By  the  existing  practice,  the 
sale  must  be  advertised;  and  it  frequently 
happened  that  the  persons  who  attended 
had  not  quite  made  up  their  minds  as  to 
what  sums  they  would  offer.  He  thought 
it  would  be  useful  that  the  master  should 
be  allowed  to  receive  from  the  solicitor 
those  private  offers  which  might  have  been 
made  to  him  for  the  purchase  of  the  entire 
property  or  for  portions  of  it.  The  master 
might  then  hear  the  parties  who  were  in- 
terested in  the  property;  and  if  it  should 
appear  right  to  the  master  to  sanction  a 
fiio  by  private  contract,  he  should  have 


power  to  do  so  under  the  authority  of  the 
Court.  He  had  offered  these  observations 
with  a  sincere  desire  to  make  the  Bill  as 
useful  and  as  just  as  possible. 

Sib  J,  GRAHAM:  As  an  English 
Member  I  shall  presume  to  take  for  a  very 
short  time  a  part  in  this  discussion.  I 
must  own  I  have  long  looked  with  greiit 
anxiety — I  may  almost  say  with  despi^ir — 
for  the  introduction  of  a  measure  upon  this 
subject,  which  I  regard  as  of  paramount 
importance  in  the  present  condition  of 
Ireland.  I  do  not  think  this  a  fit  occasion 
to  go  into  all  the  technicalities  and  legal 
niceties  which  are  connected  with  the  sub- 
ject. If  it  were,  I  should  not  presume  to 
address  you,  as  I  am  by  no  means  com- 
petent to  the  task.  But,  at  the  same  time, 
I  think  it  right  to  offer  my  opinion  upon 
the  general  outline  of  this  measure.  I  am 
compelled  to  do  so  by  an  observation  made 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  ad- 
dressed you.  I  understood  him  to  say  that 
he  was  well  content  with  the  measure  as 
it  came  down  from  the  House  of  Lords, 
but  that  he  viewed  it  now  with  less  favour 
smce  it  had  been  altered  by  the  Solicitor 
General.  Now  my  view  of  the  measure  is 
almost  the  converse  of  that  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  As  it  came  down  from  the 
House  of  Lords  I  was  not  well  satisfied 
with  it,  but  as  it  has  been  amended  by  the 
Solicitor  General  I  am  happy  to  say  I  look 
with  some  hope  to  the  practical  working  of 
this  Bill.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  spoken 
rather  disparagingly  of  the  speech  made 
on  a  former  occasion  by  the  ^Solicitor  Ge- 
neral. Upon  that  point  also  I  must  differ 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman.  My  dread  has 
always  been  that  with  respect  to  this  mea- 
sure it  would  be  too  much  left  to  the  pro- 
fessional prejudices  and  legal  scruples  of 
conveyancers,  who  would  consider  it  only 
with  reference  to  the  law  of  real  property, 
and  not  sufficiently  in  regard  to  tne  pecu- 
liar circumstances  existing  in  Ireland.  But 
I  heard  with  the  greatest  pleasure  a  speech 
coming  from  a  Gentleman  bearing  the 
name  which  the  Solicitor  General  bears — 
a  speech  worthy  of  a  lawyer,  but  I  muat 
say,  not  exclusively  of  a  lawyer;  but  a 
speecli,  while  brinfi;ing  to  bear  upon  the 
subject  great  knowledge  of  the  law  of  rea) 
property,  combined  with  that  knowledge 
large  political  views  well  worthy  of  the 
subject  which  we  have  to  handle.  I  am 
not,  as  I  have  intimated  already,  now  pre- 
pared to  go  into  the  whole  question  of  the 
jurisprudence  of  Ireland.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  told  us  of  some  defects  in  the 
02 
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be,  to  a  claim  bj  any  party  who  had  not 
had  notice  of  the  proceedings,  and  who 
should  have  a  better  claim  to  the  estate. 
Now,  he  asked,  would  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  advise  any  man  to  purchase  pro- 
perty in  Ireland  on  such  conditions  ?  And 
it  should  be  observed  that  the  purchaser 
would  remain  in  a  state  of  uncertainty  and 
anxiety  for  ^re  years,  and  should  a  better 
claim  be  made  out  before  the  expiration  of 
that  period,  he  would  have  no  remedy. 
Such  machinery  would  not  do  when  there 
were  in  the  market  annually  for  sale 
4,000,000^.  worth  of  landed  property.  He 
was  at  a  loss  to  know  what  portion  of  the 
Bill  would  enable  them  to  find  purchasers; 
for,  independently  of  the  quantity  of  pro- 
perty which  was  annually  for  sale  under  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  there  were  1,000,000^. 
in  the  market  for  private  sale.  To  find 
purchasers,  enormous  sacrifices  were  con- 
tinually made.  He  knew  of  one  estate  in 
the  county  Clare,  which  had  been  ofi^ered  and 
contracted  for  in  1845,  for  52,000/.,  which 
was  sold  last  month  for  30,000^ ;  and  ano- 
ther in  Longford,  for  which  25,0002.  had 
been  given  in  1845,  which  was  sold  within 
the  last  six  weeks  for  14,500/.  It  was 
right  that  the  House  should  understand 
that  one  particular  effect  of  the  measure 
now  proposed  would  be  to  cut  down  the 
Statute  of  Limitations  to  five  years.  He  had 
heard  no  reason  assigned  to  justify  that. 
A  large  portion  of  the  Bill  was  occupied 
with  provisions  for  notices  to  parties  inte- 
rested in  the  corpus  of  the  estate,  and  to 
parties  who  might  be  interested  in  the 
proceeds  of  the  sale ;  but  the  machinery 
for  this  purpose  would  be  rendered  most 
inefficient  by  the  provision  which  enacted 
that  these  notices  should  be  given  in  a 
particular  prescribed  form.  The  notices 
were  required  to  be  published  in  the  news- 
papers and  in  the  Buhlin  Gazette,  and 
posted  upon  the  places  of  public  worship  in 
the  district  in  which  the  property  was 
situated — altogether  losing  sight  of  the 
fact  that  hitherto  in  the  courts  of  Ireland 
those  judges  who  had  lengthened  and  inti- 
mate experience  of  the  usages  of  law,  as 
respected  the  sale  and  transference  of  pro- 
perty in  Ireland,  had  found  it  absolutely 
necessary,  for  the  purpose  of  checking 
frauds,  to  provide  that  the  service  of  the 
notices  should  be  made  personally  on  the 
parties  interested  in  the  sale;  and  in  cases 
where  that  was  impossible,  to  provide  some 
system  substitutive.  But  there  was  a  long 
interval  between  the  personal  service  of 
the  notices  and  their  publication  in  the 


Gazette  and  in  the  journals ;  and  he  was 
astonished  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  not  provided  in  some  way  that 
it  should  be  left  to  the  good  sense,  expe- 
rience, and  discretion  of  the  Judges  in 
Ireland,  or  the  Masters  in  Chancery  to 
direct  what  description  of  notices  the  par- 
ties interested  in  tne  estate,  or  the  incum- 
brances on  the  estate  should,  have.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  dwelt 
forcibly  on  the  intricate  and  complex  char- 
acter of  titles  in  Ireland ;  but  this  intri- 
cacy and  complexity  only  led  him  to  feel 
more  particularly  the  necessity  of  exer- 
cising caution  in  dealing  with  this  matter, 
and  of  providing  proper  safeguards  against 
fraud,  which  he  feared  this  measure  did 
not  do.  There  was  one  provision  in  this 
Bill  to  which  he  wished  to  call  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  particular  atten- 
tion. It  was  provided  that  the  original 
searches  should  be  filed  with  the  affidavit. 
Did  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  mean 
to  leave  the  original  searches  for  ever  in 
court?  for,  if  so,  the  practical  effect  would 
be  to  impose  an  enormous  expense  upon 
parties  wishing  to  dispose  of  landed  pro- 
perty, by  compelling  them  to  have  two 
sets  of  original  searches;  because  no  sub- 
sequent dealing  could  take  place— no  man 
could  purchase  the  estate,  or  enter  into  a 
settlement  with  the  proprietor,  or  advance 
money  to  him,  without  having  the  original 
searches  produced  and  handed  over.  He 
(Mr.  Sadlier)  could  imderstand  the  policy 
of  filing  as  a  record  a  summary,  or  the 
substantial  result  of  the  negative  searches ; 
but  the  policy  of  impoun<Ung  them  in  coort, 
of  placing  them  in  the  court  for  ever,  con- 
sidering that  thev  represented  a  snm  of 
about  400/.  or  500/.  each — ^the  policy  of 
doing  this  without  any  substantial  benefit 
to  be  derived  from  it,  he  confessed  he  was 
unable  to  comprehend.  He  was  greatly 
disappointed  to  find  that  a  measure  which 
had  been  for  so  many  months  nnder  the 
consideration  of  the  Government,  and  to 
which  pubUc  interest  had  been  for  a  length 
of  time  directed,  should  not  have  been  of 
a  more  comprehensive  character  than  the 
present.  He  thought  the  Bill  much  better 
as  it  came  from  the  Lords,  than  as  it  had 
since  been  altered.  What  the  Irish  pro- 
prietors wanted  were  practical,  compre- 
hensive, substantial  facilities  for  the  sale 
of  landed  property;  and  these  facilitiea 
could  only  be  obtained  by  diminishing  tlie 
expense  and  curtailing  the  delay  attend- 
ant on  that  process  at  present,  and  m  ad-* 
ministering  the  funds  which  were  iba  pro* 
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eeeda  of  tlie  sales.  Now,  if  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  had  no  practical  experience  in 
the  sale  of  landed  property  in  Ireland 
imagined  that  the  provisions  of  this  Bill 
at  mef  at  present  stood  would  either  di- 
miiUBh  the  expense  or  curtail  the  delay, 
tbqr  would  find  themselves  grievously  dis- 
app<nnted.  There  had  heen  no  remon- 
stranee  from  the  Irish  har  with  reference 
to  the  anticipated  diminution  of  expense 
nnder  this  Bill,  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  insinuated — no  murmur 
had  Gome  from  the  attorneys  and  solicitors 
of  Ireland  on  that  head ;  and  he  ventured 
to  predict  that  no  attorney  or  solicitor  in 
that  country  would  object  to  this  Bill  on 
any  personal  ground,  such  as  that  it  was 
ealcDlated  to  curtail  the  emoluments  of  his 
profession.  The  hon.  Gentleman  then 
went  on  to  mention  various  devices  which 
might  he  resorted  to  in  order  to  effect 
finandulent  and  x^ollusive  sales,  and  among 
others  he  supposed  a  case  in  which  persons 
were  appointed  trustees  under  a  marriage 
aettloment  without  their  knowledge.  He 
knew  it  was  not  the  custom  in  this  coun- 
try to  appoint  persons  trustees  without 
their  knowledge  and  consent ;  but  it  was 
not  at  all  unusual  in  Ireland  to  do  so ;  and 
twenty  years  afterwards  a  boy  might  step 
np  to  a  gentleman  and  claim  him  as  his 
trostee,  without  the  gentleman  having  ever 
heard  of  it  before,  or  without  any  but  the 
moat  casual  acquaintance  with  the  lady 
or  gentleman  who  had  appointed  him. 
Well,  suppose  a  sale  by  a  tenant  for  life 
where  th^  was  no  known  trustee,  who 
waa  to  raise  the  speculative  question  as  to 
the  right  of  the  unborn  issue  ?  because  the 
isaue  might  not  be  born  until  the  sixth 
year  after  the  sale,  when,  according  to 
this  Bill,  it  would  be  one  year  too  late  to 
raise  die  question  of  the  infant's  right. 
There  was  one  power  which  might  be  use- 
fully conferred  on  the  master  with  refer- 
ence to  the  sale  of  estates  under  an  order 
of  court.  By  the  existing  practice,  the 
aale  must  be  advertised;  and  it  frequently 
happened  that  the  persons  who  attended 
had  not  quite  made  up  their  minds  as  to 
what  sums  they  would  offer.  He  thought 
it  would  be  useful  that  the  master  should 
he  allowed  to  receive  from  the  solicitor 
those  private  offers  which  might  have  been 
made  to  him  for  the  purchase  of  the  entire 
property  or  for  portions  of  it.  The  master 
might  then  hear  the  parties  who  were  in- 
terested in  the  property;  and  if  it  should 
appear  right  to  the  master  to  sanction  a 
iwue  hy  private  contract,  he  should  have 
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power  to  do  so  under  the  authority  of  the 
Court.  He  had  offered  these  observations 
with  a  sincere  desire  to  make  the  Bill  as 
useful  and  as  just  as  possible. 

Sib  J,  GRAHAM:  As  an  English 
Member  I  shall  presume  to  take  for  a  veiy 
short  time  a  part  in  this  discussion.  I 
must  own  I  have  long  looked  with  great 
anxiety — I  may  almost  say  with  despair — 
for  the  introduction  of  a  measure  upon  this 
subject,  which  I  regard  as  of  paramount 
importance  in  the  present  condition  of 
Ireland.  I  do  not  think  this  a  fit  occasion 
to  go  into  all  the  technicalities  and  legal 
niceties  which  are  connected  with  the  sub- 
ject. If  it  were,  I  should  not  presume  to 
address  you,  as  I  am  by  no  means  com- 
petent to  the  task.  But,  at  the  same  time, 
I  think  it  right  to  offer  my  opinion  upon 
the  general  outline  of  this  measure.  I  am 
compelled  to  do  so  by  an  observation  made 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  ad- 
dressed you.  I  understood  him  to  say  that 
he  was  well  content  with  the  measure  as 
it  came  down  from  the  House  of  Lords, 
but  that  he  viewed  it  now  with  less  favour 
since  it  had  been  altered  by  the  Solicitor 
General.  Now  my  view  of  the  measure  is 
almost  the  converse  of  that  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  As  it  come  down  from  the 
House  of  Lords  I  was  not  well  satisfied 
with  it,  but  as  it  has  been  amended  by  the 
Solicitor  General  I  am  happy  to  say  I  look 
with  some  hope  to  the  practical  working  of 
this  Bill.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  spoken 
rather  disparagingly  of  the  speech  made 
on  a  former  occasion  by  the  »Solicitor  Ge- 
neral. Upon  that  point  also  I  must  differ 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman.  My  dread  has 
always  been  that  with  respect  to  this  mea- 
sure it  would  be  too  much  left  to  the  pro- 
fessional prejudices  and  legal  scruples  of 
conveyancers,  who  would  consider  it  only 
with  reference  to  the  law  of  real  property, 
and  not  sufficiently  in  regard  to  the  pecu- 
liar circumstances  existing  in  Ireland.  But 
I  heard  with  the  greatest  pleasure  a  speech 
coming  from  a  Gentleman  bearing  the 
name  which  the  Solicitor  General  bears — 
a  speech  worthy  of  a  lawyer,  but  I  must 
say,  not  exclusively  of  a  lawyer;  but  a 
speech,  while  bringing  to  bear  upon  the 
subject  great  knowledge  of  the  law  of  real 
property,  combined  with  that  knowledge 
large  political  views  well  worthy  of  the 
subject  which  we  have  to  handle.  I  am 
not,  as  I  have  intimated  already,  now  pre- 
pared to  go  into  the  whole  question  of  the 
jurisprudence  of  Ireland.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  told  us  of  some  defects  in  the 
02 
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law  of  that  country  with  regard  to  mar- 
riage settlements,  and  has  said  that  per- 
sons might  he  made  trustees  of  marriage 
settlements  vrithout  knowing  it.  Now,  I 
live  upon  the  Scottish  horder,  and  upon 
that  horder  it  is  possihle  for  a  man  to  he 
married  without  knowing  it.  So  that  in 
Scotland  the  law  of  marriage  goes  far  he- 
yond  anything  regarding  marriages  or 
marriage  settlements  in  the  sister  country. 
But  this  is  not  the  occasion  for  us  to  go 
into  the  defects  of  the  law  or  the  adminis- 
tration of  Justice  in  the  masters*  office  in 
Ireland.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
in  some  of  the  points  on  which  he  has 
touched;  hut  the  ohjections  are  too  nu- 
merous and  important  to  allow  of  this  as 
heing  the  proper  period  for  entering  into 
them.  The  law  of  dehtor  and  creditor, 
and  the  defects  in  marriage  settlements,  in 
the  registration  of  hirths,  marriages,  and 
wills,  and  in  the  administration  of  justice 
in  the  masters'  office,  have  all  heen  ad- 
verted to.  These  are  all  matters  of  great 
importance,  hut  they  do  not  appear  to  me 
to  he  immediately  connected  with  the  suh- 
ject  we  have  to  deal  with.  On  the  con- 
trary, the  view  I  took  of  the  Bill,  as  it 
came  down  from  the  House  of  Lords,  was 
in  its  immediate  connexion  with  the  delay 
and  expense  of  proceedings  in  the  Court 
of  Chancery.  As  the  Bill  came  down  from 
the  Lords,  there  were  only  three  modes  for 
effecting  sales  with  respect  to  incumbered 
estates.  But  here,  let  me  observe,  in 
passing,  that  as  I  understand  the  present 
framing  of  the  Bill,  everything  that  was 
good  in  the  Lords'  Bill,  remains,  and  the 
Bill  has  been  most  materially  improved  by 
what  has  been  withdrawn,  and  what  has 
been  added.  The  Bill  on  coming  from  the 
Lords  offered  three  modes  of  effecting  a 
sale.  The  first  was,  that  the  tenant  for 
life  might  make  an  arrangement  for  sale 
with  the  incumbrancer,  and  having  effected 
his  bargain  he  might  apply  to  the  Court  of 
Chancery  to  confirm  it;  the  second  mode 
was,  that  the  tenant  for  life,  not  making  a 
bargain  with  the  incumbrancer,  might  ap- 
ply to  the  court  for  an  order  to  sell;  and 
the  third  mode  was,  that  the  first  incum- 
brancer might  make  an  application  for  an 
order  to  sell.  Now,  my  first  observation 
is,  that  with  regard  to  all  three  of  the 
modes  the  very  objection  as  to  delay* ^and 
expense  applies,  by  making  the  Court  of 
Chancery  the  sole  machinery  by  which 
these  sales  can  be  effected.  I  speak  of  the 
Bill  as  it  came  down  from  the  House  of 
Lords.     Then,  looking  at  each  mode  sepa- 


rately. With  regard  to  the  first  mode,  I 
am  not  sure  that  it  will  prevent  fraudulent 
sales  by  arrangements  between  the  tenant 
for  life  and  the  first  incumbrancer,  unless 
where  minors  and  tenants  in  tail  are  re- 
presented by  solicitors  or  counsel  to  take 
the  necessary  precautions  against  fraudu- 
lent arrangements  prior  to  the  application 
to  the  court.  With  regard  to  the  two  last 
modes,  they  are  not  open  to  the  same  ob- 
jection, though  as  far  as  regards  delay  and 
expense  the  objection  applies  with  equal 
force.  If,  therefore,  the  Bill  had  stood  as 
it  originally  came  from  the  House  of  Lords, 
I  should  have  entertained  very  strong  ob- 
jections to  it.  But  I  now  come  with  satis- 
faction to  that  portion  of  the  Bill  which  has 
been  grafted  on  the  original  stock,  as  it 
came  down  from  the  Lords,  by  the  Soli- 
citor General.  And  I  must  say  that  that 
portion  of  the  Bill  does  appear  to  me — 
subject  to  such  improvements  as  may  be 
deemed  necessary  to  be  made  in  Committee 
for  its  effective  practical  working — to  be 
an  immense  improvement  on  the  original 
draught  of  the  measure.  It  avoids  alto- 
gether the  expense  and  delay  of  an  appli- 
cation to  the  Court  of  Chancery.  I  heard 
with  sincere  satisfaction  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Monsell) 
on  this  subject  on  a  former  occasion.  It 
appeared  to  me  to  be  a  sound  and  intelligent 
view  of  the  subject.  I  am  quite  satisfied 
if  this  question,  in  the  present  position  of 
property  in  Ireland,  be  left  to  the  Court  of 
Chancery  and  to  the  lawyers,  that  with 
respect  to  the  rights  both  of  encum- 
brancers and  heirs,  no  practical  remedy 
will  be  afforded.  I  am  satisfied  that  every 
facility  ought  and  must  be  given  for  the 
conversion  of  land  at  its  full  value  into 
money.  Every  security  must  be  taken  to 
see  that  all  the  creditors  are  paid,  and 
that  the  residue  of  the  purchase-money  is 
properly  applied  to  those  who  are  entitled 
to  the  inheritance  according  to  the  terms 
of  the  first  settlement.  At  all  events, 
every  possible  facility  must  be  given  for 
the  conversion  of  the  estate  into  money. 
If  that  view  of  the  subject  be  sound,  then 
I  think  that  the  amendments  introduced 
by  the  Solicitor  General  will  fully  effect 
that  object.  I  should  be  most  happy  to 
go  through  this  measure  in  detail,  if  this 
were  the  proper  time  for  doing  so;  I  should 
not,  however,  have  done  justice  to  my  feel- 
ings if  I  had  not  stated  thus  shordy  the 
view  I  entertain  upon  this  subject.  I 
think  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  every 
encouragement  and  facility  should  be  given 
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to  Uie  snbdivision  of  land  in  Ireland;  and 
ihftt  the  opportunity  most  favourable  for 
effectmg  this  is  when  land  is  brought  to 
sale.  I  am  most  anxious  to  reunite  to  the 
soil  of  Ireland  the  Roman  Catholic  popu 
lation  of  that  country.  That  I  believe  to 
be  one  of  the  most  efficacious  means  of 
JnsuriDg  the  safety  of  Ireland,  and  of  form- 
ing and  strengthening  the  bond  of  union 
between  the  two  countries.  The  Roman 
Catholics  of  Ireland  have  by  industry  dur- 
ing a  long  series  of  years  of  exclusion  and 
inequality  of  rights,  accumulated  capital, 
which  I  believe  they  are  not  unwilling  to 
invest  in  the  purchase  of  the  land  of  Ire- 
land. Unfortunately,  the  large  estates 
held  by  right  of  confiscation,  in  the  hands 
of  Protestants,  have  become  deeply  encum- 
bered. By  reason  of  these  encumbrances 
the  nominal  owners  of  these  estates  cannot 
in  all  instances  do  that  which  it  is  their 
wish  and  their  duty  to  do.  I  would  relieve 
them  from  the  painful  position  in  which 
they  stand,  and  would  give  them  every  fa- 
cility to  release  themselves  from  their 
debts.  Their  creditors  should  in  the  first 
place  be  secured,  and  then  their  families 
prorided  for  out  of  the  balance  of  the  sale 
of  the  estates;  for  unquestionably  their 
estates  ought  at  once  to  be  brought  to  mar- 
ket. I  am  anxious  to  see  a  subdivision  of 
the  land  into  such  portions  as  would  admit 
of  persons  of  small  capital  to  become  pur- 
chasers. Upon  the  whole,  therefore,  it  is 
with  great  satisfaction  that  I  view  this 
measure.  I  believe  it  is  sound  in  prin- 
ciple, and  that  none  of  its  provisions  are 
calcnlated  to  work  any  violation  of  right. 
In  the  first  place  the  rights  of  the  heirs 
are  secured  by  the  provisions  with  refer- 
ence to  the  settlement  of  the  balance  de- 
rived from  the  sale  of  the  estate;  and  then 
the  sale  itself  will  amply  secure  the  cre- 
ditor. Now,  if  these  two  objects  be  ef- 
fected, there  can  be  no  question  whatever 
that  with  respect  to  political  objects  the 
measure  will  be  one  of  immense  impor- 
tance. I  consider  the  Bill  as  amended  by 
the  Solicitor  General  calculated  to  secure 
the  interests  of  the  owner  in  possession, 
the  heirs,  the  remainder-men,  and  the  cre- 
ditors. If  there  should  be  any  imperfec- 
tion in  the  measure,  especially  as  to  se- 
curing the  sale  of  the  property  at  its  full 
yalue,  I  shall  be  ready  to  remove  that  im- 
perfection. I  am  most  anxious  that  the 
full  value  of  the  property  should  be  se- 
cured; that  no  sudden  or  precipitate  sale 
should  be  forced  on  so  that  the  value  of 
the  land  should  be  depreciated  by  a  larger 


quantity  being  brought  simultaneously  into 
the  market  than  the  demand  requires.  I 
am,  also,  for  the  sake  of  the  tenants  in 
possession,  desirous  that  care  be  taken 
that  there  shall  not  be  a  ''mortgage  panic," 
which  would  be  fatal  to  the  measure.  But 
under  the  present  circumstances  of  Ire- 
land, you  must  not  be  guided  by  caution 
only;  you  must  not  take  your  steps  timidly, 
but  boldly,  at  the  same  time  prudently,  for 
the  period  has  arrived  when  with  respect 
to  the  land  of  Ireland  something  decisive 
must  be  done.  Upon  the  whole,  I  con- 
sider this  Bill  to  be  highly  creditable  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  I  cordially 
support  it.  In  Committee  I  shall  give  my 
humble  assistance  to  make  it  perfect. 

Mr.  DILLON  BROWNE  heartily  con- 
curred  in  the  sentiments  expressed  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  towards  this  measure, 
which,  he  believed,  would  be  found  accep- 
table to  a  great  majority  of  the  most  intel- 
ligent people  of  Ireland.  Many  of  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Carlow  (Mr.  Sadlier)  were  not,  in 
his  opinion,  applicable  to  the  Bill;  but  if 
they  were,  they  could  be  better  considered 
in  Committee,  when  the  clauses  were  un- 
der discussion.  The  Bill  was  absolutely 
necessary  in  justice  to  Irish  landlords,  the 
owners  of  encumbered  property.  Of  course 
it  was  natural  they  should  be  desirous  of 
maintaining  the  dignity  of  their  position 
as  landlords;  but  after  maintaining  that 
position,  in  too  many  cases  there  was  no- 
thing left  to  be  spent  upon  the  improve- 
ment of  the  estate.  The  want  of  means 
for  improvement  affected  injuriously,  not 
only  the  property  but  the  estate.  Exorbi- 
tant rents  were  occasioned;  agrarian  crime 
followed,  and  a  system  of  farming  was  in- 
troduced not  more  fatal  to  the  tenant  than 
the  landlord.  For  these  reasons,  he  con- 
ceived that  proprietors  of  encumbered  es- 
tates ought  to  be  the  persons  most  desirous 
of  the  passing  of  this  Bill.  The  newspapers 
had  represented  the  Irish  landlords  as  a 
sort  of  monster  bipeds — ^beings  who  had 
no  rational  notions  of  the  rights  or  duties 
of  property.  Was  it  not  right  to  get  rid 
of  that  contumelious  and  undeserved  re- 
proach ?  In  his  opinion,  no  measure 
was  better  calculated  than  this  to  promote 
that  end,  and  he  should  give  it  his  earnest 
support. 

Sir  J.  B.  WALSH  thought  that  a  Com- 
mittee of  that  House  was  not  the  best 
means  for  arriving  at  a  satisfactory  conclu- 
sion upon  the  measure.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Ripon  obsenredf 
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he  should  carefully  Avoid  entering  into  the 
technicalities  embodied  in  the  Bill,  alleging 
that  he  was  incompetent  to  deal  with  them. 
If  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  who  possessed 
great  knowledge,  and  was  endowed  with 
great  practical  administrative  talents,  felt 
that  this  was  a  field  into  which  he  could 
not  enter,  every  other  Member,  he  thought, 
must  arrive  at  a  similar  conclusion.  But 
was  this  a  question,  affecting,  as  it  did,  the 
law  of  succession,  on  which  they  should  be 
contented  with  divesting  themselves  of  all 
responsibility,  and  place  the  decision  Yir- 
tually  in  the  hands  of  the  legal  Gentlemen 
of  that  House  ?  This  was  the  natural  re- 
sult of  the  course  the  Government  seemed 
desirous  of  pursuing  in  carrying  the  mea- 
sure through  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  without  first  referring  it  to  a  more 
close  and  searching  investigation.  The 
measure  consisted  of  two  parts,  wholly 
distinct  from  each  other.  One  part  had 
come  down  from  the  other  House,  where 
it  was  introduced  as  a  Government  mea- 
sure, and  where  it  underwent  most  careful 
examination  by  the  highest  legal  authority. 
But  the  remaining  and  the  most  important 
part  had  since  been  added,  and  it  appeared 
to  be  introduced  without  any  previous  exa- 
mination. It  appeared  to  him,  therefore, 
that  they  ought  to  be  most  careful  in  exa- 
mining it,  agreed  as  they  were  that  some 
measure  was  desirable  in  the  present  state 
of  the  encumbered  propertieii  of  Ireland 
to  afford  facilities  for  selling  them.  Two 
great  principles  should  be  careftiUy  observ- 
ed :  first,  that  they  did  not  attempt  to  cut 
the  Gordian  knot  by  sweeping  away  the 
existing  rights  of  private  proverty;  and, 
second,  to  do  nothing  by  a  side  wind  to 
alter  the  law  of  succession  to  landed  pro- 
perty. They  must  be  cautious,  in  apply- 
ing a  particular  remedy-  to  a  particular 
evil,  how  they  suffered  any  infraction  of 
that  great  principle  to  creep  in  without  the 
deliberate  consent  of  the  House.  As  the 
Bill  came  down  from  the  House  of  Lords,  it 
appeared  to  be  founded  upon  the  principles 
that  were  observed  in  cases  where  property 
was  dealt  with  by  private  Bills.  In  those 
Bills  ther#was  no  implied  consent.  No 
rights  could  be  destroyed  without  the  per- 
sons in  whom  they  were  vested  being  aware 
of  it.  Everything  proceeded  upon  most 
deliberate  examination,  the  great  principle 
being,  that  whilst  relief  was  afforded  to  the 
parties,  all  other  individuals  should  be  pro- 
tected. But  the  principle  of  the  present 
measure  was  to  substitute  for  this  the  ex- 
pensive tribunal  of  the  Court  of  Chancery; 


and  it  appeared  to  him  that  in  its  second 
part  it  deprived  other  individualB  than 
the  parties  of  all  protection.  In  fact,  it 
constituted  a  very  serious  invasion  upon 
the  rights  of  individuals;  at  least,  if  it 
were  not  an  absolute  attack  upon  private 
property,  it  would  afford  facilities  for 
fraud,  by  which  the  rights  of  private  indi- 
viduals might  be  compromised.  The  pre- 
sent, too,  was  a  time  when  it  would  be  felt 
a  great  hardship  to  force  sales  of  lands. 
A  poor-law  had  been  passed  for  Ireland  in 
opposition  to  the  opinion  of  all  the  Com- 
missioners and  Committees  who  had  in- 
quired into  Irish  affairs,  which  it  was  well 
known  had,  in  many  cases,  acted  almost 
as  a  confiscation  of  property.  Would  it 
not  then  be  a  great  faardsnip  and  an  intole^ 
rable  injustice  to  follow  up  that  measure, 
by  which  charges  had  been  created  which 
actually  weighed  down  and  destroyed  the 
proprietors,  by  another  for  practically  oust- 
ing them  of  their  estates  ?  He  believed 
that  if  the  rights  of  individuals  were  thus 
sacrificed  by  legislative  means,  instead  of 
a  foundation  being  laid  for  the  security  of 
property,  they  would  extend  still  more 
widely  the  feeling  of  insecurity;  capitalists 
would  refrain  fh)m  investing,  aiid  the 
springs  of  industry,  which  tJiey  were 
seeking  to  restore,  would  be  destroyed. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  said,  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Radnorshire, 
if  made  on  the  side  of  the  landed  interest 
of  Ireland,  was  an  able  speech;  but  if  it 
were  taken  as  made  with  relation  to  a 
gt^at  public  good,  it  was  nothing  but  a 
one-sided  argumentum  ad  miserio&rdUam 
for  the  Irish  landed  proprietors.  The  hofi. 
^aronet  had  east  rather  an  unfair  slur 
upon  the  motives  in  which  this  measiire 
originated.  He  did  not  himscdf  usually 
give  much  credit  to  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters; but  on  this  subject  he  must  say  he 
believed  them  to  be  influenced  bt  the  best 
and  the  purest  motives,  because  if  there 
was  one  measure  more  likely  than  another 
to  turn  the  landed  proprietors  affainst 
them,  it  was  this.  The  hon.  Gentfeman 
the  Member  for  Carlow  (Mr.  SadUer)  had 
shown  that  the  law  was  so  bad  that  it 
ought  not  to  be  suffered  to  remain  in  force 
one  hour.  The  compiiunt,  however,  mhkkt 
he  had  to  make  against  tbe  present  mtrn^ 
sure  was,  that  very  little  acooant  seemed 
to  be  made  of  time.  Why,  the  House 
would  scarcely  believe  that  Uiis  tery  BiU, 
which  had  been  declared  to  be  a  paiMoMt 
for  the  evils  of  Ireland,  had  been  mentielih 
in  three  Queen's  Speedies.    In  1847»  iknb 


397 


Adjourned 


{July  11} 


DehaU. 


898 


Lord  Chineellor  brought  such  a  Bill  into 
ibd  odier  House,  which  was  not  passed, 
though  discussed  at  groat  length,  and  de- 
clared by  all  the  press,  and  nearly  all  the 
Irish  Hembers,  to  be  a  very  useful  measure. 
It  eame  down  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
bat  in  the  month  of  July  it  was  withdrawn; 
and  what  were  the  reasons  why  it  was 
withdrawn?  On  the  5th  of  July,  1847, 
Lord  John  Russell  said — 

"The  flnt  Bill  to  which  I  shall  direct  tho 
attention  of  the  House  is  the  Encumbered  Es- 
tates (LreUnd)  Bill,  the  Committee  on  which 
■Uiidfl  for  this  ereninff.  The  object  and  inten- 
tion of  that  Bill  would  be  found,  I  am  convinced, 
Tei7  beneficial  to  the  country:  but,  from  late  in- 
quiries that  haye  been  made  upon  the  subject,  it 
appears  that  rery  great  alarm  has  been  excited  by 
A  Not  an  alarm  occasioned  by  the  special  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  itself,  but  by  the  contemplation 
of  new  powers  being  given  by  an  extensive  mea- 
sore  of  this  kind.  It  is  said,  by  persons  well 
qualified  to  speak  upon  the  subject,  and  well  qua- 
ufled,  also,  to  be  entitled  to  attention,  that  several 
iDJilions  steiiing,  which  have  been  advanced  upon 
mortgages  of  estates  in  Ireland,  would  be  caUed 
in  if  this  Bill  were  passed." 

So  that,  beeause  certain  parties  were  di- 
reetly  interested  in  hindering  the  passing 
of  a  useful  measure,  the  public  interests 
of  Ireland  were  to  be  sacrificed  !  And 
what  was  the  Bill  of  1848?  As  sent  in 
from  the  Lords,  he  must  take  leave  to  say 
it  was  a  nullity.  It  professed  to  give  fa- 
dUties  for  the  sale  of  encumbered  estates 
by  filing  a  petition  instead  of  a  Bill.  But 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  said  it  was  much 
more  ezpensiye  to  proceed  by  petition  than 
by  Bill.  Every  Gentleman  conversant  with 
Iwded  property  must  know  that  tho  last 
person  interested  in  the  sale  of  an  estate 
WM  the  first  encumbrancer;  he  was,  there- 
fore, justified  in  saying  the  Bill,  as  it  came 
from  the  other  House,  was  a  nullity.  But 
it  WIS  a  different  Bill  altogether  as  amend- 
ed by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (the 
Solicitor  (General);  and  the  only  fault  he 
found  with  it  was,  that  it  was  a  separate 
aseaaiire  tacked  to  the  old  measure  brought 
in  on  the  10th  of  June.  He  regretted 
also  to  say  that  in  its  details  the  Bill  was 
BOt  BO  clear  as  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  A  good  deal  too 
asQch  reference  was  made  in  it  to  the  mas- 
ter's office,  and  to  the  Chi^ncery  courts. 
Any  Gentleman  acquainted  with  the  chica- 
Heiy  and  delay  of  the  master's  office  in 
Ixeland  would  say  there  was  no  great  im- 
provement made  if  it  was  intended  to  refer 
all  eabjeets  to  the  master's  office.  In 
Us  ophuon   there  was    but    one    sound 


way  of  proceeding,  and  that  was,  however 
it  might  be  disliked,  by  the  appoint- 
ment of  Commissioners  to  carry  the  Bill 
into  effect.  The  object  of  this  Bill  was 
the  sale  of  estates  in  small  portions,  and 
for  this  purpose  two  things  must  be  done. 
Titles  must  be  simplified,  and  the  transfer 
of  land  made  less  expensive.  He  had  lately 
had  two  solicitors  employed,  and  was  sorry 
to  say  that  those  solicitors  did  not  hold 
out  any  hopes  to  him — and  one  was  a  first- 
rate  conveyancer — that  the  transfer  of  land 
would  be  made  cheaper  by  this  Bill.  He 
was  not  going  to  enter  into  its  clauses; 
but  he  must  say,  that  if  you  allowed  law- 
yers, and  those  interested  in  the  law,  to 
eat  up  an  estate,  you  committed  some  in- 
justice in  order  to  do  a  great  public  good. 
The  safety  of  Ireland  was  at  stake,  and 
unless  the  law  were  altered  in  a  summary 
way,  there  would  be  no  property  left.  To 
making  the  transfer  of  land  cheap,  tho 
stamp  duties  must  be  altered.  This  was 
distinctly  recommended  in  the  report  of 
the  Land  Commissioners.  English  Mem- 
bers might  be  alarmed  by  this  Bill;  and  if 
Ireland  was  in  the  same  state  as  England, 
no  man  would  recommend  such  a  Bill  as 
this;  but  the  laws  relating  to  land  were  at 
the  root  of  all  the  evils  affecting  Ireland. 
In  Ireland  you  had  aristocratic  institutions 
without  an  aristocracy.  You  had  all  the 
great  proprietors  not  encumbered  living  in 
this  country,  and  the  few  resident  pro- 
prietors were  embarrassed  men,  who  tend- 
ed to  bring  the  aristocracy  into  disrepute, 
because  they  were  obliged,  from  the  nature 
of  their  position,  to  do  harsh  and  selfish 
acts.  Irish  gentlemen  were  not  worse 
than  other  men,  but  they  were  embar- 
rassed; and  one  of  the  greatest  boons  that 
could  bo  conferred  on  these  gentlemen 
was  a  Bill  having  for  its  object  to  allow 
them  to  dispose  of  the  whole  of  the  interest 
of  their  estates.  They  were  in  that  situa- 
tion tliat  they  could  not  discharge  tho 
duties  of  their  station.  The  Solicitor 
General  had  stated  that  there  were  8,000 
proprietors  in  fee  in  Ireland;  but  he  main- 
tained that  it  was  impossible  to  find  a  spot 
of  ground  to  build  on  for  which  you  did 
not  pay  rent  in  some  shape  or  other.  He 
had  seen  calculations  to  prove  that  there 
was  hardly  one  man  in  100,000  who  lived 
in  his  own  house.  lie  paid  rent  for  it  in 
some  shape  or  other.  There  were  so  many 
people  interested,  that  you  could  get  no 
improvements.  The  House  had  heard 
something  of  the  Irish  Chancery;  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Carlow  had  given  a  little 
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picture  of  the  Irish  Chancery,  and  alluded 
to  returns  which  he  (Mr.  Oshome)  had 
moved  for.  Ue  did  not  move  for  the  whole 
of  those  returns,  because  he  was  told  they 
would  cost  30,000^.;  but  if  any  Gentle- 
man  would  go  upstairs  and  see  the  size 
of  those  returns,  he  would  say  that  the 
country  which  could  make  such  a  return 
could  not  be  in  a  sound  or  healthy  condi- 
tion. The  Right  Hon.  Anthony  Blake,  the 
Chief  Remembrancer,  was  lately  reported 
to  have  said,  at  a  meeting  for  improving 
the  law,  that  a  Bill  for  clearing  out  the 
Irish  Court  of  Chancery  was  more  wanted 
than  a  Bill  for  improving  the  public  health 
either  in  England  or  Ireland.  Unless  they 
did  that,  Ireland  would  always  remain  in 
the  same  state  in  which  she  now  was. 
Taking  the  Exchequer  returns,  and  the 
Chancery  return,  there  was  one  million  re- 
ceived in  the  courts,  and  only  5$,  4:d.  per 
cent  per  annum  spent  in  the  improvement 
of  estates  in  Chancery.  What  was  the 
opinion  of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  in  Rey- 
nolds t?.  Reynolds  ?     He  said — 

**  The  gross  mismanagement  of  estates  in  Ire- 
land under  receivers  by  Chancery  is  a  matter  of 
public  notoriety,  and  there  are  few  exceptions  to 
the  general  rules  of  mismanagement." 

It  seemed  that  the  only  qualification  for  a 
receiver  was  to  drain  the  pockets  of  the 
tenants,  and  not  to  care  a  straw  how  the 
estate  was  going  on,  so  long  as  the  rents 
were  paid.  In  fact,  the  mismanagement 
involved  the  destruction  of  hundreds  of 
human  beings.  Here  was  the  case  of  a 
receiver  in  Chancery  no  later  than  Decem- 
ber, 1847.  He  came  up  before  Master 
Murphy  to  ask  for  money,  that  the  ten- 
ants might  improve  their  houses.  The 
master  said  he  was  unable  to  give  the 
money.     Mr.  Bury  said — 

"  That  not  only  had  the  unfortunate  people 
died  of  famine,  but  360  of  their  bodies  had  been 
thrown  coffinless  into  a  hole." 

The  receiver  said — 

*'  This  is  true  ;  no  less  than  600  bodies  of  ten- 
ants have  been  thrown  into  holes  or  ditches." 

This  was  on  the  case  of  O'SuUivan  t?. 
0 'Sullivan,  in  the  master's  office,  on  the 
1st  December  last.  If  such  a  state  of 
things  were  allowed  to  continue,  what 
could  they  expect  but  anarchy  in  that 
country,  resulting  in  wide-spread  ruin  and 
desolation  ?  In  the  case  of  the  murdered 
Major  Mahon,  his  estate  had  been  in  the 
hands  of  the  Court  of  Chancery  before  he 
came  to  it;  and  it  was  debated  among  the 
tenants  in  the  townland  in  which  Mr. 
Roe's    property  was   situate,   whether  it 


would  not  be  better  to  shoot  Mr.  Roe,  be- 
cause then  the  estate  would  bo  put  into 
Chancery,  and  they  would  pay  no  rents. 
They  had  been  told  that  there  was  already 
land  in  the  Irish  market  of  the  value  of 
4,000,000^.  And  why  was  that  ?  Be- 
cause the  state  of  the  law  was  so  bad,  the 
titles  to  land  were  so  intricate,  and  trans- 
fer was  so  expensive.  He  would  give  a 
direct  Parliamentary  title,  and  he  agreed 
that  they  must  have  a  new  registry  of 
landed  estates,  as  in  Belgium.  Wherever 
they  saw  a  stringent  law  of  entail,  they 
saw  the  ill  effects  resulting  from  it.  There 
yras  such  a  law  in  Spain — he  believed  the 
whole  province  of  Andalusia  was  held  by 
three  proprietors  ;  and  the  state  of  Spain 
was  as  bad  as  that  of  Ireland.  But  in 
Norway,  where  the  population  in  1819  was 
910,000,  there  were  41,600  estates.  In 
Switzerland  there  were  small  properties; 
and  in  the  canton  of  Zurich  the  poor-rate 
was  not  more  than  2^d,  per  head  per  an- 
num. Belgium  was  a  country  of  small 
proprietors.  He  might  perhaps  be  told, 
*'  Look  at  France !  *'  But  he  main- 
tained that  in  France  there  was  a  most 
stringent  law  of  entail,  because  every 
proprietor  was  in  fact  compelled  to  di- 
vide his  land  ;  and  what  was  that  but 
a  most  stringent  law  of  entail  ?  He 
observed  that  an  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
was  celebrated  as  a  non-intervention  bar- 
rister, seemed  to  deny  this;  but  he  said 
that  any  law  which  compelled  a  man  to 
subdivide  his  property  was  in  fact  a  law  of 
entail.  Mr.  Pym,  in  his  work  on  Ire- 
land, took  precisely  the  same  view,  and 
proved  that  the  effect  of  subdivision  was 
nothing  more  than  the  most  mischievous 
law  of  entail.  He  wanted  to  know  what 
hon.  Gentlemen  meant  to  do  when  they 
talked  about  the  danger  of  this  Bill  ?  Would 
any  one  say  that  it  was  possible  for  Ireland 
to  remain  in  the  state  in  which  she  was  at 
this  moment?  No  grants  of  landed  pro- 
prietors, no  loan  of  money,  no  artificial 
stimulants  to  create  labour  for  Ireland, 
would  be  of  any  use  whilst  you  had  the  law 
of  real  property  in  the  state  in  which  it 
was.  If  you  meant  sincerely  to  eradicate 
crime,  you  must  go  a  long  way  in  destroy- 
ing the  law  of  property  in  Ireland;  and  it 
was  the  bounden  duty  of  the  House  to 
adopt  such  measures  as  would  create  a 
race  of  small  proprietors  in  Ireland.  He 
did  not  care  a  farthing  whether  they  were 
Roman  Catholic  or  Protestant  proprietors, 
and  the  people  of  Ireland  cared  yerj  little 
what  they  were.     He  never  found  any.  dis- 
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like  on  aoeount  of  rcligioD,  and  he  believed 
that  there  was  a  great  deal  more  bigotry 
amongst  the  people  in  England  than  in 
Ireland.  There  was  a  Oommissioa  in  1841 
— nothing  oyer  came  of  these  Commissions 
— and  what  was  the  recommendation  of 
the  Landed  Commission  as  to  the  sale  of 
estates  ?  It  said— 

"  It  rarely  happens  that  land  is  brought  into 
the  market  in  lots  of  small  amount.  Estates  are 
80  enoumhered,  that  tho  expense  which  would  at- 
tend dividing  them  deters  proprietors  from  taking 
this  eonrse,  although  a  larger  sura  would  be  ro- 
eeired." 

He  was  satisfied  that  by  such  a  Bill  as  this 
you  would  raise  the  value  of  land  in  Ire- 
land, and,  which  was  of  much  greater  con- 
sequence, that  you  would  increase  tho 
cereal  produce  of  the  country.  What  did 
the  report  say  ? — 

"  Wo  believe  that  there  are  largo  numbers  of 
persons  in  Ireland  possessing  a  small  amount  of 
oapital,  whioh  they  would  gladly  employ  in  the 
enltivation  of  land,  and  a  still  larger  number  hold 
Und  for  rent  who  would  cheerfully  embrace  the 
opportunity  of  becoming  small  proprietors." 

He  thought  that  Ireland  owed  a  deep  debt 
of  gratitude  to  the  English  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral for  having  stepped  forward  and  given 
his  attention  to  this  measure :  it  was  a 
step  in  the  right  direction.  It  was  not  for 
him  to  criticise  the  details  of  the  Bill,  and 
as  a  warm  friend  to  Ireland  he  should  give 
it  his  support. 

Mb.  H.  a.  HERBERT  would  not  fol- 
low the  hen.  Member  for  Middlesex  in  his 
cxcarsions  into  Andalusia,  the  snows  of 
Norway,  or  the  swamps  of  Belgium.  As 
he  understood  the  meaning  of  this  Bill,  it' 
was  to  enable  encumbered  estates  to  be 
sold  as  speedily  as  possible.  He  could  not 
see  how  that  interfered  in  any  way  with 
the  law  of  entail.  He  believed  that  this 
Bill,  if  carried  out,  would  prevent  such  a 
state  of  things  as  was  represented  in  the 
digest  of  Lord  Devon's  Commission.  lie 
believed  that  this  Bill,  although  it  might  not 
be  a  panacea  for  the  evils  of  Ireland,  would 
have  a  great  tendency,  if  carried  out,  to 
increase  the  employment  of  the  people.  He 
beliered  it  would  have  a  tendency  to  equal- 
ise capital  with  labour.  At  the  same  time, 
he  could  not  look  at  this  Bill  at  all  in  the 
light  of  a  Bill  of  pains  and  penalties  against 
Irish  landlord^.  He  looked  forward  to  other 
remedial  measures,  which  by  improving  the 
state  of  the  country  generally,  should  tend 
to  give  peace  to  Ireland. 

Mb.  F.  O'CONNOR  tendered  his  thanks 
to  the  hen.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
for  having  introduced  this  Bill.     In  1834 


he  had  predicted  in  that  House  that  the 
landlords  would  be  brought  to  their  present 
position,  and  he  had  told  them  that  at  last 
they  would  be  obliged  to  apply  to  Parlia- 
ment to  do  that  which  it  was  better  to  do 
by  themselves.  They  looked  upon  their 
estates  as  of  political  value,  and  now  they 
were  obliged  to  give  them  agricultural  im- 
portance. When  once  the  people  of  Ire- 
land had  their  own  industry  protected,  they 
would  not  ask  for  a  better  political  system. 
The  landlords  of  Ireland  had  been  long  sub- 
ject to  the  dominion  of  Irish  solicitors,  and 
the  time  was  come  when  the  House  must 
act  independently  of  landlords  and  attor- 
neys. This  Bill  would  raise  the  value  of 
the  land  50  per  cent  in  the  retail  market. 
The  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  James  Graham)  had 
said,  **  Take  care  you  do  not  produce  a  mort- 
gage panic.**  It  was  likely  that  you  would, 
but  it  would  give  a  greater  value  to  the 
estate  mortgaged,  and  then  it  would  be 
easy  to  have  a  transfer.  There  would  be 
no  difficulty  in  procuring  ample  mort- 
gages as  a  substitute  for  those  which 
might  be  called  in. 

Mr.  SHARMAN  CRAWFORD  observ- 
cd  that  the  question  before  the  House  was 
the  instruction  moved  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
that  this  measure  be  extended  to  England 
and  Scotland.  He  intended  to  vote  against 
the  instruction,  and  he  wished  to  state  why. 
He  thought  it  was  manifest,  from  all  they 
had  heard  of  the  different  laws  of  England 
and  Ireland,  that  it  was  utterly  impracti- 
cable to  frame  a  Bill  which  should  contain 
provisions  necessary  for  the  double  purpose, 
and  therefore  tho  Bill  should  be  confined  to 
Ireland,  and  suited  to  the  circumstances  of 
Ireland.  If  they  agreed  to  the  proposition 
of  tho  lion.  Baronet,  they  would  be  vir- 
tually dividing  this  Bill.  The  statement 
made  by  hon.  Members  of  the  distress 
to  which  landed  property  was  subjected, 
justified  this  Bill:  the  greater  the  distress, 
the  greater  the  necessity  for  this  remedial 
measure.  You  could  not  remedy  the  evil 
of  the  charges  upon  land,  except  by  im- 
proving the  law  by  which  property  was 
held,  affecting  both  the  interests  of  the 
landlord  and  tenant.  With  these  views, 
and  anxiously  desirous  that  this  Bill  should 
be  carried  into  effect,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 
oppose  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member,  not 
that  he  conceived  that  the  principle  might 
not  bo  extended  to  England. 

Mu.  CALLAGIIAN  said,  that  there  was 
one  inconvenience  which,  he  was  assured, 
would  arise  from  this  Bill,  and  that  was, 
so  far  from  freeing  the  country  from  the 
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^irf    llrfiililWIMid 

AtUirDeTii.  iC  woaui  vatcemmt  dieir  inftumee. 
The  joiMift  Mt  Jj^JL  ■  iiiiniriil  die  gremt 
.loik  crt  ctie  <:oar!ES»  i&  die  piriffi  of  Ir»- 
IadiU  vam  cmust  -viik  ^vioek  die  Iawjos 
"TTiiti  [jiiiiiiMH  cDHe  a»,  and  nm  die  pr»- 
pevtf  ce  «tnpiMi,  v«e  b^rand  die  iiiaw  of 
« j«BdeHHA  viw  aed  jpeirwi  in  die  debeteL 
rii  liiiii  iiMiii    II  OM  Home  diet  eo4  a 


nor  or  agvntt  die  BiGL  and 
fifaei  ii  wee  a  inmiiiin  ^  wfaidt  tib»  p«>pie 
of  IreieBd  were  hoc  prepend. 

CouunL  DUNNE  sud^  aiiue  ^ke  intie- 
danML  a£  ;fae  Bill  it  had  ncemd  ellcr»- 
tiMMOMier'dieiienieiif  ammdneBtSv  wliidi 
had  pfedneed  a  toud  diaiia^  ia  ift»  dieiee- 
tw»  and  ii  wttfr  now  ;&  aeir  BSI  a*  4N»pared 
te  wktt  it  waawimt  it  wa»  fet  latiiMleeed. 
It  wM>  i«H  vMdf  iiDir  a  msm  Bdl^  Vet  a  new 
pdMipie  mns^  tiiwii*«ed  is  k.  aed  jet  it  l^d 
iM«  b^n  littbautoida^  th»  XasA  ClMeceflor, 
dM  UMinrif  Tih^T  B;iiaikt«raBr«f  i^otber 
IdgibleijpdLaiiabiniBiiaittlb^ila^  He  agreed 
pitfiMLv  wftit  dl  :;htf  <%«««»  «^w4  tke  BiU 
siM^fK^^i  «tdl^-«L^Qfi  W«»wfefieKMillial 
dtot  gM^ere  Ikedic^  ^^Ma  eaa  cekolaled 
iwiMiF  ai^  ^ceihpfiteMw  viyfet  it  veeU  not 
tligiiilitei,  •^  acei»&r  ^^  F«>r«tT  »  I»^ 
lauiL  Wtidk  ce^ptrd  le  iIm»  tdbdiTtaioa  of 
|K<e|Mrtiiv^  and  •>  Mitu^  a 
|MrtkM««  he  Mieved  wnt 
«)i^wMrii  iM  dke  e%NrUL  ift  vycfei  ^  tale  of 
i^ttim  itfc  iieali  pgr«Mea  wee  caleelated  to 
MS^dM^  uMC^  ieiUM)ki%^t  diae  ia  IreUnd. 
TW^f^eA  eritora  ^  the  Ml^jeet  ia  Ftaeee, 
die  ^«  ^M^  aedhiKHMa  ea  tlie  tabdinsaoa 
>k  u(v{Ni'««.  had  dMcnbed  tlie  ceaditioQ  of 
dw  ^K^iaMiatr «  aadw  die  »rsteta  of  auaate 
^riAhdtvuisHMk  Vui|C  iaiertur  to  diet  which 
dk>v  c^lwhitiid  bciorv  die  mvolauoii.  Ue 
^  ihM  hc^W^e  dw  O^vernuMmt  oeght  to 
mi^hm^  dH^  w'\iatou«.v  «if  ativ  oppoiddoQ  to 
duii  iuo4WtU4V  ^>a  dl«»  part  «^'  die  Iriidi  land- 
ioida;  .^id  he  ^a^  ^  epiiiioii  that  if  the 
lr4*h  laikUludH  aud  IrUh  law  von  had  been 
ovuaoiwd*  A  uiv.'aswre  might  have  been 
Uv(*wd  ^htwh  %vald  be  satiaftu^tory  to  all 

\jt4  MC115^  v>  BKIKN  withdrew  his 

WK^skoM  \\K  Cviumiite  ^wv/>neJ,  and  re- 

V.  uia;u;lwvv  te  Ail  t^ailK 

\ii%     ^i.     lUOMt'Sl^N    rvwe   to  bring 

lU«i    ^   ^v!v\v   vVouuitwc  be  i4>p^teU  to 
iiv4>tMi>  ik«i«>  lUo  vwuluw  ^  Uvu(vtMUit>Coloii«l 


Charles  Omit  (of  the  Bombay  Army)  while  Bri- 
tidi  Political  Resident  at  the  Court  of  Sattara ; 
and  into  the  Proceedings  of  the  Bombay  Govern- 
ment, and  the  Court  of  Directors  of  the  East 
Isdia  Company,  in  relation  to  certain  Charges 
prelnred  against  that  Officer." 

The  Motion,  he  said,  wore  the  aspect 
of  a  personal  accusation;  but  he  could 
assure  the  House  that  he  had  no  feel- 
ing against  the  particular  individual  in 
question,  and  he  altogether  disclaimed 
any  resentment  towards  that  gallant  of- 
ficer. He  had,  indeed,  never  seen  Colo- 
nel Ovans ;  and  he  was  free  to  admit 
that  all  he  had  heard  of  his  private  char- 
acter was  to  his  advantage.  Therefore 
in  dealing  with  him  he  wished  to  be  un- 
dtfstood  that  he  should  do  so  only  as  the 
servant  of  the  East  India  Company  and 
of  the  Crown  in  the  transaction.  His  ob- 
ject was  less  to  attack  Colonel  Ovans  than 
to  attack  diose  from  whom  he  had  received 
his  commission  on  the  occasion  in  ques- 
tion— conduct  which  had  done  a  pecnliar 
injury  to  the  State  of  Sattara,  and  at  the 
same  time  had  sullied  the  character  of 
British  interests  in  India.  The  other 
reasons  which  actuated  him  to  bring  for- 
ward ibis  charge  were  connected  with  the 
late  of  the  late  illustrious  person  who 
lately  filled  the  throne  of  Sattara.  He 
(Mr.  Thompson)  had  hoped  that  an  im- 
partial investigation  would  be  given  to 
those  charges  by  the  East  India  Company, 
and  with  that  view  he  had  first  brought 
them  under  the  notice  of  the  court  of  that 
body.  He  had  in  doing  so  given  every 
facility  to  Colonel  Ovans  for  making  his 
defence;  and  he  had  even  furnished  him 
with  the  documents  on  which  the  charges 
were  founded.  But  they  were  negatived 
by  the  court  in  question;  negatived,  too, 
without  a  single  one  of  them  being  gain- 
said. He  had  next  entertained  a  hope 
that  the  East  India  Company  would  at 
least  be  clement  if  they  were  not  just; 
and  that  they  would,  in  that  character, 
have  done  something  for  the  individual 
whom  they  had  so  deeply  injured.  But 
at  two  general  courts  hdd  at  the  India 
House  no  answers  were  given  to  his  appli- 
cation ;  and  it  was  only  on  Wednesday 
last  that  he  learned,  from  the  speeches 
of  the  Chairman  and  Deputy  Chairman  of 
the  Company,  that  it  had  been  decided 
that  the  Rajah  of  Sattara,  having  been 
iustly  deprived  of  his  throne  for  a  vio- 
lation of  his  treaty  with  the  East  India 
Company,  was,  therefore,  not  competent 
to  nominate  a  successor  to  it.  He  (Mr, 
Thompson)  consequently  felt  it  to  be  hia 
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datj  to  show  the  House  his  grounds  for 
disputing  that  decision  in  reference  to  the 
guilt  of  the  Rajah  of  Sattara;  and  he 
considered  the  present  Motion  would  do 
as  well  as  any  other  for  that  purpose. 
His  object  was  not  punishment,  hut  the 
correction  of  a  grievous  error,  and  the 
prevention  of  persons  in  the  situation  of 
Colonel  Ovans  from  committing  such  acts 
as  he  was  prepared  to  prove  against  him. 
Since  he  had  last  addressed  the  House  on 
the  subject.  Colonel  Ovans  had  published 
bh  elaborate  answer  to  the  charges  made 
against  him,  declaring  them,  in  that  do- 
cument, utterly  false  and  groundless.  The 
gallant  officer  described  in  the  same  man- 
ner the  charges  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose.  Nevertheless,  he  felt  convinced 
that  he  could  establish  both  to  the  very 
letter.  Colonel  Ovans  also  complained  of 
persecution,  and  described  it  as  vindictive 
and  oppressive,  because  he  had  only  exe- 
cuted the  commands  of  the  Government ; 
but  Colonel  Ovans  could  not  be  relieved 
from  the  personal  responsibility  connected 
with  truth  and  honour  in  his  public  capacity, 
whatever  might  be  the  commands  of  the  Go- 
yernment.  Colonel  Ovans  was  appointed  in 
1837  to  take  charge  of  the  Residency  at 
Sattara,  in  consequence  of  the  removal 
of  Colonel  Lodwick.  He  should  pass  over 
the  circumstances  connected  with  the  re- 
movml  of  Colonel  Lodwick,  though,  if  the 
inquiry  he  moved  for  were  granted,  he 
ihoald  be  able  to  show  that  he  was  re- 
moved on  false  pretences.  It  was  entirely 
on  a  suspicion  entertained  by  the  Bom- 
bay authorities  that  Colonel  Lodwick  was 
not  exactly  the  man  to  carry  on  those  pro- 
ceedings against  the  Rajah  which  had 
been  already  commenced,  and  which  it 
was  determined  to  continue,  that  Colonel 
Oyans  was  appointed,  in  consequence  of  his 
having  more  tact,  dexterity,  and  energy. 
The  day  after  Colonel  Ovans  took  charge 
of  the  Residency,  where,  according  to  the 
treaty,  he  should  have  been  the  friendly 
adviser  of  the  Rajah  of  Sattara,  he  author- 
ised his  staff  officer  to  pay  over  to  a  native, 
whom  he  had  never  seen,  200  rupees  for 
the  production  of  certain  documents  pur- 
porting to  inculpate  the  Rajah  with  trea- 
son. This  he  did  without  seeing  the 
Bian,  or  asking  him  a  single  question,  and 
authorised  his  staff  officer  to  give  this  man 
a  written  engagement  for  further  reward 
in  proportion  to  his  services — that  was  to 
Wjf  in  proportion  to  the  amount  of  evi- 
he  might  bring  forward  to  crimi- 
the  Rajah.    The  individual  thus  ap- 


plied to  repented  of  the  part  he  had  acted 
in  the  transaction,  and  made  a  voluntary 
confession  to  the  Rajah,  his  master.  He 
laid  the  money  he  had  received  from  Colo- 
nel Ovans  at  the  feet  of  his  master.  It 
was  not  till  the  depositions  were  furnished 
by  Dr.  Milne  to  the  Bombay  Government 
that  Colonel  Ovans  acknowledged  that  he 
had  thus  suborned  the  evidence  of  the  ser- 
vant of  the  Rajah.  It  appeared  that  Co- 
lonel Ovans  was  cognisant  of  the  connec- 
tion of  these  natives  with  Liutenant  Home 
and  Captain  Duval  a  month  previous  to 
the  removal  of  Colonel  Lodwick.  He 
would  ask  the  House  whether  the  con- 
duct of  Colonel  Ovans  was  such  as  any 
officer  bearing  Her  Majesty's  commission 
would  be  justified  in  adopting  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  evidence  against  a 
prince  at  whose  court  he  was  accredited  ? 
The  Indian  princes,  if  such  a  course  of 
conduct  were  adopted  towards  them,  would 
be  justified  in  considering  the  English  re- 
sidents at  their  courts  as  hypocrites  and 
deceivers.  While  Colonel  Ovans  had  acted 
in  this  manner,  how  had  the  Rajah  acted  ? 
When  he  became  acquainted  with  the  at- 
tempts which  Colonel  Ovans  had  made  tO 
procure  evidence  against  him  through  the 
means  of  Rowlheli,  he  sent  for  Colondi 
Ovans,  and  placed  in  his  hand  a  letter  de- 
precating the  adoption  of  such  proceedings 
against  him,  stating  his  firm  friendship  for 
the  British  Government,  and  petitioning 
the  Government  to  relieve  him  of  his  Raj 
— ^to  take  from  him  his  territory — but  to 
allow  him  to  retain  his  hitherto  unblemish- 
ed character,  and  not  to  offer  a  premium 
to  those  who  were  disposed  by  false  evi- 
dence to  deprive  him  of  it.  That  letter 
had  been  transmitted  to  the  Council  at 
Bombay  in  1837,  and  the  Governor  had 
made  a  minute  that  no  notice  should  be 
taken  of  the  communication,  which  appeal- 
ed to  betray  on  the  part  of  the  Rajah  a 
degree  of  uneasiness  proceeding  from  the 
consciousness  of  his  guilt.  The  Rajah 
never  received  from  the  Bombay  Govern- 
ment a  letter  even  acknowledging  that 
communication.  Colonel  Ovans,  between 
the  16th  of  June,  when  he  bribed  the 
Rajah's  follower,  and  the  27th  of  Septem- 
ber, when  he  acknowledged  what  he  had 
done,  had  written  eighteen  letters  to  Bom- 
bay, in  none  of  which  did  he  ever  dis- 
tinctly allude  to  treasonable  papers  receiv- 
ed from  that  man.  These  papers  had  been 
placed  in  the  hands  of  an  English  barris- 
ter,who  had  given  it  as  his  opinion  that 
there  had  been  established  at  Sattara  a 
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system  of  espionage — a  sort  of  political  in- 
quisition— for  the  purpose  of  endeavouring, 
by  means  of  rewards,  to  procure  evidence 
against  the  Rajah.  He  knew  the  defence 
that  would  be  set  up  for  Colonel  Ovans. 
It  would  be  said  that  the  250  rupees  which 
he  authorised  to  be  paid  Rowlheli  were 
for  his  expenses;  but  every  one  who  knew 
India  knew  that  so  large  a  sum  was  enough 
to  make  a  man  in  that  country  comfort- 
able for  life.  He  would  now  proceed  with 
another  charge.  Evidence  had  been  ob- 
tained against  the  Rajah  by  duress  and 
imprisonment.  In  July,  1837,  Govind 
Row  had  been  arrested,  and  had  been 
sent  to  Poonah,  from  whence  he  had 
been  transferred  to  Ahmednugger,  and 
imprisoned,  and  while  he  was  impri- 
soned there  a  paper  had  been  procured 
from  him  purporting  to  implicate  the  Ra- 
jah. It  had  been  said  that  the  friends 
of  the  Rajah  had  accused  Mr.  Hutt,  the 
magistrate  at  Ahmednugger,  of  extoi*ting 
this  evidence.  The  friends  of  the  Rajah 
had  made  no  such  accusation;  they  had 
never  at  all  reflected  on  the  character  of 
Mr.  Hutt.  All  he  had  been  called  upon 
to  do  had  been  to  receive  the  confession 
which  he  (Mr.  G.  Thompson)  contended 
had  been  extorted  from  Govind  Row.  It 
had  been  said  that  the  truth  of  the  con- 
fession of  Govind  Row  had  been  proved 
by  the  circumstance  that  his  mother  had 
in  Sattara  made  a  confession,  which  cor- 
roborated in  every  particular  the  statement 
made  by  Govind  Row  at  Ahmednugger; 
but  Govind  Row  had  in  1842  petitioned 
that  House,  and  had  stated  that  he  had 
been  confined  at  Ahmednugger  in  a  low 
and  dirty  room,  and  that  while  so  confined 
his  uncle  had  comq  to  him  and  told  him 
that  his  life  would  be  in  danger  by  adher- 
ing to  the  truth,  and  that  it  would  be  far 
better  for  him  to  admit  in  writing  that 
which  the  Bombay  Government  wished 
him  to  tell  against  his  master.  Now,  the 
Parliamentary  Papers  proved  that  Colonel 
Ovans  had  recommended  the  removal  of 
Govind  Row  to  Ahmednugger,  in  order 
that  his  mother  and  his  friends  might  be 
induced,  by  the  hope  of  procuring  his  re- 
lease, to  como  forward  and  state  all  they 
knew  concerning  the  Rajah.  This  he  (Mr. 
Thompson)  contended  was  procuring  evi- 
dence against  the  Rajah  by  duress  and  im- 
prisonment. If  a  Committee  were  granted, 
he  would  undertake  to  prove  that  the  only 
petition  presented  to  the  British  Govern- 
ment was  by  the  mother  of  Govind  Row, 
seeking  the  release  of  her  son,  who  was 


then  imprisoned.  That  petition  was  for- 
warded to  the  Government  on  the  4th  of 
August,  by  Colonel  Ovans,  and  eventually 
complied  with.  A  false  petition  was  sent 
to  the  Government  of  Bombay.  Colonel 
Lodwick  was  removed  from  Sattara  for 
the  sole  |)urpose  of  being  succeeded  by 
Colonel  Ovans,  in  order  that  the  writer  of 
this  petition  might  be  discovered.  The 
actual  writer  of  the  petition  communicated 
with  Colonel  Ovans  a  very  short  time  after 
he  had  been  at  Sattara,  informing  him 
that  he  had  forged  the  petition.  [An  .un- 
successful attempt  u?as  here  made  to  count 
out  the  House,']  The  nature  of  the  charges 
he  had  to-night  made  against  Colonel  Ovans 
were  well  known  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  (Sir  J.  Hobhouse);  and  he  (Mr. 
Thompson)  considered  that  in  justice  to 
Colonel  Ovans — in  justice  to  the  profes- 
sion of  which  that  gallant  officer  was  a 
member — ^in  justice  to  the  Government  of 
this  country  and  of  India — and  in  justice 
to  himself  (Mr.  Thompson),  by  whom  these 
charges  had  been  preferred — a  fair  and  full 
investigation  ought  to  be  granted.  He  (Mr. 
Thompson)  might  prefer,  and  believed  he 
could  substantiate,  many  other  charges 
against  Colonel  Ovans,  besides  those  to 
which  he  had  to-night  referred;  but  he 
would  not  longer  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House,  for  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet would  assent  to  the  appointment  of 
the  Committee  for  which  he  had  moved. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  refused  to 
grant  that  Committee,  he  (Mr.  Thompson) 
would  throw  himself  upon  the  candour  and 
justice  of  the  House,  and  would  entreat 
them  to  afford  him  an  opportunity  of  prov- 
ing his  charges,  and  to  give  to  Colonel 
Ovans — to  the  Members  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government — and  to  the  gentlemen  con- 
nected with  the  East  India  Company — an 
opportunity  of  explaining  their  conduct 
with  regard  to  the  transactions  to  which 
he  had  referred. 

Mr.  ELLIOT  said,  that  having  passed 
the  greater  portion  of  his  life  in  India,  he 
trusted  he  might  be  allowed  to  offer  a  few 
observations  on  the  subject  now  under  con- 
sideration— that,  if  he  ventured  to  obtrude 
himself  upon  the  House,  it  was  because  he 
naturally  felt  a  strong  and  lively  interest 
in  the  welfare  and  happiness  of  the  people 
of  that  country. 

Before  entering  upon  the  subject  itself 
he  begged  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  extraordinary  course  pur- 
sued by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  (Mr.  Thompson).     Earlj  in  the 
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Session  the  hon.  Member  had  thought 
proper  to  give  notice  of  a  Motion,  the  ob- 
ject of  which  was  stated  to  be  to  inquire 
into  the  conduct  of  the  Governments  of 
India,  and  the  Court  of  Directors  of  the 
East  Iiidia  Company,  in  respect  to  their 
proceedings  in  regard  to  the  Rajah  of  Sat- 
tara.  That  Motion  was  brought  on  late 
on  the  night  of  the  6th  April.  The  hon. 
Member  made  his  speech,  in  which  he  did 
not  hesitate  to  bring  forward  charges  of 
a  most  disgraceful  and  heinous  nature, 
against  almost  every  public  ( fficer  who  had 
been  engaged  in  the  inquiry  into  the  case 
of  the  Rajah  of  Sattara,  both  in  India  and 
in  this  country.  His  hon.  Friend  the  late 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Control  (Mr.  C. 
Lewis)  replied  to  that  speech,  when,  owing 
to  the  lateness  of  the  hour,  the  debate  was 
adjourned.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets,  having  thus  placed  his 
charges  m  the  bitterest  form  before  the 
pnbliCy  took  care  his  Motion  should  not 
come  on  again  for  discussion,  by  fixing  it 
for  the  following  Friday,  and  then,  from 
.  one  Friday  to  another,  until  at  last  he 
allowed  it  to  drop;  knowing  full  well  that, 
by  thus  keeping  it  fixed  for  a  Government 
night,  the  poison  he  had  circulated  must 
remain  uncontradicted.  Soon  after  this 
the  hon.  Member  placed  a  fresh  notice  on 
the  Paper,  in  which,  for  the  first  time,  he 
included  Colonel  Ovans's  name  amongst 
those  whom  he  had  determined  to  attack. 
By  adopting  this  course  the  hon.  Member 
entitled  himself  to  make  two  speeches 
against  those  to  whom  he  was  opposed,  be- 
fore those  hon.  Members  who  were  desirous 
to  defend  the  accused  were  able  to  reply 
to  bis  first  attack.  He  (Mr.  Elliot)  con- 
sidered this  a  most  unfair  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding; but  what  would  the  House  think, 
after  hearing  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to-night,  when  he  (Mr.  Elliot)  told 
those  who  heard  him,  that  though  the  hon. 
Member  had  once  more  charged  Colonel 
Ovans  with  conduct  which,  if  true,  would 

Erore  him  to  be  utterly  unworthy  of  the 
onourable  character  he  so  justly  bears,  he 
had  not  had  the  candour  to  state,  that 
since  the  hon.  Member  last  addressed  the 
House,  Colonel  Ovans  had  furnished  a  full 
explanation  of  his  conduct  in  reference  to 
the  twelve  charges  brought  against  him  by 
the  hon.  Member,  and  that  that  explana- 
tion contained  complete  refutations  of  every 
one  of  them;  the  hon.  Member  knowing 
■full  well  that  the  length  of  those  expla- 
nationa  made  it  impossible  for  him  (Mr. 
Slfiot)  to  attempt  to  read  them  to  the 


House.  In  asking  for  this  Committee, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  at  all  events  suc- 
ceeded in  one  thing :  he  had  plainly  shown, 
that  for  any  Committee  of  this  House  to 
investigate  this  case  was  impossible;  by 
his  own  showing,  it  would  be  impossible 
to  obtain  such  evidence  as  would  be  neces- 
sary for  such  a  purpose.  The  hon.  Member 
first  accused  Colonel  Ovans  of  such  crimes 
as  systematic  subornation  of  perjury,  and 
of  being  privy  to  the  production  of  docu- 
ments he  knew  to  be  forged  —  Colonel 
Ovans,  an  officer  of  the  highest  possible 
character,  who,  in  every  situation  he  has 
held,  has  been  so  fortunate  as  to  obtain 
the  marked  approbation  of  the  Govern- 
ments he  has  served;  and  in  no  instances 
more  than  whilst  filling  the  offices,  first, 
of  Commissioner  to  investigate  the  case  of 
the  Rajah  of  Sattara;  and,  subsequently, 
of  Resident  at  the  Court  of  that  Prince. 
Having  in  these  capacities  received  the 
most  strongly  expressed  approbation  of 
three  Governments  of  Bombay  ;  of  two 
Governors  General,  and  the  Members  of 
the  Supreme  Council ;  of  the  Court  of  Di- 
rectors, and  of  three  Boards  of  Control; 
Colonel  Ovans,  being  a  subordinate  officer, 
and  acting  under  the  orders  and  authority 
of  the  Government  of  Bombay ;  it  is  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member — nine  years 
having  passed — to  arraign  him  before  a 
Committee  of  this  House.  This  he  (Mr. 
Elliot)  believed  to  be  an  unheard-of  pro- 
position —  such  as  he  felt  assured  this 
House  would  never  consent  to.  But  were 
there  no  other  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
such  an  inquiry?  Why,  if  a  Committee 
were  appointed,  it  would  occupy  ^ye  or  six 
years  before  their  labours  could  terminate; 
and,  after  all,  no  satisfactory  result  could 
be  obtained.  Two  of  the  persons  accused. 
Sir  Robert  Grant  and  Sir  James  Camac, 
were  gone  to  another  world.  The  Rajah 
and  his  successor  were  also  dead.  Wit- 
nesses must  bo  summoned  from  India ; 
and,  in  short,  the  inquiry,  to  say  nothing 
of  its  injustice,  would  be  endless. 

He  (Mr.  Elliot)  conceived  that  in  bring- 
ing forward  charges  such  as  these,  and 
in  asking  the  House  to  take  so  extra- 
ordinary a  course  as  was  asked  for  by 
the  hon.  Member,  he  was  bound  to  show 
that  ho  was  free  from  all  personal  in- 
terest in  this  matter  —  that  he  was  free 
from  all  feeling  of  animosity  towards 
those  accused — that  he  was  entirely  free 
from  all  pecuniary  interest  in  the  success 
of  his  Motion  ;  and,  above  all,  that  his 
accuracy  was  such  as  to  give  the  House 
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entire  confidence  in  his  statements.  Now, 
he  (Mr.  Elliot)  would  take  upon  himself 
to  show  the  reverse  to  be  the  case  in 
each  instance.  He  would  begin  with 
the  last,  and  endeayour  to  test  in  some 
instances  the  accuracy  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's statements ;  in  which  he  had 
charged  the  most  base  and  disgraceful 
crimes  against  gentlemen  of  the  highest 
position  and  repute.  He  would,  if  he  were 
not  afraid  of  wearying  the  House,  read 
some  of  the  numerous  testimonials  of  ho- 
nourable service  and  character,  contained 
in  the  book  which  he  held  in  his  hand, 
and  which  formed  a  part  of  the  papers  laid 
on  the  table  of  the  House  ;  he  felt,  how- 
ever»  he  could  not  do  so  without  taking 
up  too  much  time;  he  should,  therefore, 
eontent  himself  by  saying,  that  in  the 
book  he  held  in  his  hand  there  was  a 
long  series  of  official  documents,  contain- 
ing, one  more  than  another,  honourable 
expressions  of  the  most  marked  approba- 
tion of  every  Government  and  every  au- 
thority under  which  Colonel  Ovans  had 
served. 

Sir  Robert  Grant  was  in  like  manner 
assailed  by  the  hon.  Member,  accused  of 
intentional  fasehood,  and  of  having  been 
guilty  of  subornation  of  perjury,  and  for- 
gery. Sir  Robert  Grant!  a  gentleman 
known  to  every  one  who  had  ever  heard 
his  name  as  the  most  honourable,  high- 
minded,  and  amiable  man  that  ever  ex- 
isted, and  as  a  person  of  all  others  who 
would  have  shrunk  from  conduct  so  de- 
testable as  that  which  the  hon.  Member 
would  attribute  to  him.  Sir  James  Car- 
nac,  the  Members  of  the  Government  of 
Bombay,  the  Governor  General,  and  the 
Government  of  India,  are  all  guilty  in  the 
opinion  of  the  hon.  Member.  Now,  he 
(Mr.  Elliot)  would  appeal  to  the  House  to 
say  if  it  was  not  monstrous  that  such 
charges  should  be  brought  against  such 
men.  He  would  tell  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  this — that  such  charges 
can  never  be  injurious  to  men  like  Sir  Ro- 
bert Grant,  whose  name  as  a  gentleman 
of  high  honour  and  public  worth,  would  re- 
main in  the  memory  of  his  country  after 
the  hon.  Member  would  be  forgotten  in 
the  dust.  ["  Oh,  oh!  *']  I  hear  some  hon. 
Members  say  "Ob,  oh!"  but  I  tell  all 
those  hon.  Members  that  they  also  will  be 
forgotten  before  Sir  Robert  Grant  ceases 
to  be  remembered  as  a  gentleman  of  the 
highest  honour.  He  (Mr.  Elliot)  was  de- 
sirous to  show  the  relative  position  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 


stood  in  referenoe  to  the  hon.  gentlemen 
he  so  recklessly  accused,  and  with  this 
view  he  had  taken  some  pains  to  ascer- 
tain  what  were  the  avocations  of  the  hon. 
Member,  and  how  he  employed  his  time 
whilst  in  India,  and  why  he  so  suddenly 
returned.  An  hon*  Member  asked  what 
that  had  to  do  with  it;  he  (Mr.  Elliot) 
would  soon  show  him  what  it  had  to  do 
with  it. 

The  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets is,  or  was  till  lately,  the  paid  agent 
of  the  Rajah .  of  Sattara,  and  that  of  it* 
self  sufficiently  showed  the  private  inter* 
est  which  he  had  in  this  case ;  but  he 
held  in  his  hand  a  document  that  would 
show  something  more;  it  would  show  that 
the  Rajah  of  Sattara  was  not  the  only 
native  prince  in  whose  affairs  the  hon. 
Member  was  willing  to  take  an  interest — 
in  other  words,  for  whom  he  was  willing 
to  act  as  a  paid  agent.  It  was  not  for 
him  (Mr.  Elliot)  to  say,  whether  this  was 
a  right  and  creditable  position  for  a  Mem* 
her  of  that  House  to  occupy;  on  thai 
point  he  would  give  no  opinion;  but,  in 
order  that  the  House  might  understand 
the  exact  position  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  he  would  take  the 
liberty  of  reading  the  statement  he  held 
in  his  hand,  and  which  he  had  received 
from  a  gentleman  who  had  known  the  hon. 
Member  when  he  was  at  Delhi,  where  the 
writer  was  then  officially  employed,  and 
thus  became  fully  acquainted  with  the 
particulars  which  it  contains.  He  (Mr, 
Elliot)  thought,  if  he  could  show  that  the 
hon.  Member  had,  in  conducting  that 
agency,  not  been  so  accurate  in  his  state- 
ments as  he  ought  to  have  been,  he  might 
fairly  infer  that  his  accuracy  could  not  be 
depended  upon  on  the  present  occasion. 
The  statement  was  as  follows : — 
"  On  the  return  of  the  lata  Baboo  Dewarka 
nauth  Tagore  to  India,  from  his  ftnt  visit  to  Eng- 
land, he  vras  accompanied  hy  Mr.  George  Thomp- 
son as  a  sort  of  itinerant  philanthn^tjgt,  who  on 
reaching  Calcutta  made  sundry  speeches,  at  sun- 
dry meetings,  which  were  only  eurious  on  aeoount 
of  the  utter  ignorance  of  Indiaa  affurs  which 
they  displayed." 

Mr.  THOMPSON :  Who  is  the  author 
of  that  paper  ? 

Mr.  ELLIOT :  He  would  give  the  koiL 
Gentleman  the  name  afterwards :— -> 

"  Mr.  6.  Thompson  had  all  but  engifed  to 
proceed  to  England  as  a  sort  of  Orieatal  FhUan- 
thropist  Agent,  when  his  eye  came  aorois  an 
advertisement  circulated  by  the  King  of  Dslhi, 
calling  for  tenders  of  serrices  from  parties  de- 
sirous to  proceed  to  England  to  advowte  his 
claims  beibrs  the  home  aathopntiM,    I  Joipw  not 
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whflilier  ihfl  tdTonoj  of  unfounded  claims  to  large 
sums  by  one  who  knew  the  claims  were  frivolous, 
and  all  of  whose  present  income  was  notoriously 
Bquaadered  in  the  grouest  debauchery,  could  be 
■aid  to  come  within  the  proTince  of  a  general,  or 
eren  qieeial,  phflanthropio  agency ;  but,  be  that 
M  it  may,  it  oertalnly  suited  Mr.  G.  Thompson's 
book,  and  the  oUdms  of  his  philanthropic  friends 
in  Galentta  were  set  aside,  to  meet  his  Majesty's 
requiiition.  Bfr.  G.  Thompson  replied  by  letter 
to  Jus  Majesty's  adyertisement ;  upon  which  his 
"Majutj  deputed  his  chief  physician,  Hukeem  Aih- 
soon  oollah  Khan,  to  proceed  to  Calcutta  as  his 
eonfldential  acent,  with  full  authority  to  come  to 
terms  with  Bur.  G.  Thompson.  On  his  arrival  in 
Calcutta,  Bfr.  G.  Thompson  drew  up  written  terms 
of  agreement,  wherein  he  undertook  to  proceed 
to  ^igland  as  his  Majesty's  vakeel  (that  is,  agent 
or  advocate),  and  his  Majesty  undertook  to  ad- 
Tanoe  ff,000  rupees  for  the  expenses  of  his  journey 
to  Delhi ;  and  on  his  arrival  there  a  further  ad- 
Ttiioe  of  one  year's  salary  as  his  agent,  at  1,000 
mpoes  per  mensem,  namely,  12,000  rupees.  This 
was  all  that  his  Majesty  stood  pledged  to  by  the 
express  terms  of  this  bond  (which  purported  to  be 
drawn  up  to  prevent  future  misunderstanding). 
On  Bfr.  G.  Thompson's  arrival  at  Allahabad,  by 
one  of  the  Ganges  steamers,  he  intimated  his  wish 
that  •  house  might  be  prepared  for  his  arrival  at 
DelhL  This  surprised  his  iSiigesty,  as  being  in  ex- 
cess of  his  own  written  agreement;  the  palace  of 
the  late  Begum  Sumroo  was,  however,  with  some 
diflledlty,  provided  for  him,  where  Mr.  G.  Tbomp- 
■on  had  no  sooner  found  shelter,  than  his  Majesty 
was  required  to  provide  both  table  and  servants ; 
and  a  snbsequent  demand  of  200  rupees  per  men- 
sem, for  taUe  expenses  during  the  journey  from 
Calontta,  was  made,  and  most  reluctantly  acceded 
to.  His  Majesty  soon  became  impatient  for  his 
vakeel's  departure  on  his  embassy ;  but  Mr.  G. 
Thompson  demanded  and  obtained  a  further  ad- 
Tsnee  of  1,000  rupees  per  mensem  for  the  period 
of  his  sojourn  at  Delhi,  which  his  Majesty  most 
reluetantly  paid  as  the  only  means  of  inducing 
him  to  start ;  Mr.  G.  Thompson's  sojourn  at  Delhi 
was  made  memorable  by  the  daily  squabbles  in 
the  palaoe  between  His  Majesty  and  the  different 
branches  of  the  Royal  Family,  and  household  ser- 
Tants,  whom  his  Majesty  obliged  to  pay  their  seve- 
nl  quotas  towards  filling  the  Thompson  purse. 

"  On  Mr.  G.  Thompson's  arrival  in  England,  he 
submitted  his  Majesty's  claims  before  a  duly  as- 
sembled meeting  of  the  proprietors,  at  which  it 
appeared,  by  the  outlines  of  the  debate  received 
by  the  mails,  that  Mr.  G.  Thompson  made  use  of 
sock  intemperate  and  indiscreet  language  as  to 
call  down  upon  him  the  severest  rebuke  from  the 
Chaiimsn,  Mr.  Shepherd.  By  the  same  mail  Mr. 
G.  Thompson  forwarded  to  the  King  a  newspaper, 
the  InMan  Advocate,  supposed  to  be  edited  by 
himself,  containing  a  full  report  of  a  totally  differ- 
ent Torsion  of  the  debate,  together  with  an  accom- 
panying letter  firom  himself,  wherein  he  claimed 
great  credit  for  his  complete  success,  and  re- 
minded his  Majesty  of  the  promised  remunera- 
tion fbr  the  same.  His  Majesty  was  at  the  Cootub, 
distant  twelve  miles  from  Delhi,  when  Mr.  Thomp- 
son's despatch  reached  him,  and  he  forthwith  or- 
dsred  a  royal  salute  to  be  fired  from  his  camp,  in 
cmnmemoration  of  Mr.  G.  Thompson's  victory !  I 
His  Ifi^iesty  furthermore  sent  an  express  to  Delhi, 
"  \  the  Nanr  of  the  Palace  to  report  to  the 
\  of  Palace  Guards  his  intention  to  fire 


a  royal  salute  from  the  palace  for  the  same  cause. 
The  commandant  explained  to  the  Nazir  that  his 
Majesty  must  be  under  considerable  misapprehen- 
sion, for  that  all  reports  of  the  debate  seen  by  him 
gave  quite  a  different  view  of  the  state  of  the  case. 
The  Nazir,  being  much  surprised,  suspended  the 
salute,  and  reported  accordingly  to  his  Mtgesty, 
who,  early  next  morning,  sent  his  Minister  with  a 
printed  newspaper,  received  firom  Mr.  George 
Thompson,  containing  this  very  peculiar  report  of 
the  debate.  The  l£nister  furthermore  detailed 
the  full  confirmation  of  his  success,  as  given  by 
Mr.  Thompson  in  his  accompanying  letter.  The 
newspaper  in  question  was  headed  by  sundry  cook- 
and-buU  mottoes,  such  as  "  liberty  to  slaves,"  ^., 
and  suchlike  trash.  All  of  which  the  commandant 
of  Palace  Guards,  most  fitithfully  translated  to  liis 
most  despotic  Majesty's  most  despotic  Minister, 
much  to  his  horror,  if  not  to  his  edification.  The 
Palace  salute  was  never  fired;  and  I  think  I  may 
safely  affirm  that  Mr.  G.  Thompson  never  pock- 
eted another  stiver  of  his  Majesty's  money.  [A 
laugh.]  The  above  detailed  fkcts  are  vividly  im- 
pressed on  my  memory,  and  I  give  them  without 
hesitation  as  they  occur  to  me. 

"  Other  copies  of  the  report  of  Mr.  Thomp- 
son's version  of  the  debate  were  also  sent  by 
him  to  natives  of  rank,  fifteen,  if  I  mistake  not,  in 
number,  probably  with  an  eye  to  their  becoming 
profitable  customers.  [A  laugh.]  The  King  hav- 
ing conferred  the  title  of  Ambassador  upon  Mr. 
G.  Thompson,  and  thereby  enlisted  him,  as  he 
imagined,  in  his  sole  employ,  was  much  surprised 
and  annoyed  on  finding  that  he  had  also  become 
the  paid  Agent  of  the  Rajah  of  Sattara.  His 
Majesty  was  also  much  annoyed  by  Mr.  G, 
Thompson,  soon  after  his  arrival  in  England,  for- 
warding repeated  demands  for  largo  sums  of  mo- 
ney said  to  be  required  for  copyists  ;  whereas  the 
100^  per  mensem  was,  under  Mr.  G.  Thompson's 
own  handwriting  in  his  agreement,  to  have  co- 
vered all  demands,  except  the  reward  for  ultimate 
success.  The  King's  reply  to  Mr.  Thompson's 
claim  to  a  reward  for  the  success  of  his  exertions 
was,  that  he  only  awaited  the  official  confirmation 
thereof,  to  evince  his  full  appreciation  in  a  pecu- 
niary form ;  which  confirmation,  I  need  hardly 
say,  never  came." 

He  (Mr.  Elliot)  would  now  state  that 
this  statement  was  given  to  him  hy  Cap- 
tain Angcio,  the  commandant  of  Palace 
Guards  at  the  time  these  occurrences  took 
place. 

Mr.  BERNAL  OSBORNE  :  Who  was 
the  writer  of  that  letter? 

Mr.  ELLIOT :  It  was  not  a  letter,  hut 
a  statement  which  he  (Mr.  Elliot)  received 
from  Captain  Angelo. 

Mr.  BERNAL  OSBORNE  :  I  want  to 
know  who  wrote  it. 

Mr.  ELLIOT  :  The  statement  was  writ- 
ten and  signed  by  Captain  Angelo  himself; 
and  if  the  hon.  Member  succeeded  in  ob- 
taining his  Committee,  the  gallant  officer 
would  be  prepared  to  substantiate  it.  He 
(Mr.  Elliot)  thought  he  had  now  given  fair 
proof  of  the  inaccuracy  of  the  hon.  Mem* 
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ber  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  but  he  bad  not 
yet  done  with  such  proof. 

The  hon.  Member,  in  the  speech  which 
he  made  in  this  House  on  the  6th  of  April, 
bad  given  the  House  to  understand  that 
the  Rajah  of  Sattara  had,  as  a  matter  of 
right,  succeeded  to  the  Raj.  He  had  dwelt 
much  on  his  descent  from  Seevajee,  and 
bad  endeavoured  to  persuade  hon.  Mem- 
bers, that  being  an  independent  prince  the 
British  Government  had  no  right  to  re- 
move him  from  his  throne.  Now,  how  did 
this  really  stand,  and  what  was  the  actual 
position  of  the  Rajah  ?  The  British  arms 
had  conquered  the  Mahratta  empire,  and 
the  British  Government  had  at  that  time 
a  perfect  right  to  dispose  of  the  whole 
country  as  they  might  think  best.  They 
might  have  retained  the  Sattara  territory 
in  their  own  hands,  or  they  might,  for 
political  or  other  reasons,  have  put  any 
one  or  no  one,  as  seemed  best  to  them- 
selves, on  the  throne.  Thus  situated, 
they  chose  to  place  Pertaub  Singh  in  pos- 
session of  that  Raj  :  no  doubt  they  may 
have  been  influenced  to  do  so  by  reasons 
of  policy,  and  a  desire  to  do  that  which 
they  considered  Jikely  to  be  agreeable  to 
the  Mahrattas;  but  be  (Mr.  Elliot)  would 
show  the  House  how  far  the  hon.  Member 
was  borne  out  in  his  statements  of  the 
claim  he  had  set  up  for  the  independence 
of  the  Rajah.  He  held  in  his  hand  the 
treaty  to  which  the  Rajah  subscribed  be- 
fore he  was  placed  on  the  Guddec,  and  he 
would  read  to  the  House  two  or  three  ar- 
ticles of  that  treaty  ;  hon.  Members  would 
then  form  their  own  judgment.     First — 

*'  The  Rajah,  for  himself  and  for  his  heirs  and 
his  successors,  engages  to  hold  the  territory  in 
subordinate  co-operation  with  the  British  Govern- 
ment, and  to  bo  guided  in  all  matters  by  the 
advice  of  the  British  agent  at  his  Highness's 
Court." 

He  (Mr.  Elliot)  wished  to  know  what  the 
words  **  subordinate  co-operation"  meant 
in  this  article  ?  and  how  it  was  that  he 
was  a  perfectly  independent  prince  when 
he  was  bound  to  do  nothing  without  the 
concurrence  and  approbation  of  the  British 
Resident  ?, 

Another  article,  the  fifth,  states  that — 
"  The  Rajah,  for  himself,  his  heirs  and  succes- 
sors, engages  to  forbear  from  all  intercourse  with 
foreign  Powers,  and  with  all  Sirdars,  Jagheerdars, 
Chiefs  and  Ministers,  and  all  persons  of  whatever 
description  who   are   not  by  the  above   articles 
rendered   subject  to   his    Higlmess's    authority. 
With  all  the  above  persons,    his  Highness,  for 
himself  and  his  heirs  and  successors,  engages  to  , 
have  no  connexion  or  correspondence  ;  any  affairs  ' 
that  may  arise  with  them  relating  to  his  Highness 


are  to  be  exdosively  conducted  by  the  British 
Government." 

And  he  must  now  request  the  particular 
attention  of  the  Hpuse  to  the  concluding 
paragraph  of  this  article,  which  he  thought 
could  not  fail  to  show  how  far  the  Rajah 
was  in  a  position  independent  of  the  British 
Government.  That  paragraph  was  as  fol- 
lows : — 

"  This  article  is  a  fundamental  condition  of  the 
present  agreement,  and  any  departure  from  it  on 
the  Rajah's  part  will  subject  him  to  the  loss  of  all 
the  advantages  he  may  gain  by  the  said  agree- 
ment." 

In  other  words,  would  subject  him  to  depo- 
sition. 

Now  what  is  the  Rajah's  case?  For 
several  years  after  he  was  placed  on  the 
Guddee,  he  conducted  himself  entirely  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  British  Government; 
and  they  in  their  turn  did  all  in  their 
power  to  evince  their  approbation  and  re- 
gard, by  such  attentions  and  marks  of 
courtesy  and  regard  as  arc  most  accept- 
able to  native  chiefs  or  princes.  Amongst 
other  things,  as  was  formerly  stated  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets, 
a  complimentary  address  and  a  sword  were 
sent  out  to  him  from  this  country. 

But  the  time  at  length  came  when  the 
Rajah,  having  fallen  into  the  hands  of  in- 
terested and  designing  men,  was  induced 
to  change  his  course,  and  to  enter  into  in- 
trigues which  could  only  lead  to  his  ruin. 
At  last  he  was  cliarged — first,  with  hold- 
ing an  intercourse  with  certain  persons  at 
the  Portuguese  settlement  of  Goa,  of  a  na- 
ture inimical  to  the  British  Government; 
next,  with  holding  similar  intercourse  with 
the  ex-Rajah  of  Nagpore,  and  latterly  with 
the  Government  of  Nepal,  where  he  was 
proved  to  have  an  agent,  though  that  Power 
was  on  the  brink  of  a  war  with  our  Go- 
vernment; and,  thirdly,  he  was  charged 
with  endeavouring  to  corrupt  three  native 
officers  belonging  to  the  23ra  Bombay  Na- 
tive Infantry. 

Now,  the  truth  of  all  these  charges  is 
denied  by  the  hon.  Member;  but  how  does 
he  endeavour  to  prove  his  case  ?  Does  he 
deny  that  there  is  ample  evidence  to  sub- 
stantiate their  truth  ?  No !  he  does  not 
follow  this  course,  because  he  knows  full 
well  that  there  is  much  more  than  ample 
evidence  to  prove  it ;  but  he  resorts  to  the 
old  Indian  expedient — an  expedient  prac- 
tised by  all  the  lowest  native  vakeels  or 
pleaders  in  India — of  calling  out  perjury 
against  every  witness,  and  forgery  against 
every  document.     Yes,  the  hon.  Member 
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does  not  lieutate  to  imitate  in  this  respect 
the  lowest  native  pleaders  in  the  lowest 
courts  of  justice  in  India,  in  a  custom  so 
common  amongst  that  class,  that  in  the 
jesr  1807»  if  he  (Mr.  Elliot)  rememhered 
ri||^tlj»  the  GoTemment  found  it  necessary 
to  pass  an  Act  declaring  that  no  charge  of 
peijnry  should  he  instituted,  unless  with 
the  sanction  of  the  judge  hefore  whom  the 
ease  was  tried. 

But  the  hon.  Memher  went  further — ^he 
was  not  content  to  charge  witnesses  with 
peijurj,  and  all  the  documents  as  heing 
forged;  hut  he  did  not  hesitate  to  accuse 
Sir  Rohert  Grant,  Colonel  Ovans,  Sir 
James  Camac,  and  the  memhers  of  their 
councils,  of  heing  all  so  influenced  hy  a 
desire  to  persecute  the  Rajah,  as  for  this 
object  to  become  suborners  of  perjury  and 
forgery!  The  Governor  General,  Lord 
Auckland,  and  all  the  Members  of  the  Su- 
nreme  Government  of  India — the  Court  of 
directors  and  the  Board  of  Control — may 
also  be  said  to  be  included  in  this  charge, 
as  also  of  having  come  to  a  decision  in  this 
case  without  doing  more  than  reading  the 
Minutes  of  Sir  Robert  Grant,  and  conse- 
quently without  understanding  the  case. 
He  (Mr.  Elliot)  would  again  ask  the  House 
if  it  was  not  monstrous,  that  any  hon. 
Gentleman  should  stand  up  in  this  House, 
and  bring  such  charges  as  these  against 
BQcb  men  ? 

The  hon.  Member,  having  followed  this 
course,  appealed,  when  last  he  addressed 
the  House  on  this  subject,  to  the  opinions 
of  two  persons,  and  two  persons  only, 
among  the  many  who  had  been'  employed 
in  this  inquiry  in  India.  The  first  of  these 
was  Mr.  Shakespear,  whom  he  justly  re- 
presented as  a  high-minded,  honourable 
man,  well  qualified  to  form  a  just  opinion 
in  a  case  of  this  sort.  The  hon.  Member 
could  not  be  more  desirous  than  he  (Mr. 
ElUot^  was  to  bear  testimony  to  Mr.  Shake- 

rir  s  high  character  and  abilities ;  but 
hon.  Member,  when  he  set  Mr.  Shake- 
spear's  opinion  so  prominently  before  the 
House,  was  bound  in  candour  to  tell  at 
wtM  time  the  Minute  containing  his  opin- 
ion was  written  ;  and  no  doubt  the  House 
would  now  be  somewhat  surprised  to  hear 
thai  Mr.  Shakespear  had  died  three  years 
before  the  investigation  into  the  Rajah*s 
ease  was  brought  to  a  conclusion. 

Mb.  THOMPSON :  I  only  referred  to 
Mr*  Shakespear  with  reference  to  the 
Aftrge  connected  with  the  Soobadars. 

Mb.  ELLIOT  did  not  care  to  what  the 
kin.  Member  referred.     He  quoted  Mr. 
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Shakespear  as  a  great  authority  in  this 
case,  and  he  did  not  think  it  necessary  to 
tell  the  House  that  Mr.  Shakespear  had 
died  three  years  before  the  case  was 
brought  to  a  conclusion.  He  would  now 
proceed  to  the  hon.  Member's  second  wit- 
ness, Colonel,  now  General,  Lodwick.  Co- 
lonel Lodwick  was  Resident  at  Sattara  prior 
to  the  commencement  of  the  inquiry,  and 
was  afterwards  joined  with  Mr.  Willough- 
by,  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  Bombay,  and  Colonel  Ovans, 
then  Quartermaster-General  of  the  Army, 
in  a  Commission,  of  which,  being  senior 
officer.  Colonel  Lodwick  was  president, 
to  investigate  the  charges  against  the 
Rajah.  Colonel  Lodwick  then,  having 
held  these  high  and  responsible  offices, 
is,  as  the  House  was  informed  by  the 
Hon.  Member  on  the  6th  of  April  last, 
ready  to  appear  before  a  Committee  of 
this  House,  to  bear  his  testimony  in  favour 
of  the  Rajah.  Sir,  whenever  I  see  General 
Lodwick  in  that  position,  I  will  believe 
that  this  is  possible;  but  till  then  the  hon. 
Member  must  excuse  me  if  I  refuse  to  be- 
lieve that  any  British  officer  will  ever  be 
found  to  place  himself  in  so  extraordinary 
a  position  as  the  gallant  officer  would  be 
in  were  he  so  to  act.  He  (Mr.  Elliot) 
would  now  read  to  the  House,  first,  a  part 
of  the  evidence  given  by  Colonel  Lodwick, 
as  president,  before  the  Commission  as- 
sembled at  Sattara ;  and,  next,  a  part  of 
the  report,  which  he,  as  president  of  that 
Commission,  had  signed.  This  is  his  evi- 
dence:— 

**  In  the  month  of  June,  1836,  it  came  to  my 
knowledge  that  his  Highness  had  appointed  an 
agent  to  proceed  to  England,  to  represent  his 
claims  to  the  Home  authorities.  Requesting  an 
interview,  I  pointed  out  the  improprietj  of  this, 
as  ho  had  not  consulted  me  on  tho  subject,  as  I 
conceive  he  was  hound  to  do  by  the  treaty ;  and 
as  tho  right  hon.  the  Governor  had  at  that  period 
assured  his  Highness  that  his  case  was  before 
him,  and  that  no  delay  would  take  place  in  sub- 
mitting his  case  to  the  Court  of  Directors,  and 
that  eventually  every  consideration  should  be  paid 
to  his  case,  from  that  period  an  almost  hostile 
disposition  had  been  evinced  towards  me  by  his 
Highness,  and  he  now  scarcely  ever  consults  me 
on  any  subject,  and  acts  as  he  pleases,  as  if  he 
were  independent  of  tho  treaty  and  all  control." 

Colonel  Lodwick  is  then  asked — 

"The  British  Government  raised  the  Rajah 
from  a  prison  to  a  throne;  do  you  think  he  is  now 
or  has  ever  been  embued  with  those  feelings  of 
gratitude  and  attachment  natural  to  a  person  so 
situated  ? " 

Colonel  Lodwick  answers — • 

"  Whenever  I  have  treated  on  the  subject  to  his 
Highness,  which  has  frequently  been  tho  case,  ho 
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has  always  expressed  gratitude  to  the  British  Go- 
vernment ;  but  latterly  his  conduct  has  certainly 
not  corresponded  with  his  professions ;  he  con- 
siders himself  an  injured  prince ;  this  I  attribute 
to  his  having  a  few  interested  and  bad  advisers, 
who  never  transact  business  with  me,  but  have 
unbounded  influence  over  his  Highness's  mind, 
which  I  conceive  to  be  exceedingly  weak.  His 
Highness  is  more  gratified  by  flattery  than  com- 
mon sense.  Balla  Sahib,  and  Nana  Sahib,  who 
have  always  been  the  medium  of  communication 
between  the  Rajah  and  the  Resident,  appear  to 
me  to  have  lost  their  influence ;  and  on  several 
occasions  when  I  explained  to  them  the  mistakes 
his  Highness  committed,  in  not  consulting  the 
Resident,  they  appeared  perfectly  sensible  as  to 
the  fact,  but  admitted  they  had  but  little  influence 
over  the  Rajah." 

Question — 

"  In  what  way  does  his  Highness  consider  him- 
self to  be  an  injured  prince  ?  " 

Colonel  Lodwick  answers — 

"  In  not  having  his  claims  above  alluded  to 
instantly  attended  to  by  the  British  Government, 
and  on  being  prevented  by  the  Resident  from  op- 
pressing his  Jagheerdars,  who  were,  equally  with 
himself,  under  the  protection  and  guarantee  of 
the  British  Government." 

Again,  lower  down.  Colonel  Lodwick  was 
asked — 

"  The  Commission  believe  that,  up  to  a  very  late 
period,  the  authorities  in  this  country,  and  in  Eng- 
land, have  been  led  to  form  a  very  favourable 
opinion  of  the  character  and  conduct  of  his 
Highness  the  Rajah;  can  you  account  for  tho 
change   that   unhappily    seems    to    have  taken 


Answer — 

"  I  attribute  it  to  his  having  attached  himself  to 
two  persons  in  particular,  Bulwunt  Ron  Chitnaees, 
and  Abba  Parisnees,  who  are  generally  reputed 
to  be  corrupt.  They  arc  in  his  full  confidence, 
and  they  abuse  it,  and  it  has  long  been  the  general 
opinion  at  Sattara  that  they  would  bo  the  cause 
of  his  ruin." 

Further  down  Colonel  Lodwick  is  again 
asked — 

"  Are  you  intimately  acquainted  with  the  per- 
son whose  evidence  was  taken  at  the  last  day's 
meeting,  whose  name  has  not  been  recorded  ?  " 

Answer — 

"  I  have  been  very  intimate  with  him  since  I 
have  been  at  Sattara,  whenever  he  visits  the 
plaoe  ;  and,  from  his  extremely  high  character  and 
influence  over  the  Rajah,  I  have  been  enabled  to 
carry  points  and  settle  disputes  which  I  should 
hardly  have  been  able  to  effect  without  him. 

Question — 

*«  From  your  knowledge  of  his  character,  have 
70a  full  confidence  in  his  veracity  ?" 

Anawer — 

"  Yes,  I  have,  as  far  as  in  any  native  of  India  I 

'"^  ever  known.    His  former  intimacy  with,  and 

'^^dfince  reposed  by  most  eminent  men,  now 

luro  the  best  proofs  of  his  high  char- 


This  was  the  evidence  on  oath  given  by  Co- 
lonel Lodwick  before  the  Commission,  in  his 
capacity  of  Resident.  He  (Mr.  Elliot)  would 
now  proceed  to  read  the  findiog  of  the  Com- 
mission, of  which  Colonel  Lodwick  was 
chairman,  upon  the  charge  of  the  Rajah 
having  been  engaged  in  an  attempt  to 
corrupt  and  seduce  from  their  allegiance 
three  native  officers  of  the  Bombay  23rd 
Regiment  of  Native  Infantry.  Here  is 
the  paragraph  containing  the  opinion  of 
the  Committee  on  that  charge  : — 

"  Wo  do  not  consider  it  to  come  within  our 
province  to  enter  upon  the  grave  and  important 
questions  as  to  how  his  Highness' s  conduct 
should  be  noticed.  He  has  acted  most  culpably, 
and  his  guilt  is  enhanced  by  the  impoi^ant  benefits 
he  has  received  from  the  British  Government. 
However  ill  directed,  his  aim  was  certainly  to- 
wards that  part  of  our  system  which  constitutes 
either  our  greatest  strength  or  weakness ;  but  we 
trust  that,  as  far  as  the  magnitude  of  the  interests 
involved  in  this  question  will  admit,  his  conduct 
may  be  mercifully  considered." 

He  (Mr.  Elliot)  was  aware  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  had  stated, 
that  General  Lodwick  now  said  he  never 
regretted  anything  so  much  as  having 
signed  that  report.  Very  likely  it  might 
be  so — but  he  (Mr.  Elliot)  would  call  it  to 
the  attention  of  the  House,  that  Colonel 
Lodwick  was  the  hon.  Member's  own  wit- 
ness; and  that  here,  first  in  his  sworn 
evidence,  he  gives  you  the  real  reasons 
why  the  Rajah  was  hastening  to  his  ruin, 
namely,  that  he  had  yielded  himself  up  to 
the  guidance  of  intriguing  and  interested 
men — that  he  was  a  man  of  weak  intellect 
— and  that,  like  other  native  princes,  ho 
was  open  io  flattery,  and  inflated  with 
notions  of  his  own  consequence.  Here, 
then,  are  the  causes  of  the  commencement 
of  his  misfortunes,  which  were  only  brought 
to  completion  when  he  fell  into  the  hands 
of  European  agents. 

In  order  that  the  House  might  judge  of 
the  powers  of  the  Rajah's  mind,  he  (Mr. 
Elliot)  would  read  to  the  House  a  part  of 
the  deposition,  before  the  Commission,  of 
the  witness  whom  Colonel  Lodwick  de- 
scribes as  so  respectable  and  trustworthy 
a  man  in  the  evidence  I  have  just  read. 
This  witness  says — 

"  I  believe  the  Rajah  to  be  mad.  About 
six  months  ago,  a  man  named  Dlxshut  informed 
his  Highness  that  he  would  introduce  him  to  the 
ghost  of  his  deceased  Dewan  (minister).  His 
Highness,  with  four  or  five  other  persons  having 
assembled  together,  Dixshut  went  into  another 
room  and  sent  the  ghost  to  the  Rajah.  The  pre- 
tended ghost  sat  down  and  conversed  with  his 
Highness  for  about  three  hours.  His  Highness 
informed  me  of  this  hixnidf ;  and  whfia  I  told  lum 
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he  had  heen  deoeired  ho  denied  it,  and  said  he 
must  giro  tho  ghost  a  dinner.  [^4  laugh.]  lie 
has  given  Dixshut  9,000  rupees  on  account  of 
this  ghost.  Ahont  six  months  ago,  he  also  told 
ioB  that  a  sword  belonging  to  the  Bhonslah  had 
been  sent  to  him,  which  had  the  virtuo  of  ap- 
nriaiag  the  possessor  whether  what  he  took  in 
nand  would  succeed  or  fail,  by  turning  either  to 
thd  right  or  left." 

This,  then,  is  the  character  given  of 
the  power  of  the  Rajah's  intellect  by  the 
person  whom  the  hon.  Member's  own  wit- 
ness. Colonel  Lodwick,  represents  to  be  a 
tmstworthjman;  and  he  (Mr.  Elliot)  would 
fiaj  a  more  proper  subject  for  the  designs 
and  intrigues  of  ill-disposed  men  could 
scarcely  he  found. 

He  (Mr.  Elliot)  must  say  one  word 
more  as  to  General  Lodwick  and  his  evi- 
dence. He  had  already  said  he  would  not 
believe  that  any  British  officer  would  come 
befbre  a  Committee  of  this  House  to  de- 
clare exactly  the  reverse  of  what  he  had 
deposed  to  upon  oath  elsewhere;  but,  sup- 
posing such  a  thing  possible — supposing 
General  Lodwick  were  to  follow  this 
course,  then  he  (Mr.  Elliot)  would  have 
no  difficulty  in  deciding  to  which  to  give 
credit.  If  General  Lodwick  appeared  to 
giTC  evidence  here,  contrary  to  what  Co- 
lonel Lodwick  had  given  before  the  Com- 
mission, then  he  (Mr.  Elliot)  would  be 
compelled  to  give  a  preference  to  the  evi- 
dence given  on  oath  by  Colonel  Lodwick, 
at  a  time  when  everything  was  fresh  in  his 
mind  and  recollection,  and  when  speaking 
under  the  heavy  responsibility  of  his  public 
position,  to  any  contradictory  statement  he 
might  now  make  after  his  removal  from 
his  appointment. 

These,  then,  are  the  two  witnesses  tho 
hon.  Member  calls  to  support  his  case.  Mr. 
Shakespear,  who  died  three  years  before 
the  inquiry  terminated,  and  Colonel  Lod- 
wick, who  has  now  been  shown  to  have 
given  the  strongest  opinions  against  tho 
Rajah  at  the  time  he  was  engaged  in  tlie 
high  and  responsible  situations  both  of  Re- 
sident and  of  President  of  the  Com- 
mission. 

But  he  (Mr.  Elliot)  would  refer  to 
other  authorities  equally  honourable  and 
eanally  qualified  to  give  an  opinion  as  ]ilr. 
Shakespear,  even  had  his  report  been  made 
at  the  conclusion  of  the  inquiry. 

He  would  first  name  Mr.  Robertson,  at 
that  time  a  Member  of  the  Supreme  Go- 
yemment  of  India,  and  who  afterwards 
sncceeded  Lord  Metcalfe  as  Lieutenant 
Ch>vemor  of  Agra.  Mr.  Robertson  is  a 
gntlemaa  who^  having  heen  brought  up 


in  the  judicial  lino  of  the  civil  service, 
had  passed  through  all  the  grades  of  that 
line,  and  had  finally  filled  the  situation  of 
a  judge  of  the  S udder  Dewannee  Adauluts, 
or  head  native  court  of  justice  in  Bengal. 
This  being  the  highest  judicial  situation  to 
which  any  servant  of  the  Company  can 
attain,  Mr.  Robertson  was,  then,  a  persdti 
well  calculated  to  form  a  judgment  in  a 
case  of  this  description.  He  had,  from 
his  youth  upwards,  been  accustomed  to  sit 
in  courts  of  justice,  and  to  weigh  and  sift 
native  evidence ;  and  he  had  besides  held 
political  offices  which  gave  him  an  insight 
into  the  intrigues  and  customs  of  native 
courts.  Now,  what  says  Mr*  Robertson  ? 
He  is  now  in  England,  and  he  (Mr.  Elliot) 
is  authorised  by  that  gentleman  to  state 
that  he  never  took  more  pains  to  make 
himself  master  of  any  case  that  had  ever 
come  before  him  in  his  judicial  capacity--^ 
that  he  made  notes  and  memoranda  of  the 
whole  evidence;  and,  indeed,  his  minute  in 
this  blue  book  shows  this  to  have  been  the 
case — and  that  he  can  safely  say  he  never 
remembers  passing  sentence  upon  any  man 
of  whose  guilt  he  was  more  thoroughly 
satisfied  than  he  was  of  that  of  the  Rajah, 
or  of  the  entire  justice  of  the  order  by 
which  the  Rajah  of  Sattara  was  deposed. 

But  is  Mr.  Robertson's  a  soHtary  opin- 
ion ?  Not  at  all :  he  (Mr.  Elliot)  would,  if 
it  were  not  from  an  unwillingness  to 
fatigue  the  IIouso,  read  part  of  the  minutes 
of  Mr.  Bird,  who,  like  Mr.  Robertson, 
having  been  employed  in  the  judicial  ser- 
vice of  the  East  India  Company  during  a 
long  life,  had  subsequently  passed  into  the 
Supreme  Council.  Mr.  Bird's  convictions 
of  the  justice  of  this  proceeding  were  as 
strong  as  Mr.  Robertson's,  he  from  his 
education  and  habits  being  also  peculiarly 
fitted  to  form  a  judgment  on  such  a  case. 

Again,  General  Morison,  then  a  Member 
of  the  Supreme  Government,  and  now  a 
Member  of  this  House,  has  recorded  his 
sentiments  as  strongly  as  his  colleagues ; 
and  he  (Mr.  Elliot)  will  be  bound  to  say, 
that  in  every  instance,  if  hon.  Members 
could  read  the  minutes  of  the  distinguished 
persons  whom  the  hon.  Member  has  at- 
tacked, whether  at  Bombay  or  in  Bengal, 
they  would  be  struck,  not  only  with  the 
clear  and  able  manner  in  which  they  are 
drawn  up,  but  also  by  the  strong  and 
anxious  desire  they  evince  throughout  to 
deal  leniently  and  kindly  by  the  Rajah. 

The  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets has  complained  that  the  Rajah  has 
been  condemned  without  a  trial.  Why, 
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system  of  espionage — a  sort  of  political  in- 
quisition— for  the  purpose  of  endeavouring, 
by  means  of  rewards,  to  procure  evidence 
against  the  Rajah.  He  knew  the  defence 
that  would  be  set  up  for  Colonel  Ovans. 
It  would  be  said  that  the  250  rupees  which 
he  authorised  to  be  paid  Rowlheli  were 
for  his  expenses;  but  every  one  who  knew 
India  know  that  so  large  a  sum  was  enough 
to  make  a  man  in  that  country  comfort- 
able for  life.  He  would  now  proceed  with 
another  charge.  Evidence  had  been  ob- 
tained against  the  Rajah  by  duress  and 
imprisonment.  In  July,  1837,  Govind 
Row  had  been  arrested,  and  had  been 
sent  to  Poonah,  from  whence  he  had 
been  transferred  to  Ahmednugger,  and 
imprisoned,  and  while  he  was  impri- 
soned there  a  paper  had  been  procured 
from  him  purporting  to  implicate  the  Ra- 
jah. It  had  been  said  that  the  friends 
of  the  Rajah  had  accused  Mr.  Hutt,  the 
magistrate  at  Ahmednugger,  of  extorting 
this  evidence.  The  friends  of  the  Rajah 
had  made  no  such  accusation;  they  had 
never  at  all  reflected  on  the  character  of 
Mr.  Hutt.  All  he  had  been  called  upon 
to  do  had  been  to  receive  the  confession 
which  he  (Mr.  G.  Thompson)  contended 
had  been  extorted  from  Govind  Row.  It 
had  been  said  that  the  truth  of  the  con- 
fession of  Govind  Row  had  been  proved 
bj  the  circumstance  that  his  mother  had 
in  Sattara  made  a  confession,  which  cor- 
roborated in  every  particular  the  statement 
made  by  Govind  Row  at  Ahmednugger; 
but  Govind  Row  had  in  1842  petitioned 
that  House,  and  had  stated  that  he  had 
been  confined  at  Ahmednugger  in  a  low 
and  dirty  room,  and  that  while  so  confined 
his  uncle  had  come  to  him  and  told  him 
that  his  life  would  be  in  danger  by  adher- 
ing to  the  truth,  and  that  it  would  be  far 
better  for  him  to  admit  in  writing  that 
which  the  Bombay  Government  wished 
him  to  tell  against  his  master.  Now,  the 
Parliamentary  Papers  proved  that  Colonel 
Ovans  had  recommended  the  removal  of 
Govind  Row  to  Ahmednugger,  in  order 
that  his  mother  and  his  friends  might  be 
induced,  by  the  hope  of  procuring  his  re- 
lease, to  come  forward  and  state  all  they 
knew  concerning  the  Rajah.  This  'he  (Mr. 
Thompson)  contended  was  procuring  evi- 
dence against  the  Rajah  by  duress  and  im- 
prisonment. If  a  Committee  were  granted, 
he  would  undertake  to  prove  that  the  only 
petition  presented  to  the  British  Govern- 
ment was  by  the  mother  of  Govind  Row, 
9eekmg  the  release  of  her  son,  who  was 


then  imprisoned.  That  petition  was  for- 
warded to  the  Government  on  the  4th  of 
August,  by  Colonel  Ovans,  and  eventually 
complied  with.  A  false  petition  was  sent 
to  the  Government  of  Bombay.  Colonel 
Lodwick  was  removed  from  Sattara  for 
the  sole  |>urpose  of  being  succeeded  by 
Colonel  Ovans,  in  order  that  the  writer  of 
this  petition  might  be  discovered.  The 
actual  writer  of  the  petition  communicated 
with  Colonel  Ovans  a  very  short  time  after 
he  had  been  at  Sattara,  informing  him 
that  he  had  forged  the  petition.  \^An. un- 
successful attempt  was  here  made  to  count 
out  the  House,]  The  nature  of  the  charges 
he  had  to-night  made  against  Colonel  Ovans 
were  well  known  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  (Sir  J.  Hobhouse);  and  he  (Mr. 
Thompson)  considered  that  in  justice  to 
Colonel  Ovans — in  justice  to  the  profes- 
sion of  which  that  gallant  officer  was  a 
member — in  justice  to  the  Government  of 
this  country  and  of  India — and  in  justice 
to  himself  (Mr.  Thompson),  by  whom  these 
charges  had  been  preferred — a  fair  and  full 
investigation  ought  to  be  granted.  He  (Mr. 
Thompson)  might  prefer,  and  believed  he 
could  substantiate,  many  other  charges 
against  Colonel  Ovans,  besides  those  to 
which  he  had  to-night  referred;  but  ho 
would  not  longer  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House,  for  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet would  assent  to  the  appointment  of 
the  Committee  for  which  he  had  moved. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  refused  to 
grant  that  Committee,  he  (Mr.  Thompson) 
would  throw  himself  upon  the  candour  and 
justice  of  the  House,  and  would  entreat 
them  to  afford  him  an  opportunity  of  prov- 
ing his  charges,  and  to  give  to  Colonel 
Ovans — to  the  Members  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government — ^and  to  the  gentlemen  con- 
nected with  the  East  India  Company — an 
opportunity  of  explaining  their  conduct 
with  regard  to  the  transactions  to  which 
he  had  referred. 

Mr.  ELLIOT  said,  that  having  passed 
the  greater  portion  of  his  life  in  India,  he 
trusted  he  might  be  allowed  to  offer  a  few 
observations  on  the  subject  now  under  con- 
sideration— that,  if  he  ventured  to  obtrude 
himself  upon  the  House,  it  was  because  he 
naturally  felt  a  strong  and  lively  interest 
in  the  welfare  and  happiness  of  the  people 
of  that  country. 

Before  entering  upon  the  subject  itself 
he  begged  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  extraordinary  course  pur- 
sued by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  (Mr.  Thompson).     Early  in  the 
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Session  ihe  hon.  Member  had  thought 
proper  to  give  notice  of  a  Motion,  tlie  ob- 
ject of  which  was  stated  to  be  to  inquire 
into  the  conduct  of  the  Governments  of 
India,  and  the  Court  of  Directors  of  the 
East  India  Company,  in  respect  to  their 
proceedings  in  regard  to  the  Rajah  of  Sat- 
tara.  That  Motion  was  brought  on  late 
on  the  night  of  the  6th  April.  The  hon. 
Member  made  his  speech,  in  which  ho  did 
not  hesitate  to  bring  forward  charges  of 
a  most  disgraceful  and  heinous  nature, 
against  almost  every  public  ( fficer  who  had 
been  engaged  in  the  inquiry  into  the  case 
of  the  Rajah  of  Sattara,  both  in  India  and 
in  this  country.  His  hon.  Friend  tho  late 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Control  (Mr.  C. 
Lewis)  replied  to  that  speech,  when,  owing 
to  the  lateness  of  the  hour,  the  debate  was 
adjourned.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets,  having  thus  placed  his 
charges  in  the  bitterest  form  before  the 
pnbliCy  took  care  his  Motion  should  not 
come  on  again  for  discussion,  by  fixing  it 
for  the  following  Friday,  and  then,  from 
one  Friday  to  another,  until  at  last  he 
allowed  it  to  drop;  knowing  full  well  that, 
by  thus  keeping  it  fixed  for  a  Government 
night,  the  poison  he  had  circulated  must 
remain  uncontradicted.  Soon  after  this 
the  hon.  Member  placed  a  fresh  notice  on 
the  Paper,  in  which,  for  the  first  time,  he 
included  Colonel  Ovans's  name  amongst 
those  whom  he  had  determined  to  attack. 
By  adopting  this  course  tho  hon.  Member 
entitled  himself  to  make  two  speeches 
against  those  to  whom  he  was  opposed,  be- 
fore those  hon.  Members  who  were  desirous 
to  defend  the  accused  were  able  to  reply 
to  his  first  attack.  He  (Mr.  Elliot)  con- 
sidered this  a  most  unfair  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding; but  what  would  the  House  think, 
after  hearing  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to-night,  when  he  (Mr.  Elliot)  told 
those  who  heard  him,  that  though  the  hon. 
Member  had  once  more  charged  Colonel 
Ovans  with  conduct  which,  if  true,  would 
prove  him  to  be  utterly  unworthy  of  the 
honourable  character  he  so  justly  bears,  he 
had  not  had  tho  candour  to  state,  that 
since  the  hon.  Member  last  addressed  the 
House,  Colonel  Ovans  had  furnished  a  full 
explanation  of  his  conduct  in  reference  to 
the  twelve  charges  brought  against  him  by 
the  hon.  Member,  and  that  that  explana- 
tion contained  complete  refutations  of  every 
one  of  them;  the  hon.  Member  knowing 
.full  well  that  the  length  of  those  expla- 
nations made  it  impossible  for  him  (Mr. 
Elliot)  to  attempt  to  read  them  to  the 


House.  In  asking  for  this  Committee, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  at  all  events  suc- 
ceeded in  one  thing :  he  had  plainly  sho¥m, 
that  for  any  Committee  of  this  House  to 
investigate  this  case  was  impossible;  by 
his  own  showing,  it  would  be  impossible 
to  obtain  such  evidence  as  would  be  neces- 
sary for  such  a  purpose.  The  hon.  Member 
first  accused  Colonel  Ovans  of  such  crimes 
as  systematic  subornation  of  perjury,  and 
of  being  privy  to  the  production  of  docu- 
ments he  knew  to  be  forged  —  Colonel 
Ovans,  an  officer  of  the  highest  possible 
character,  who,  in  every  situation  he  has 
held,  has  been  so  fortunate  as  to  obt«n 
the  marked  approbation  of  the  Govern- 
ments ho  has  served;  and  in  no  instances 
more  than  whilst  filling  the  offices,  first, 
of  Commissioner  to  investigate  the  case  of 
the  Rajah  of  Sattara;  and,  subsequently, 
of  Resident  at  the  Court  of  that  Prince. 
Having  in  theso  capacities  received  the 
most  strongly  expressed  approbation  of 
three  Governments  of  Bombay  ;  of  two 
Governors  General,  and  the  Members  of 
the  Supreme  Council ;  of  the  Court  of  Di- 
rectors, and  of  three  Boards  of  Control; 
Colonel  Ovans,  being  a  subordinate  officer, 
and  acting  under  the  orders  and  authority 
of  the  Government  of  Bombay ;  it  is  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member — nine  years 
having  passed — to  arraign  him  before  a 
Committee  of  this  House.  This  he  (Mr. 
Elliot)  believed  to  be  an  unheard-of  pro- 
position —  such  as  ho  felt  assured  this 
House  would  never  consent  to.  But  were 
there  no  other  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
such  an  inquiry  ?  Why,  if  a  Committee 
were  appointed,  it  would  occupy  five  or  six 
years  before  their  labours  could  terminate; 
and,  after  all,  no  satisfactory  result  could 
be  obtained.  Two  of  the  persons  accused. 
Sir  Robert  Grant  and  Sir  James  Camac, 
were  gone  to  another  world.  The  Rajah 
and  his  successor  were  also  dead.  Wit- 
nesses must  bo  summoned  from  India ; 
and,  in  short,  the  inquiry,  to  say  nothing 
of  its  injustice,  would  be  endless. 

He  (Mr.  Elliot)  conceived  that  in  bring- 
ing forward  charges  such  as  theso,  and 
in  asking  the  House  to  take  so  extra- 
ordinary a  course  as  was  asked  for  by 
the  hon.  Member,  he  was  bound  to  show 
that  ho  was  free  from  all  personal  in- 
terest in  this  matter  —  that  he  was  free 
from  all  feeling  of  animosity  towards 
those  accused — that  he  was  entirely  free 
from  all  pecuniary  interest  in  the  success 
of  his  Motion ;  and,  above  aU,  that  his 
accuracy  was  such  as  to  give  the  House 
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oerUinlj,  if  the  Iiob.  MemW  meant  that 
he  had  not  heen  hrooght  as  a  criminal 
hefore  a  court  ^  justice,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  groond  for  his  assertion ;  bat  if 
the  hoB.  Memher  has  picked  np  any  in- 
farmatinn  about  the  natiTes  daring  his  stay 
im  India,  he  knows  as  well  as  he  (Mr. 
Sffiot)  did  tiiat  the  greatest  indignity  the 
Ckurmmient  eoold  have  pat  upon  the 
Bajah  would  haje  been  to  hare  dragged 
him  before  a  court  of  justice.  He  ought  to 
know,  that  even  to  summon  the  Rajah  as 
a  witness  in  a  court  of  justice  would  have 
been  an  indignity,  according  to  the  notions 
of  tiie  natiTes  of  India,  such  as  the  Go- 
▼eRUBent  could  not  hare  put  up<m  him. 

But,  had  it  been  possible  to  pursue 
soeh  a  course,  it  would  hare  been  inap- 
pKeaUe  to  ^  present  case,  which  is  one 
of  a  pofitieal  and  Bot  of  a  nsdicial  chazae- 
Isr.  A  sdbordSttale  State  m  aBiance  with 
At  Britnk  GoTotMssnt  k  taxed  with  a 
btsaah  of  trsaly»  aad  of  pursttag  a  course 
«i*  o^f  k  HoklkMi  of  ^  treaty,  but  of 
%  dfarecw  heelile  nalurow  <dad  of  so  ren- 
dMif  ifes  lU^  Habfew  wder  a  ^tecific 
sibuSrtQa  of  ti*  tsrsafty,  la  depoeitioB. 

TW  hoia.  MevAer  ha»  trisd  to  show  that 
tile  eouwe  pursued  towards  tiie  Rajah 
ilfiyMce  ftoM  Aal  pursstod  in  similar  cases; 
bill  Ak  k  dSitee^y  ^  reterse  of  the 
tmlbi.  The  savteeouiee  has  not  only  been 
yursued  iik  tk*  casta  of  other  States,  but 
1%  it  aoluality  tiltt  tourst  adc^ted  by  the 
^vtvwMtal  Itwardi  its  owuatrraats,  how- 
^Ntr  bight  tr  JBtliitfUishtd  their  position. 
hft  att  tastt  whtre  Minmtnoy  is  charged 
t^punsl  a<H>f^  strraal,  a  vommission  is  ap- 
pgiikltd  It  invtt^jEtlt  the  charges  brought 
Htftiiisl  bki  ta  ^  spot  Thera  is  a  spe- 
t3k  fijgAlitai  of  tiltt  ladiaa  QoTemment 
twnnribtag  ^^  i*^o<^  ^  inquiry.  [Eere 
Jfr«  TkmmiimJkfokkkskmuL]  The  hon. 
Mto^btr  4akta  hit  head;  but  he  (Mr. 
ItUitl)  ayptatsd  W  two  ban.  I>irectors  of 
^  liaiMt  Difdia  Cos^aay,  whom  he  saw 
<^pp«^lili^  li>  s«^  if  ho  was  not  correct.  [Mr. 
Pvm^H  ami  2^  J^aiaa  Hoeo:  Hear, 
httr  •]  A^d  the  oaty  diibreaoe  is,  that  in 
tJW  v<kM)^of  tho  HiMah  ho  was  altowed  to  re- 
UM^  \Mi  th^  !ftpo4  auriug  the  investigati<m, 
%bMKva»  iu  thai  of  a  oivil  servant  he  would 
W  v^MMs^vod  ^NMM  tho  statioii  whtfo  ho  has 
by<»u  tu  ^^Uwri^v  ;  bgoau««h  it  ia  justly  be- 
WivUi  UiAi  w  loo^  aii  the  uattvea  siq»pose 
i(^  HK\v  \uU  vsMktiuiAt  to  o^troiat  that 
D  :ivH4Vv%  (hc^  w^HAld  withhold  att  in^Ns 
k  \ikk^  %}^fi  ^  hk^  to  tett  against 

tWf  \Hf.  liiM)  v)<>^  S90^.  he  had 


justice  had  been  thus  inflicted  on  the  ac- 
cused. The  Rajah,  then,  had  this  great 
advantage,  that  he  was  allowed  to  remain 
on  the  spot,  and  to  avail  himself  of  that 
influence  which  would  have  been  denied  to 
a  gentleman  being  a  civil  servant  of  the 
Company.  Instead,  then,  of  there  having 
been  no  trial,  his  case  had  undergone  the 
strictest  inquiry,  and  had  been  thoroughly 
sifted  by  men  most  competent  to  form  a 
correct  judgment  on  its  merits,  no  pains 
being  spared  to  arrive  at  the  truth. 

In  cases,  also,  where  the  head  native 
oflicer  of  one  of  our  courts  is  accused  of 
baring  been  concerned  with  his  chief  in 
conduct  which  would  warrant  an  inquiry, 
a  similar  course  would  be  pursued  towards 
him.     He  (Mr.  Elliot)  therefore  thought 
he  had  sufficiently  shown  that  there  was 
nothing  unusual  in  the  mode  of  inquiry 
adopted  in  this  case,   and  that  he  had 
in  this    instance    again    established  the 
inaccuracy  of  the  hon.   Member.      Now 
he  would  be  glad  to  know  how  a   Com- 
mittee of  this  House  would  deal    with 
a  case  of  this  sort.    He  warned  the  House 
that  they  would  bitterly  repent  the  day 
when  such   a  course   should  be  taken : 
two  of  the  accused  Governors  were  dead; 
the  Rajah  himself  and  his  successor  were 
dead.     The  witnessess  (those  who   may 
yet  be  alive)  are  in  India,  and  speak  a 
language   nobody  in  this  House   under- 
stands.    The  Members  of  the  Committee 
would  be  totally  ignorant  of  the  habits 
and  customs  of  the  people  with  whom  they 
would  have  to  deal.     It  would  be  an  in- 
quiry of  five  or  six  years'  duration,  and  at- 
tended with  an  enormous  expense,  and  no 
possible  good  would  result  from  it;  whilst, 
on  the  contrary,  he  (Mr.  Elliot)  was  sure 
that  it  was  a  course  more  calcidated  than 
any  other  to  entail  the  greatest  imagin- 
able calamity  on  the  natives   of  India. 
Why,  what,  he  asked,  had  been  the  Rajah 
of  Sattara's  greatest  misfortune  ?     It  was 
that  he  had  first  fallen  into  the  hands  of 
designing  men  of  his  own  countnr;  and 
then  his  ruin  was  completed  by  the  em- 
ployment of  European  agents.     It  is  well 
known  to  every  man  who  has  been  long 
in  India,  that  for  a  rich  native  to  fall  into 
the  hands  of  unauthorised  European  agents 
is  the  never-fsiling  road  to  his  ruin;  and^ 
when  he  (Mr.  Elliot)  said  this,  his  opinion 
did  not  stand  single  or  alone.     He  held  in 
his  hands  the  recorded  opinions  of  the 
highest  authorities  on  this  subject,  which 
he  only  wished  he  had  time  to  read  to  the 
Houee:  he  should,  howerer,  content  him*. 
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self  with  naming  a  few.  First,  there  was 
a  warning  from  Mr.  Mountstuart  Elphin- 
atone,  when  he  placed  this  unfortunate 
prince  upon  the  throne,  in  which  he  urged 
turn  to  heware  of  ever  falling  into  this 
snare. 

The  hon.  Memher  had  quoted  Sir  John 
Malcolm  as  a  great  authority,  and  he  was 
right  in  doing  so :  he  held  in  his  hand  a 
ease  somewhat  similar  to  the  present,  in 
which  Sir  John  Malcolm  had  hecn  offi- 
ciailj  engaged,  and  in  which  he  ex- 
presses his  conviction  that  the  interfe- 
rence of  unauthorised  Europeans  in  the 
affairs  of  native  princes  and  chiefs  is  the 
greatest  calamity  that  can  hefall  them;  his 
words 


'*  Thii  there  exists  not,  amongst  the  difficulties 
whieh  most  ever  attend  the  administration  of  the 
empire,  one  more  likely  to  promote  general  corrup- 
tion and  intrigue,  or  whieh  is  more  calculated 
to  hurry  princes  and  chie&  to  their  ruin,  than 
that  impression  which  low  and  interested  men 
eraate  and  maintain,  of  their  being  able  to  ap- 
peal in  political  matters  beyond  the  local  govem- 
meskt  under  whom  they  are  placed." 

Sir  James  Camac  had  also  placed  a  similar 
opinion  on  record;  and  Colonel  Ovans  had 
never  ceased  to  hring  to  the  notice  of  the 
Goremment  of  Bombay  the  certain  ruin 
that  must  ensue  to  the  Rajah  from  the 
interference  of  those  agents,  whose  evi- 
dent interest  it  was  to  foment  and  keep 
aUve  every  feeling  in  the  Rajah's  mind 
which  tended  so  much  to  their  own  ad- 
yantage.  He  (Mr.  Elliot)  would  then  re- 
peat, that  every  person  who  possessed  any 
Indian  experience  knew  this  fact,  that  un- 
aothorised  European  agency  was  the  great- 
est curse  that  could  be  inflicted  on  the 
native  princes  and  chiefs  of  India.  He 
(Mr.  Elliot)  was  sorry  to  detain  the  House, 
but  there  was  yet  one  more  subject  he  was 
desirous  to  mention  as  affording  further  evi- 
dence of  the  hon.  Member's  inaccuracy  and 
miworthiness  of  trust  when  making  these 
sweeping  accusations;  it  was  this:  there 
had  been  at  Sattara  a  considerable  dis- 
turbance regarding  certain  papers  said  to 
have  been  forged;  and  on  the  part  of  the 
Bajah  an  accusation  or  insinuation  had 
Jbeea  thrown  out  that  the  forgery  was 
committed  with  the  connivance  of  Colonel 
Lodwick.  The  hon.  Member  referred  to 
tins  matter  at  a  meeting  of  the  Court  of 
Phyprietors  held  on  the  29th  July,  1842. 
.The  hon.  Member  then  read  what  he  stated 
to  be  copies  of  the  papers  connected  with 
this  matter;  and,  in  the  papers  so  read  by 
the  hon.  Member,  Colonel  Ovans 's  name 
kid  been  inserted  instead  of  Colonel  Lod- 


wick's  as  the  instigator  of  the  forgeries, 
though  the  forged  papers  were  dated  in 
1836,  and  Colonel  Ovans  did  not  go  to 
Sattara  till  1837.  Now,  the  charge, 
whether  applied  to  Colonel  Lodwick  or 
Colonel  Ovans,  was  equally  incredible  and 
absurd;  but  why,  when  it  was  considered 
of  sufficient  importance  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  bring  such  a  charge  to  the  notice 
of  the  Court  of  Proprietors,  was  Colonel 
Ovans's  name  substituted  for  Colonel  Lod- 
wick  s  ^ 

Mr.*G.  THOMPSON:  It  was  only 
the  name  that  was  wrong. 

Mr.  ELLIOT :  It  was  only  the  name 
that  was  wrong  !  Why,  of  course,  it  was 
only  the  name  that  was  wrong;  and  is  that 
not  enough?  He  would  ask  how  hon. 
Members  would  like  their  names  to  be  so 
dealt  with,  and  thus  to  have  a  charge  of 
such  a  disgraceful  nature  imputed  to  them 
instead  of  to  some  other  person?  Why» 
this  was  all  he  (Mr.  Elliot)  wanted  to  show. 
All  he  wished  to  make  clear  was,  that 
the  hon.  Gentieman's  statements  were  so 
utterly  inaccurate  as  to  make  it  impossible 
for  this  House  to  put  such  confidence  in 
them  as  would  warrant  their  listening  to 
such  an  extraordinary  proposal  as  he  had 
made  to  the  House. 

Now  he  would  refer  to  another  statement 
of  the  hon.  Member,  which  he  made  on 
opening  his  speech  of  the  6th  of  April. 
He  then  said  that  he  appeared  on  behalf 
of  a  bereaved  family,  who  had  been  left 
without  any  support  from  the  Government, 
and  were  in  such  a  destitute  state  as  not 
to  be  able  to  pay  for  the  funeral  obse- 
quies of  the  deceased  Rajah.  This,  he 
must  say,  was  a  very  fine  appeal  to  the 
feelings  of  the  House;  but  what  was  the 
fact  ?  Why,  there  were  but  two  persona 
belonging  to  the  Rajah's  family,  his  wi- 
dow and  his  daughter;  and  the  widow 
has  1,0002.  a  year,  and  the  daughter 
5002. ,  these  sums  being  equal  in  India  to 
double  the  amount  here.  But  this  is  not 
all.  Besides  this,  Mr.  Freer,  the  Resi- 
dent at  Sattara,  has  reported  since  the 
Rajah's  death  that  he  has  left  property 
in  jewels  and  cash  estimated  to  amount 
to  about  43,0002.  And  this  is  what  the 
hon.  Member  has  represented  as  absolute 
destitution  and  distress !  But,  if  the  Ra- 
jah was  in  distress,  it  might  easily  be  ac» 
counted  for.  He  had  entered  upon  iiw 
trigues  and  employed  agents  at  Goa,  Nag:* 
pore,  Nepal,  and  Bombay,  and  his  ezpenaea 
must  no  doubt  have  been  very  large.  It 
was  shown  by  Colonel  Ovans,  on  an  ez- 
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amination  of  his  accounts,  that  up  to  only 
the  year  1839  a  sum  of  no  loss  than 
36,000i.  had  been  sent  to  pay  the  Bom- 
bay agents,  Dr.  Milne  and  others.  It 
would  not  have  been  odd  if,  under  these 
circumstances,  he  had  been  found  destitute 
when  he  Was  deposed. 

Mr.  HUME  :  Hear,  hear ! 

Mr.  ELLIOT  :  The  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  might  cheer ;  but  he  repeated, 
that,  if  the  Rajah  was  called  upon  to 
supply  proportionate  sums  to  satisfy  his 
agents  at  the  other  places,  his  ruin  might 
well  follow.  The  36,000?.  was  for  Bom- 
bay alone,  and  only  up  to  the  year  1839. 
He  would  now  refer  to  another  inaccuracy 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets. In  a  speech  which  he  made  at  the 
India  House  on  the  18th  March,  1846, 
he  had  stated  what  purported  to  be  a  cou- 
versation  said  to  have  passed  between  the 
Rajah  of  Sattara  and  the  Governor  Ge- 
neral's agent  at  Benares,  Major  Carpen- 
ter, in  the  year  1845.  The  hon.  Member, 
in  introducing  the  paper  which  contained 
this  conversation  to  the  Court  of  Proprie- 
tors, designated  it  as  **  a  paper  of  singu- 
lar character;"  and  he  (Mr.  Elliot),  be- 
fore he  had  done,  would,  he  thought,  show 
the  hon.  Member  to  have  been  entirely 
justified  in  using  that  term.  He  regretted 
the  length  of  this  paper  was  too  great  to 
admit  of  his  reading  it  to  the  House.  He 
would,  therefore,  only  state  that  its  con- 
tents were  of  a  nature  to  show,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  hon.  Member,  that  Major 
Carpenter  had  held  language  to  the  Rajah 
during  the  conversation  in  question  which 
would  bear  the  character  of  an  offer  of 
concessions  from  the  Governor  General, 
such  as  would  only  have  been  made  un- 
der the  conviction,  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  India,  that  the  Rajah  was 
innocent;  and  the  hon.  Member  did  not 
hesitate  to  insinuate  that  thus  an  attempt 
at  a  compromise  had  originated  with  the 
Court  of  Directors. 

Mr.  THOMPSON:  No.no! 

Mr.  ELLIOT  :  lie  would  read  the  hon. 
Member *s  own  words,  and  then  there  would 
be  no  doubt  as  to  his  meaning  : — 

"  It  will  be  admitted,  I  think,  that  this  is  both 
a  singular  and  important  document.  The  hon. 
Chairman  will  probably  bo  able  to  throw  some 
light,  upon  it ;  fur  I  cannot  help  thinking  it  must 
be  in  some  way  connected  with  the  deliberations 
wliich  have  taken  place  under  this  roof.  As  I 
have  ever  found  the  Rajah  scrupulously  cautious 
and  correct  in  all  his  communications,  I  cannot 
doubt  the  substantial  accuracy  of  the  papers  now 
in  my  hand ;  neither  can  I  suppose  that  the  Go- 
vernor General's  agent  would  send  for  his  Iligh- 


ness,  and  hold  such  a  conversation  as  is  here  re- 
ported, without  some  previous  correspondence 
with  the  chief  authorities  in  India.  It  is  quite 
impossible  to  believe  that  such  counsel  as  is  hero 
tendered  to  the  Rajah  would  be  offered  without 
some  antecedent  understanding  with  those  parties 
who  alone  had  the  power  to  make  the  concessions 
the  Rajah  was  advised  to  solicit.  These  are  mat- 
ters, however,  wliich  must  and  doubtless  will  bo 
cleared  up  in  due  time." 

He  (Mr.  Elliot)  thought  they  were  now 
effectually  cleared  up. 

Mb.  THOMPSON :  Read  on. 

Mb.  ELLIOT  :  He  would  read  on  if 
the  hon.  Member  wished  it : — 

**  Assuming,  as  I  feel  authorised  to  do,  that  the 
contents  of  this  paper  are  true,  and  that  thf9  highly 
respectable  agent  at  Benares  did  not  offer  the  ad- 
vice referred  to  in  entire  ignorance  of  the  feelings 
with  which  the  Government  would  receive  certain 
proposals  from  the  Rajah,  I  am  brought  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  Government  of  India  and  the 
authorities  here  do  not,  any  more  than  ourselves, 
entertain  a  doubt  respecting  the  Eajab's  inno- 
cence. Such  propositions  as  are  here  suggested 
are  wholly  incompatible  with  the  belief  in  the 
Rajah's  guilt,  and  a  conviction  that,  an  inquiry 
would  justify  the  proceedings  which  have  been  ' 
carried  on  against  him.  If  the  contents  of  this 
paper  bo  genuine,  then  there  is  an  evident  desire 
to  prevent  the  further  discussion  of  this  question, 
and  a  disposition  to  buy  off  the  Rajah,  by  conoed- 
il^g  certain  things — ^maJdng  him  t|ie  petitioner  for 
these  concessions,  and  obtaining  from  him  previ- 
ously a  declaration  of  his  willingness  to  abandon 
all  future  claim  upon  the  throne  of  Sattara." 

These  are  the  hon.  Member's  pwn  words; 
and  he  hoped  hon.  Members  would  now 
listen  to  what  he  had  still  to  say  on  this 
subject.  The  document  presented  by  the 
hon.  Member  being  new  to  the  pirectors 
of  the  East  India  Company,  it  was  sent 
to  India,  with  orders  to  the  Governpr  in 
Bengal  to  give  some  explanation  of  its 
contents.  The  Governor  General  in  Coun- 
cil— ^being  as  ignorant  on  the  sjubject  as 
the  Directors — called  upon  Major  Carpen- 
ter;  and  here  is  Major  Carpenter's  ro- 

"  The  tonp,  ^i)d  spirit,  and  meaning  of  the  al- 
leged conversation,  thus  minutely  recorded,  are 
so  utterly  at  variance  with  the  numerous  consul- 
tations I  have  held  with  the  Rajah  regarding  the 
general  state  of  his  affiurs,  that  I  must  at  iHioe 
pronounce  the  greater  part  of  the  cpnversaiion 
stated  to  have  passed  between  him  and  myself  in 
September  last  purely  imaginary ;  and  to  declare 
that  the '  propositions'  therein  detailed  were  never 
then  or  at  any  other  period,  direotly  or  indiraoily, 
made  by  mo  to  the  Rajah  of  Sattara,  either  on  ipy 
own  responsibility  or  on  the  a^tho^ity  of  the  Go- 
vernor General. 

"  Still  there  is  so  much  truth  blended  with  mis- 
representation in  this  document,  and  the  motives 
and  kind  feeling  by  which  I  have  been  aetneied 
towards  the  Rajah  in  the  various  oonvfwpationf 
we  have  really  held,  wit]i  a  view  (o  an  ^meliora- 
tion  of  his  unhappy  condition,  are  80  etrangely 


due  of 


{JDLTIIJ 


Colonel  Ovans. 


430 


perverted  we  misunderstood,  that,  in  justice  to 
myself,  I  am  compelled  to  enter  into  a  detail  of 
circumstances  which  might  otherwise  appear  irre- 
levant ;  at  the  same  time,  I  desii-e  not  to  impeach 
the  veracitj  either  of  the  Rajah  or  of  his  friends 
in  England;  for  I  am  assured  hy  his  Highness 
that  the  whole  affair  has  arisen  from  a  mistaken 
in^ipretation  of  the  object  of  his  communications, 
and  that  the  moment  he  became  aware  of  the  er- 
roneous impression  his  letters  had  produced,  which 
it  appears  he  did  in  March  last,  he  wrote  to  his 
rmkeei  on  the  4th  of  that  month  to  correct  it.'* 

Now  this  was  the  reply  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's charge  against  the  Govcmor  General 
of  India  and  the  Court  of  Directors,  and 
it  is  to  be  remembered  it  comes  from  the 
gentlemaii  whom  the  hon.  Member  has 
taken  care  to  designate  as  the  highly  re- 
ipeotable  agent  at  Benares.  Moreover,  it 
is  to  be  remembered  that  Major  Carpenter 
was  a  gentleman  attached  to  the  Rajah, 
feeling  strongly  for  his  unfortunate  posi- 
tion, and  disposed  to  favour  his  cause,  and, 
it  may  therefore  be  inferred,  particularly 
averse  to  saying  anything  which  might 
prove  disadvantageous  to  him.  Major  Car- 
penter, after  entering  into  some  detail, 
finishes  bis  letter  of  explanation  with  the 
following  sentence : — 

**  I  could  say  a  great  deal  more  on  this  subject, 
aad  it  would  occupy  many  sheets  of  paper  to 
deMul  everything  that  has  passed  between  the 
Rjgah  and  myseU',  as  he  visits  me  generally  three 
or  four  tinies  a  month,  and  sometimes  more  fre- 
quently ;  hut  I  trust  I  have  written  enough  to 
satisfy  the  right  hon.  the  Governor  Greneral  and 
tim  hon.  the  Secret  Committee,  that  I  am  utterly 
incapable  of  compromising  the  Government  I  serve 
by  making  unauthorised  '  propositions'  of  any  kind, 
i^ether  to  the  Rajah  of  Sattara,  or  to  any  other 
person  confided  to  my  charge." 

Now,  then,  he  (Mr.  Elliot),  like  Major 
Carpenter,  had  no  desire  to  charge  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Towor  Hamlets  with 
wilful  or  intentional  mis-statement.  His 
informant  may  have  deceived  him,  and  he 
may  be  the  dupe  of  others.  All  he  (Mr. 
Elliot)  wished  to  do  was  to  show  the 
House  the  entire  inaccuracy  of  the  hon. 
Member's  most  positive  assertions,  and 
to  ask  the  House  whether  it  will  be 
disposed,  upon  such  erroneous  informa- 
tion to  grant  a  Committee  of  so  extraor- 
dinary a  nature  as  the  hon.  Member  has 
asked  for. 

He  thought  that  he  had  not  only  shown 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  a  personal,  but 
a  pecuniary  interest  in  the  success  of  his 
present  Motion.  He  had  shown  what  the 
npn.  Member  expected  if  he  had  succeeded 
in  the  case  of  the  King  of  Delhi,  and  that 
he  bad  claimed  a  pecuniary  remuneration 
for'  services  which  he  had  represented  as 
kafing  been  successful. 


Mr.  G.  THOMPSON  :  I  beg  leave  em- 
phatically to  deny  it. 

Mr.  ELLIOT  :  Notwithstanding  the 
hon.  Member's  denial,  he  must  say  that  he 
had  entire  confidence  in  the  gentleman 
from  whom  he  had  received  the  informa- 
tion, and  who  from  his  position  could  not 
be  mistaken.  The  hon.  Member  might 
not  remember  the  circumstance,  but  ho 
had  no  doubt  a  letter  had  been  written  to 
Delhi  asking  for  the  remuneration  for  his 
services. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  :  I  deny  it. 

Mr.  ELLIOT  :  The  hon.  Member  had 
perhaps  forgotten  the  circumstance.  It 
was  some  time  since  it  occurred,  and  his 
mind  had  been  much  occupied  in  the  in- 
terval; at  all  events,  of  one  thing  he  was 
sure,  let  this  Committee  be  granted,  and  if 
it  should  be  the  will  and  pleasure  of  the 
hon.  Member  to  go  back  to  India  to-mor- 
row, he  may  return  in  two  or  three  years 
with  a  hundred  thousand  pounds  in  his 
pocket.  He  would  repeat,  that  let  it  only 
be  known  that  the  hon.  Member  had  such 
power  as  would  subvert  the  careful  and 
unanimous  decisions  of  all  the  local  au- 
thorities in  India,  and  a  boundless  field 
would  be  opened  to  him.  Every  dissatis- 
fied prince  or  chief  would  be  ready  to  en- 
gage the  services  of  a  Gentleman  possess- 
ing such  extraordinary  influence.  Sir,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  might  then  have  as  many 
constituents  as  he  pleases,  and  he  (Mr. 
Elliot)  could  not  help  having  some  suspi- 
cions  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  intentions. 
Something  had  occurred  within  the  last 
few  days  that  had  appeared  rather  omin- 
ous to  him.  The  hon.  Member  had,  he 
observed,  moved  for  a  return  of  all  the 
lands  held  either  by  Jagheer  or  Shotrium 
tenure  which  had  been  resumed  at  Madras 
and  Bombay.  He  (Mr.  Elliot)  was  aware 
what  a  fine  field  these  cases  would  open 
for  the  hon.  Member,  if  it  was  his  object 
to  undertake  further  agencies ;  and  he 
trusted  the  House  would  not  encourage 
such  an  undertaking.  He  fully  believed 
that,  though  there  were  dissatisfied  people 
in  India,  as  was  the  case  in  every  other 
country,  on  the  whole  justice  was  as  sub- 
stantially administered  in  that  country  as 
in  this. 

With  respect  to  this  case  it  had  been 
carefully,  anxiously,  and  minutely  gone 
into,  and  sifted  by  all  the  most  competent 
authorities,  both  here  and  in  India.  First. 
the  Commission  of  which  Colonel  Lodw 
was  the  President;  next,  two  Gotoi 
of  Bombay  and  their  Council;  tiiirdlj,  w 
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Governors  General,  and  the  Council  of 
India,  all  unanimous  in  opinion;  again,  by 
the  Court  of  Directors;  and,  lastly,  by  two 
Boards  of  Control.  And  he  implored  the 
House  to  consider  well  before  they  con- 
sented to  a  proposal  which  would  inflict 
the  greatest  curse  that  could  he  conceived 
upon  the  people  of  India,  by  encouraging 
the  belief  that  the  interference  of  unau- 
thorised European  agents  would  be  suffi- 
cient to  set  aside  the  decisions  of  all  the 
constituted  authorities,  and  bring  every 
case  of  this  sort  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. If  this  Committee  were  granted, 
he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  a 
number  of  these  disinterested  agents  would 
he  found  to  flock  out  to  India;  and  that  no 
surer  course  could  be  taken  to  instil  into 
the  minds  of  your  native  population  the 
belief  of  the  want  of  that  authority  and 
power  on  the  part  of  the  Government  of 
India,  and  of  all  the  authorities  in  that 
country,  the  existence  of  which  at  present 
form  your  greatest  security. 

Mr.  HUME  begged  to  recall  the  House 
to  the  question  really  before  them.  The 
hon.  Member  who  spoke  last  had  taken  up 
an  old  subject  of  debate,  that  of  the  case 
of  the  Rajah  of  Sattara,  when  the  pre- 
sent Motion  referred  only  to  Colonel  Ovans. 
That  was  a  sort  of  drag,  such  as  sports- 
men used  when  they  drew  a  red  herring 
over  the  ground  to  bring  the  hounds  away 
from  the  scent  of  the  fox.  The  question 
before  them  related  only  to  an  inquiry  into 
the  conduct  of  Lieutenant-Colonel  Charles 
Ovans,  whilst  he  was  British  Political  Resi- 
dent at  the  Court  of  Sattara,  and  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Bombay  Government  and 
the  Court  of  Directors  of  the  East  India 
Company  in  relation  to  the  charges  pre- 
ferred against  that  officer.  And  how  had 
the  hon.  Gentleman  attempted  to  meet 
that  question  ?  By  charging  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  G.  Thompson)  with  being  a 
hired  agent.  Why,  what  was  the  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  but  a  hired  agent  ? 
And  was  a  gentleman's  character  to  be 
put  down  as  unworthy  because  he  was  a 
paid  agent  ?  Let  the  hon.  Gentleman,  if 
he  could,  grapple  with  the  facts;  but  it 
was  always  the  case  with  those  persons 
who  had  no  way  of  meeting  stubborn  facts, 
that  they  fell  back  upon  the  old  system  of 
attacking  private  character.  But,  as  to 
the  charge  that  his  hon.  Friend  had  acted 
improperly,  he  would  say,  that  his  hon. 
Friend  had  acted,  while  in  Bombay,  with 
the  full  knowledge  of  Sir  Thomas  Met- 
calfe.    The  hon.  Gentleman  was  very  fond 


of  making  those  personal  attacks.  Ha 
had  charged  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury,  during  the  debate  upon  the  income 
tax,  with  driving  his  constituents  into  re- 
volution and  violence,  and  with  pandering 
to  their  vices;  and  he  now  had  recourse  to 
the  same  system  of  attack  upon  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets.  But 
that  hon.  Gentleman  had  gone  out  to  In- 
dia as  a  philanthropist  with  one  who  was 
since  dead;  and  he  (Mr.  Hume)  had  seen 
the  letter  in  which  he  was  requested  to 
give  his  services  and  his  advice  to  the  King 
of  Delhi.     It  was  most  unjust,  and  most  . 

unfair,  and  anything  but  proper,  for  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  have  introduced  such  ^'' 
matter  into  that  House.  How  did  he,  or  ^ 
how  could  he,  meet  the  charge  against  J^ 
Colonel  Ovans,  that  he  had  kept  ba<^  evi-  T^^ 
dence  for  eleven  months?  That  he  had  ^ 
it  in  his  possession,  and  had  withheld  it  ?  ^-^ 
Was  that  a  fact  or  not  ?  He  (Mr.  Hume)  ^^ 
had  a  paper  contaimng  the  proceedings  of  ^ 
the  Court  of  Directors  of  the  East  India  ^  ^ 
Company  in  1845,  and  amongst  the  dia-  J^^^ 
sents  entered  in  it  was  one  from  Major  V  .y  "^ 
Oliphant,  who  dissented  from  the  proceed*^^  CqJ^ 
ings  of  the  Court  in  the  case  of  the  Rajah'^l^^.' 
of  Sattara.  The  gallant  Major  said  ^  :hp^' 
that  paper,  that  it  had  been  indisputaibj^^Q^  J| 

? roved  by  the  printed  papers,  that  on  til^  -^ojj  ; 
th  September,  1837,  Colonel  Ovans  wi*  kor- 
in  possession  of  positive  informatioii . *(fes^;^_f '- 
to  the  name  of  the  writer  of  the  petiti^  a«  ^  ^ 
which  implicated  the  Rajah;  wluoh  .  *  a„^  f  ^'^ 
formation  completely  fabifled  the  chrf' ae/^  jf  ^ 
upon  which  the  Rajah  had  been  fi'^e  ^  '  ^ 
guilty.  The  importance  of  discoTlNcf  ^  ^  k 
the  real  writer  of  that  petition  had :  %f^^  ^ 
repeatedly  pressed  upon  Colonel  Ovf/^  ^^* 
Sir  Robert  Grant;  and  yet  that  oBei^n^^^^^'oo 
the  very  infoimation  that  was  wantalf^)J.^^'^  ^fj^ 
he  did  not  report  the  discovery  to  4|^  ^  ^*ir/j 
vernment  until  the  16th  Augast^H^^^^^f,.,^ 
eleven  months  after  he  had  obtailJfo^  ^^o^ 
and  Major  Oliphant  went  on  to  ^  j^^  of  ^^ 
that  the  Government  of  Bombay  4te|J*fi>i^  ^ 
never  to  have  asked  for  any  expWjt»^p^  J^^  ^ 
the  circumstance  from  Colonel  Ovi^  ^^^,  ^, 
was  the  opinion  of  Major  Oliphai^  jj^'^fi  ^ 
Government  of  Bombay  had  n^^^re  '^Piai^^^ 
their  duty  in  the  matter*  They  r  ^  ^^^oj^^' 
inquired  after  the  evidence,  nor*  ^  ^^"^  ^^'^ 
discover  whether  it  was  true  or  V^'.  '^  '''^^u 
it  had  been  suppressed  for  elmfi  ^i^**^  ^^ 
during  which  time  the  proce<^iiWi^^^  ^^^^^^^"^^ 
the  Rajah  were  going  on.  Ur  4_-  Co  Tt^  I 
House  to  be  told  now  fiK^*h  ^^ 

gone  by  when       y  |w^  ^^.^ 

quiry?      If  his  *^^   -  ■''^ 
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the  case  into  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench, 
he  was  ready  to  do  so.  His  proofs  were 
all  ready.  If  he  could  have  it  investi- 
gated at  Bombay,  he  would  go  out.  But 
Uie  East  India  Company  was  sovereign 
there,  and  there  was  no  place  in  which 
inquiry  could  be  uistituted  except  the 
House  of  Commons.  Major  Olipbant  said, 
in  his  written  protest,  "This  is  a  matter 
which  ought,  in  my  judgment,  to  be  sifted 
elsewhere;*'  audit  could  not  be  sifted  any- 
where except  in  that  House.  Let  his  hon. 
Friend,  then,  appoint  a  commission.  Let 
him  name  any  one — say  three  men  in  the 
civil  service  of  the  East  India  Company — 
and  he  would  have  no  hesitation  in  accept- 
ing them.  He  repeated,  that  Colonel  Ovans, 
contrary  to  the  recommendations  of  Sir  Ro- 
bert Grant  and  Lord  Auckland,  kept  back 
from  the  Rajah  copies  of  the  evidence  about 
to  be  used  against  him;  and  for  that  and  all 
the  other  grounds  which  had  been  stated 
by  his  hon.  Friend,  he  thought  it  due, 
not  only  to  the  character  of  Colonel  Ovans, 
bat  to  that  of  the  Government  and  the 
East  India  Company,  that  an  inquiry 
flhouldbe  instituted,  that  the  innocent  man 
should  stand  forth  as  innocent,  and  the 

Stil^  be  exposed.  He  seconded  the 
otion  of  his  hon.  Friend. 
Sm  J.  W.  HOGG  hoped  he  might  be 
heard,  as  he  desired  to  vindicate  the  char- 
acter of  men  as  honourable  and  as  dis- 
tbgoished  as  any  in  India;  and  when  he 
himself  stood  before  them  as  a  particeps 
crtmtntf,  as  he  had  been  described,  he 
hoped  it  would  be  an  additional  claim 
upon  their  attention.  And  firstly,  he 
should  direct  the  notice  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men to  the  manner  in  which  the  case  had 
been  brought  before  Parliament.  After 
having  been  in  various  forms  placed  upon 
the  books,  a  debate  took  place  in  April 
last  upon  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose  relating  to  the  case  of 
the  Rajah  of  Sattara.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man spoke  for  three  hours,  during  which 
he  cast  imputations  upon  every  one  who 
differed  from  him  in  opinion.  He  then 
placed  those  twelve  atrocious  and  un- 
founded charges  against  Colonel  Ovans 
upon  the  bo6ks,  not  one  of  which  he 
attempted  to  substantiate,  saying  not  a 
word,  but  that  he  was  prepared  to  prove 
them.  The  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Oontrol  went  into  details  in  answer  to 
tfM  hon.  Gentleman.  The  debate  was 
jii/i^l&^aaTk'&Si  for  a  week,  and  it  was  not 
then  resumed.  [Mr.  Hume  :  We  could 
noi  get  on  with  it.]      They   might  have 


gone  on  with  it  if  they  pleased;  but  they 
adjourned  it   subsequently  to   two   sepa- 
rate Wednesdays;    then   to    a  Friday,  a 
Government  night;  then  to  a  second  and 
a   third    Friday,  and   then   they  allowed 
it  to  lapse  altogether,  without  giving  any 
one    an    opportunity    of    answering    the 
charges   they  had   made.      He    (Sir   J. 
Hogg)    said   they  had    done   so   for   the 
purpose    of  preventing  an  answer.     And 
then  the  charge  was  altered  in  its  form. 
That  was  neither  more    nor  less  than  a 
trick,  a  mere  trick  and    a   subterfuge  to 
open  the  whole  of  the  Sattara  debate,  or 
to  preclude  him  (Sir  J.  Hogg)  and  others 
from  answering  the  calumnies  which  the 
hon.    Gentleman   had    uttered   upon   the 
former  occasion  ;    but  he   would    not  be 
precluded — he  would  answer  them.     He 
did  not  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
have  resumed  his  seat  without  retracting 
his  calumnies,  and  apologising   for  them. 
One  of  the  allegations  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  was,  that 
Sir  James  Carnac,  the  Governor  of  Bom- 
bay, who  had  been  for  a  long  time  a  Mem- 
ber of  that  House,  and   who  was  as  ho- 
nourable,   high-minded,  and  high-finished 
a  gentleman    as   ever   lived  —  that   that 
gentleman,   who  was   sent   to   adjudicate 
in  performance  of  his  public  duties  upon 
the   case  of  the  Rajah  of   Sattara,  was 
spoken  to   by   a   member  of   Council  of 
Bombay,  who  told  him  he  had  better  take 
care  what  he  did.     That  they  (the  Coun- 
cil) knew  he  was  favourable  to  the  Rajah, 
but  he  (the  member)  warned  him  not  to 
let   the   Rajah   off,    or   there   might   be 
disclosures    made    against     himself   that 
would  be    injurious   to    public   character. 
Now,  had  the    hon.  Gentleman  said   one 
word  about  that  statement  to-night  ?  Had 
he  either  recanted  it  or  apologised  for  it  ? 
Fortunately,  the  two  members  of  Council 
were   both    in    this   country   at    present, 
namely,    Mr.  Anderson  and  Mr.    Parish, 
and   he   had   received  letters    from   both 
these  gentlemen  on  the  subject.     But  he 
would   first   read   a   letter  from  a  mem- 
ber of  the  late    Sir  J.  Carnac 's  family. 
[The  hon.  Member  here  read  a  letter  from 
Sir  J.  Carnac  to  Mr.  Anderson,  referring 
to  Mr.  Thompson's  speech,  and  request- 
ing him  to  ask    Sir  J.  Cam    Hobhouse, 
or  Sir  James  Hogg,  to  refute  it   in  the 
House    of  Commons.     He   then   read   a 
letter  from  Mr.  Anderson,  describing  Mr. 
Thompson's  charge  ,as  an  unfounded  and 
calumnious    attack,    and  stating  that  he 
was  himself  a  member  of  Council  during^ 


435 


Case  of 


{COMMONS} 


Colonel  thans. 


436 


the  whole  period  of  Sir  James  Oarnac's 
government,  and  that  he  helieved  the  as- 
sertion made  by  Mr.  Thompson  to  be 
wholly  untrue,  and  devoid  of  any  founda- 
tion, as  such  a  threat  could  not  have  been 
held  out  to  Sir  James  Carnac,  without  his 
having  heard  of  it.  The  hon.  Baronet 
also  read  a  letter  &om  Mr.  Parish  to  the 
same  effect.]  He  might  here  mention  an- 
other of  the  statements  that  had  been 
made  by  the  hon.  Member,  to  the  effect 
that,  when  the  terms  of  the  amnesty  bad 
been  submitted  to  the  late  ex-Rajah,  he 
objected  to  affix  his  signature  to  it  on  the 
ground  that  it  would  be  an  admission  of 
his  guilt.  He  would  venture  to  say  that 
that  statement  of  the  hon.  Member  was 
inconsistent  with  all  that  appeared  in  tbe 
papers  that  had  been  laid  before  the  House 
on  the  subject.  They  all  tended  to  show 
that  the  Rajah's  statement  was  this — **  I 
will  sign  no  papers;  I  will  not  renew  the 
treaty  :  I  objected  to  sign  it  at  first,  when 
I  was  asked  to  do  so  by  Mr.  Elpbinstone, 
and  I  regret  that  I  ever  did  sign  it."  [The 
hon.  Baronet  read  an  extract  from  Mr.  An- 
derson's letter  on  this  part  of  the  subject, 
bearing  out  the  account  given  by  Sir  James 
Oamac  of  his  interview  with  the  Rajah.] 
If  they  had  a  hundred  Committees  of  the 
House,  they  could  not  have  any  more  evi- 
dence from  Sir  James  Carnac  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  any  fresh  imputations  on  that  la- 
mented gentleman  would  only  recoil  on  the 
head  of  him  who  made  them.  When  the 
hop.  Member  introduced  this  matter  in 
April  last,  he  endeavoured  to  impress  upon 
the  House,  that  in  restoring  the  ex-Rajah 
to  the  throne  there  was  no  generosity 
shown  by  the  British  Government;  but 
that  they  acted  merely  for  their  own  in- 
terests. There  was  no  one  who  knew  Mr. 
Elpbinstone  would  believe  that  he  could 
have  entered  into  a  treaty  with  a  puppet 
king,  while  they  had  another  treaty  with 
the  Peishwa.  The  hon.  Member  had  also 
cited  extracts  from  a  book  of  Mr.  Prinseps 
to  prove  that  the  ex-Rajah  was  in  an  in- 
fluential situation — that  Mr.  Elpbinstone 
had  entered  into  private  communications 
with  him — and  that  the  Rajah  owed  his  ele- 
vation to  a  consideration  of  what  would  be 
better  for  our  private  interests.  Now, 
about  three  weeks  before  the  hon.  Member 
made  that  statement  and  read  those  ex- 
tracts, the  hon.  Member  had  taken  the 
same  course  at  a  meeting  at  the  India 
House  at  which  Mr.  Prinseps  was  present, 
and  that  gentleman  then  got  up  and  re- 
pudiated the  deductions  of  the  hon.  Mem- 


ber, denied  his  statements,  and  expressed 
his  astonishment  that  he  should  have  read 
extracts  from  his  book  to  prove  such  al- 
legations ;  and  yet,  without  mentioning  to 
the  House  this  important  fact,  that  the 
author  of  the  book  from  which  he  was 
quoting  had  himself  denied  the  statements, 
and  repudiated  the  deductions  of  the  hon. 
Member,  he  had  read  these  extracts  to  the 
House  of  Commons !  Was  there  any  doubt 
about  that?  [Mr,0,  Thompson  dissented,] 
Then  he  had  a  letter  from  Mr.  Prinseps 
in  his  pocket,  for  it  was  necessary  to  come 
down  to  the  House  prepared  with  docu- 
ments when  this  subject  was  under  discus-* 
sion.  [The  hon.  Member  read  the  letter, 
in  which  it  was  stated  that,  if  Mr.  Thomp-* 
son  had  made  use  of  the  writer's  book  with- 
out mentioning  his  repudiation  of  the  de- 
ductions which  Mr.  Thompson  had  drawn 
from  it,  that  Gentleman  had  dealt  unfairly 
by  him,  and  had  misled  or  had  attempted 
to  mislead  the  House  of  Commons.]  But 
nothing  could  be  more  explicit  on  this  point 
than  Mr.  Elpbinstone 's  own  words.  The 
fact  was,  that  so  necessary  did  Mr.  Elpbin- 
stone find  it  to  circumscribe  the  Rajah  with 
a  line,  that  there  never  was  a  treaty  more 
strongly  binding  in  its  provisions.  The 
next  name  that  occurred  to  him  in  the  list 
of  the  persons  assailed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  Sir  Robert  Grant ;  and  if  ever 
there  was  any  man  incapable  of  anything 
harsh  or  mean,  or  who  was  nervously  ho- 
nourable, that  man  was  the  late  Sir  Ro- 
bert Graut.  On  what  did  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber found  his  charge  against  that  gentle- 
man ?  On  scraps  taken  ^m  the  Minutes. 
He  would,  however,  beg  to  read  the  whole 
Minutes,  and  he  would  then  leave  it  to  the 
House  whether  a  more  fair  and  candid 
statement  had  ever  been  written.  [The 
hon.  Baronet  read  the  Minutes,  and  con- 
tinued :]  But  the  hon.  Member  said,  that 
one  director  was  as  good  as  another,  and 
that  Major  Oliphant  had  given  an  (pinion 
in  favour  of  the  Rajah's  innocence.  The 
fact  was,  however,  that  Major  Oliphant 
was  the  only  one  out  of  thirty  direetors 
who  ever  wrote  or  spoke  one  word,  not 
merely  against  the  honour,  but  against  the 
propriety  of  the  conduct  of  Colonel  Ovai^. 
But  then  came  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Shakes- 
pear.  Who  were  the  authorities,  however, 
on  the  other  side  ?  [The  hon.  Baronet  read 
a  list  of  all  tho  authorities  that  had  been 
mentioned  in  connexion  with  the  case  of 
the  late  ex-Rajah,  and  then  contumifl :] 
Out  of  these  twenty-eight  names  Uiere 
were  seventeen  who  had  recorded  Miptttes 
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in  the  blue  books,  stating  their  opinions 
of  the  guilt  of  the  ex-Rajah,  and  giving 
the  grounds  on  which  those  opinions  had 
been  formed.  Of  the  remainder,  all  except 
one  had  expressed  a  belief  in  the  guilt  of 
the  ex-Rajah  ;  and,  as  had  been  remarked 
bj  his  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Elliot), 
that  one  (Mr.  Shakespear)  died  before  the 
corroborative  testimony  had  come  out.  It 
was  on  these  grounds  that  they  were  asked, 
in  the  year  1848,  for  a  Committee  of  the 
HoQse  of  Commons,  to  inquire  into  a  mat- 
ter that  had  been  fully  investigated  by  a 
GommisBion  at  Sattara  ten  years  before. 
But  this  was  not  all.  The  hon.  Member 
who  brought  forward  this  Motion  had  al- 
ready brought  forward  no  less  than  thirty- 
one  Motions  on  the  subject  in  the  Court  of 
Proprietors.  The  first  was  on  the  12th  of 
February,  1840,  when,  out  of  2,400  pro- 
prietors interested  in  the  good  government 
of  India,  only  twenty  were  found  to  vote 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman,  all  the  others 
being  deaf  to  the  voice  of  justice.  On  the 
14th  of  July,  1841,  there  was  a  five  days' 
debate  on  the  same  matter.  On  the  8th 
of  February,  1843,  the  hon.  Member  again 
▼entured  on  a  division,  but  his  supporters 
were  by  that  time  reduced  from  twenty  to 
fifteen.  The  hon.  Member  then  ventured 
to  attack  the  character  of  Colonel  Ovans. 
He  made  his  Motion,  and  Mr.  Peter  Gor- 
don seconded  it;  but  it  was  rejected  nem. 
eon.,  because,  though  a  man  with  less  than 
5001.  stock  could  talk  at  the  Court  of  Pro- 
prietors, he  could  not  vote,  and  neither  the 
hon.  Member,  nor  his  seconder,  was  in  a 
position  to  vote ;  and  they  had  both  to 
walk  out  of  the  House  when  the  question 
came  to  a  division.  Another  hon.  pro- 
prietor then  offered  to  second  the  second 
charge  made  by  the  hon.  Member,  in  or- 
der that  there  might  be  a  decision  upon 
it,  bat  stating  at  the  same  time  that  ho 
would  divide  against  it;  and  thus  every 
one  of  the  charges  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  against  Colonel  Ovans  had  boon 
rejected  without  a  dissentient  voice.  The 
Hoiue  would  bo  astonished,  perhaps,  when 
he  told  them  that  at  the  East  India 
Honse  they  never  had  the  pleasure  of 
seeing  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  but 
oaee  during  all  these  transactions.  But, 
in  the  month  of  January,  a  letter  ap- 
peared, occupying  three  columns  in  the 
Times,  full  of  false  conclusions  and  of 
perversions  of  documents.  It  was  thought 
It  would  help  the  cause,  so  it  was  published 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  and  a 
c&u  sent,  in  the  shape  of  a  pamphlet,  to 


every  proprietor.  Much  good  it  did  him. 
Although  it  went  forth  without  an  antidote 
to  its  mis-statements,  perversions,  and 
false  conclusions,  there  were  only  nineteen 
votes  out  of  2,400  at  the  next  meeting  of 
proprietors.  He  had  thus  mentioned  some 
little  of  the  authority  of  the  Court  of  Pro- 
prietors on  this  subject.  He  now  came  to 
the  Court  of  Directors.  Eighteen  out  of 
the  twenty-four  acquiesced  in  the  opinion 
that  the  Rajah  was  guilty.  Two,  since 
deceased,  were  at  that  time  ill,  and  they 
could  not  interfere.  Four  signed  dissents, 
and  consequently  they  were  of  opinion  the 
Rajah  was  innocent.  Of  the  six  who  went 
out  that  year  (for  six  went  out  every  year) 
five  were  of  opinion  that  the  Rajah  was 
guilty.  These  made  up  the  thirty.  Such 
was  the  result  of  **  authority."  But  had 
the  hon.  Members  for  Montrose  and  the 
Tower  Hamlets  circulated  it  ?  No.  Did 
they  circulate  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Edmund- 
stou  ?  No.  There  had  also  been  constant 
discussions  of  the  case  in  Parliament.  It 
had  really  ne\ier  been  off  the  Notice  Paper; 
but  had  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose, 
who  brought  it  forward,  ever  ventured 
upon  a  division  ?  Never  but  once,  and 
then  he  mustered  only  between  three  and 
four-and-twenty.  In  other  words,  he  and 
his  friends  were  always  satisfied  with  hav- 
ing made  their  speeches;  the  fact  being 
they  had  never  ventured  on  a  division  but 
once.  But  what  was  stated  by  the  hon 
Gentleman  in  the  letter  of  which  he  com- 
plained ?  Why,  that  **  the  Rajah  was 
condemned  unheard,  without  knowing  the 
charges  preferred  against  him;  and  that 
he  knew  nothing  of  them  until  he  saw 
them  in  the  blue  book.'*  He  would  place 
the  whole  case  upon  this  single  issue.  He 
denied  every  one  of  these  assertions.  The 
inquiry  was  instituted  after  the  most  pres- 
sing representations  of  the  Resident;  and 
who  was  the  Resident  ?  General  Lodwick, 
the  hon.  Member's  own  witness  !  And  who 
were  the  Commissioners  appointed  to  con- 
duct the  inquiry  ?  General  Lodwick,  Mr. 
Willoughby,  the  Chief  Secretary  of  Go- 
vernment, and  Colonel  Ovans.  No  Com- 
mission could  bave  been  constituted  more 
fairly,  and  tlieir  instructions  were  to  dis- 
cover the  truth  in  the  manner  best  adapted 
for  that  purpose.  The  Commission  sat 
twonty-onc  days.  The  first  object  was  to 
ascertain  the  character  of  the  native  of- 
ficers ;  and  on  the  eleventh  day  Colonel 
Lodwick  himself,  being  examined,  gave 
evidence  that  the  individual  whom  he  now 
called  an  informer  was  a   person  of  the 
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highest  possible  character.  The  Rajah 
was  not  called  in,  because  the  Commission 
was  secret;  and  because  the  Commissioners 
considered  it  would  be  better  not  to  do  so 
nntil  a  primd  facie  case  was  made  out. 
The  Rajah  refused  to  attend,  but  his  wit- 
nesses were  examined  ;  yet  now  it  was 
stated  he  was  ignorant  of  the  allegations 
against  him,  and  that  he  had  had  no  op- 
portunity of  answering  them.  General 
Lodwick  had.  now  changed  his  opinion 
upon  the  case.  He  blamed  no  gentleman 
for  changing  his  opinion;  but  he  begged 
to  state,  that  on  many  essential  points 
General  Lodwick 's  memory  had  entirely 
filled  him.  General  Lodwick  now  said, 
when  he  signed  the  report  against  the 
Rajah,  he  protested  against  it,  and  de- 
clared his  conviction  that  the  decision  of 
the  Commissioners  was  unjust.  Yet  both 
Mr.  Willoughby  and  Colonel  Ovans  de- 
clared that  up  to  the  moment  when  they 
heard  that  statement  they  were  under  the 
conviction  that  General  Lodwick  was  of 
the  s^e  opinion  as  themselves  ;  and  the 
draft  report  itself  contained  no  traces  of 
protest  or  diversity  of  sentiment.  Whether 
General  Lodwick  was  right  or  wrong,  he 
(Sir  J.  W.  Hogg)  would  only  say,  the 
hon.  Members  for  Montrose  and  the  Tower 
Hamlets  must  take  him  either  for  one  side 
or  the  other.  They  could  not  have  him 
both  ways.  A  great  many  minutes  had 
been  read  of  the  opinions  of  Sir  Robert 
Grant  and  Lord  Auckland;  but  Sir  Robert 
Grant  had  said,  as  to  the  Commission, 
that  he  considered  the  Rajah  guilty,  but 
thought  that  a  very  lenient  course  might 
be  adopted.  That  was  the  opinion  of  Sir 
Robert  Grant,  who  had  been  represented 
as  vindictively  putting  down  the  Rajah; 
and  what  did  Lord  Auckland  say  after  the 
close  of  the  Commission  ? — 

"  The  proceedings  of  the  Commission  have  left 
no  doubt  on  my  mind  of  the  guilt  of  the  Rajah  to 
the  extent  of  countenancing  and  attempting  to 
seduce  from  their  allegiance  two  native  oflBcers  of 
the  British  army." 

He  would  now  read  the  opinion  of  Lord 
Auckland  when  the  whole  matter  was  ter- 
minated.    It  was — 

**  It  is  now  my  painful  duty  to  state  that  I  am 
compelled  to  concur  in  the  unanimous  opinion  of 
the  Govemment  of  Bombay,  that  the  two  prin- 
cipal charges  preferred  against  the  Rajah  are  fully 
established." 

Lord  Auckland  said  that  he  ought  to  have 
a  copy  of  the  charges,  and  Sir  Robert 
Grant  suggested  the  same  thing;  but, 
whilst  the  matter  was  under  discussion. 
Sir  Robert  Grant  died,  and  Lord  Auckland 


recorded  in  a  Minute  that  the  reasons  as- 
signed by  the  Resident  satisfied  him  that 
it  would  not  be  right  to  persevere  in  the 
course  he  had  previously  recommended, 
and  present  the  Rajah  with  a  written 
statement  of  the  charges  and  proofs  against 
him.  Such  a  course  would  lay  the  Go- 
vernment open  to  fresh  embarrassment, 
and  expose  the  witnesses  to  a  prosecution. 
One  of  the  Directors  who  had  formed  a 
favourable  opinion  of  the  case  of  the  Rajah 
was  Sir  James  Camac.  He  went  out  with 
unlimited  powers  to  settle  this  matter. 
He  went  to  Sattara,  represented  to  the 
Rajah  the  folly  of  which  he  had  been 
guilty,  and  stated  that  all  the  Government 
wished  him  to  do  was,  to  adhere  to  the 
original  treaty,  upon  which  they  would 
give  an  entire  amnesty.  That  was  placed 
before  him.  Sir  James  Camac  used  every 
argument  to  induce  him  to  sign  it;  and, 
had  it  not  been  for  the  intervention  of 
agents,  he  would  have  signed  it.  If  the 
natives  were  to  be  led  to  think  that  they 
might  disregard  the  authority  of  the  local 
government,  then  we  might  bid  adieu  to 
our  empire  in  the  East.  On  the  Rajah's 
refusal  to  sign  the  treaty,  he  was  removed, 
and  his  brother  was  placed  in  his  stead. 
Now,  what  were  these  charges  against 
Colonel  Ovans?  They  were  only  deduc- 
tions from  the  whole  of  the  e^dence.  As 
to  the  first  charge  of  subornation  of  per- 
jury, it  was  said,  what  do  you  think 
of  an  officer  entering  into  communica- 
tion with  a  native  to  procure  evidence? 
He  denied  that  Lieutenant  Home  entered 
into  communication,  according  to  the  or- 
dinary acceptation  of  the  words,  with  any 
person  to  procure  evidence.  The  witness 
came  forward  and  made  the  offer  to  Lieu- 
tenant Homo,  who  was  only  holding  office 
for  Captain  Durat,  that  he  knew  of  cer- 
tain documents,  bearing  the  signature  of 
the  ex-Rajah,  of  a  seditious  nature,  which 
he  could  obtain.  What  were  the  instrac- 
tions  of  Colonel  Ovans  ?  To  aift  the  mat- 
ter to  the  bottom,  and  to  give  authority  to 
advance  a  sum  not  exceeding  200  rupees, 
to  pay  the  expenses  of  a  journey  to  the 
places  where  the  papers  were  said  to  be* 
Whilst  Colonel  Ovans  was  under  the  im- 
pression that  the  treasonable  papers  would 
make  their  appearance,  suddenly  he  found 
that  the  witness  had  been  playing  the  same 
trick  with  the  Ri^ah,  and  trying  to  get 
money  from  him,  by  stating  that  the  re- 
sident officer  was  getting  up  papers  to 
make  a  charge  against  him.  Coloniu  Ovana 
was  a  gentleman  of  the  highest  ohanoter. 
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as  all  Icnew  who  were  acquainted  with  his 
proceedings  in  India;  but  how  did  the 
charge  as  regarded  the  correspondencer  ap- 
ply to  him  ?  According  to  the  treaty  which 
the  Rajah  had  agreed  to,  he  was  not  to 
send  a  letter  to  any  person  or  State  unless 
through  our  Resident,  and  he  would,  by 
sending  any  such  letter,  lose  his  position 
asRajidi;  and,  when  the  Rajah  took  means 
by  letters  to  seduce  our  sepoys,  our  Resi- 
dent had  a  right  to  obtain  a  copy  of  that 
correspondence,  which  was  a  direct  breach 
of  the  treaty.  When  treasonable  tricks 
and  correspondence  were  going  on,  it  was 
the  duty  of  our  Resident  to  obtain  an  ac- 
count of  them,  and  report  them  to  our  Go- 
Temment.  It  was  said,  however,  that  one 
witness  was  confined  and  a  deposition  ex- 
torted; but  Mr.  Hutt,  the  judge  who  took 
the  depositions,  denied  that  —  he  denied 
both  the  imprisonment  and  the  extortion 
of  the  deposition,  and,  on  the  contrary, 
declared  that  the  confession  was  perfectly 
Toluntary. 

Mb.  G.  THOMPSON:  I  never  said  that 
Mr.  Hutt  extorted  a  confession. 

Sm  J.  HOGG  :  The  hon.  Member  said 
that  Mr.  Hutt  took  the  evidence,  and  Mr. 
Hutt  denied  both  the  imprisonment  and 
the  fact  of  the  confession  having  been  any- 
thing but  voluntary.  Whether  the  petition 
was  written  by  the  Rajah's  mother  or  not, 
the  &cts  stated  in  it  showed  a  perfect 
knowledge  of  all  the  circumstances  to 
which  it  referred,  and  the  statements  which 
it  contained  were  borne  out  by  all  the 
other  circumstances  relating  to  that  sub- 
ject with  which  the  Government  had  be- 
come  acquainted.  Another  charge  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  against  Colonel  Ovans, 
was  that  of  suppressing  the  evidence  of 
Kmshnajee.  Now,  the  fact  was,  that 
Kmshnajee  went  to  Colonel  Ovans,  and 
stated  that  he  had  written  the  petition, 
and  had  been  promised  1,250  rupees  by 
Girjabaee  for  doing  so;  and,  to  show  the 
truth  of  his  statement,  he  produced  a  copy 
of  the  petition.  Colonel  Ovans  instituted 
an  immediate  inquiry  into  the  matter;  and, 
to  show  that  no  unnecessary  delay  had 
taken  place,  he  (Sir  J.  Hogg)  might  state 
that  the  last  deposition  was  taken  on  the 
10th  of  July,  and  that  the  whole  of  the 
doeoments  were  handed  by  Colonel  Ovans 
to  the  Government  on  the  16th  of  July. 
This  fact  at  once  disproved  the  charge 
that  Colonel  Ovans  had  suppressed  the  evi- 
dence for  thirteen  months.      And  yet  the 

.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  stated 
i  Ibe  Court  of  East  India  Proprietors  that 


Colonel  Ovans  was  the  greatest  unpunish- 
ed criminal  in  the  world  ;  and  the  hon 
Member  for  Montrose  had  said  that  the 
gallant  officer  had  no  regard  for  the  hon- 
our of  his  cloth.  Now  he  begged  to  tell 
that  hon.  Gentleman  that  there  was  not 
in  the  service  a  man  of  higher  honour  and 
integrity  than  Colonel  Ovans,  and  there 
were  few  who  had  rendered  greater  ser- 
vices to  their  country  both  in  the  field  and 
in  the  closet.  This  was  the  opinion  of 
the  whole  Court  of  Directors.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Hume)  had, 
two  years  ago,  accused  Colonel  Ovans,  in 
that  House,  of  bribery  and  corruption  in 
having  obtained  from  the  Rajah  a  pension 
of  1,500^.  a  year  for  his  father-in-law,  and 
afterwards  for  his  brother-in-law.  Why 
was  not  that  charge  repeated  to-night? 
Because  it  had  been  repudiated  by  the 
House  with  disgust  and  indignation  when 
it  was  formerly  made  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. It  had  also  been  asserted  that,  when 
his  wife  and  family  left  India,  Colonel 
Ovans  obtained  50,000  rupees  for. them 
from  the  Rajah.  And  on  whose  authority 
was  this  charge  made  ?  On  that  of  Krush- 
najee,  who,  after  stating  that  he  had  writ- 
ten the  petition  at  the  request  of  Girja- 
baee, declared  that  that  assertion  was  a 
lie,  and  that  he  had  written  the  petition  at 
the  desire  of  Colonel  Ovans,  who  had  paid 
him  for  it.  He  (Sir  J.  Hogg)  would  ask 
the  House  whether  this  was  a  man  on 
whose  evidence  they  would  allow  the  hon- 
our and  integrity  of  Colonel.  Ovans  to  be 
impeached?  When  Colonel  Ovans  heard 
of  these  charges,  he  at  once  expressed 
his  desire,  although  he  was  suffering  from 
ill  health,  to  go  out  to  India  and  prosecute 
his  calumniator.  But  the  Court  of  Direc- 
tors would  have  been  unworthy  of  their 
position  if  they  had  not  refused  to  attach 
any  importance  to  these  statements.  It 
so  happened  that  a  new  Resident  was  ap- 
pointed to  Sattara,  Mr.  Frere,  who,  not 
knowing  all  that  had  come  out,  wrote  to 
say  that  he  was  afraid  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  (Mr.  Hume)  did  not  know 
the  character  of  this  man,  **  who  had  taken 
to  memorialising  Mr.  Hume  and  the  Queen 
in  Council."  Mr.  Frere  thought  it  right 
to  inquire  into  these  charges;  the  man 
named  four  individuals  to  be  sent  for,  and 
it  turned  out  that  one  had  been  dead  four- 
teen years,  and  the  others  knew  nothing 
about  the  matter.  Mr.  Frere  was  con- 
vinced that  the  whole  petition  was  a  tissue 
of  falsehood.  The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  G. 
Thompson)  had  been  continually  complain- 
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great  act  of  injiutioe,  and  the  death  of  the 
Eajab  had  not  altered  the  case.  It  was 
the  duty  of  the  House,  for  the  honour  of 
the  country,  to  see  that  justice  was  done. 
The  question  of  the  Rajah  of  Sattara  was 
to  be  decided  by  facts.  Those  facts  were 
to  be  decided  by  the  documents  before  the 
House,  and  from  those  documents  it  would 
appear  that  a  greater  blot  was  never  cast 
on  the  English  name  than  that  which  was 
cast  upon  it  by  our  treatment  of  the  Rajah 
of  Sattara.  No  proof  was  adduced  of  the 
criminality  of  that  prince,  and  therefore  he 
(Mr.  Urquhart)  was  justified  in  asserting 
his  innocence.  He  would,  therefore,  de- 
mand, in  the  name  of  the  honour  of  this 
country,  that  this  case  should  be  fully  in- 
vestigated. A  subordinate  Government  dis- 
possessed that  prince  in  the  teeth  of  the 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Government  of 
India,  and  on  the  ground  of  that  dispos- 
aession  his  character  was  attacked.  Was 
that  justice  ?  On  the  examination  of  the 
last  papers  presented  to  Parliament  he 
was  ready  to  acquit  Colonel  Ovans  of  the 
charges  made  against  him;  but,  while  he 
acquitted  Colonel  Ovans  of  these  charges, 
be  did  so  only  upon  the  disqualification  of 
the  evidence  adduced  by  the  Government 
bf  Boihbay  against  the  Rajah.  He  ac- 
quitted him  in  order  to  bring  homo  to  the 
feal  perpetrators  the  crimes  committed  in 
India.  If  this  inquiry  were  refused,  then 
the  honour  of  England  was  for  ever  tar- 
nished, and  the  security  of  our  possessions 
in  India  would  be  greatly  perilled.  Ho 
.would,  therefore,  implore  the  House  to 
grant  the  inquiry. 

Sir  H.  WILLOUGHBY  said,  that  in 
4he  autumn  of  the  year  1842  Sir  John 
Oamac  stated  to  him  the  reason  for  de- 
boslfag  the  Rajah  of  Sattara.  It  was  to 
be  found  in  the  simple  consideration  that 
on  communication  with  the  Rajah  he  was 
foimd  to  be  unfriendly  to  the  articles  that 
formed  the  basis  of  the  Treaty  of  1819, 
particularly  that  part  of  it  which  was  com- 
prised in  the  second  article.  The  obser- 
vation made  by  the  Rajah  was,  **  Do  you 
expect  me  to  sign  that  treaty  which  would 
reduce  me  to  the  position  of  the  manager 
of  a  district?"  A  gallant  gentleman,  a 
fnend  of  his,  had  been  attacked — he  al- 
luded to  Colonel  Ovans — and  he  believed 
that  a  more  honourable  public  servant  than 
that  gentleman  did  not  exist.  Whether 
the  charges  against  the  Rajah  were  true 
or  false.  Colonel  Ovans  had  no  more  to 
do  with  them  than  any  lion.  Gentleman 
in  thftt  House.  The  fii'st  charge  against  the 


Rajah  was  made  by  Colonel  Lodwick^  and  it 
was  utterly  impossible  for  any  Government 
not  to  follow  the  suggestion  that  he  had 
made. 

Mr.  GEORGE  THOMPSON  was  sure 
that  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  heard 
the  statements  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Roxburghshire  (Mr.  Elliot) 
would  allow  him  (Mr.  G.  Thompson)  to 
make  a  few  remarks  in  reply,  as  they  had 
a  personal  reference  to  him.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  was  pleased  to  state,  on  autho- 
rity on  which  he  said  he  placed  the  utmost 
reliance,  that  when  he  was  in  Calcutta  he 
saw  an  advertisement  put  forth  by  the 
King  of  Delhi  requesting  the  assistance  of 
some  philanthropic  individual  who  would 
undertake  his  case  in  England.  Now  he 
begged  to  say  he  never  saw  or  heard  of 
such  an  advertisement.  But  he  received, 
most  unexpectedly,  a  visit  from  some  gen- 
tlemen who  said  they  had  received  instruc- 
tions from  the  Minister  of  the  King  of  Delhi 
to  wait  upon  him  and  communicate  with 
him  respecting  the  question  then  depending 
between  the  King  and  the  British  Govern- 
ment. It  was  not  until  he  had  examined 
the  papers,  and  looked  into  the  Wellesley 
despatches,  that  he  stated,  on  a  subse- 
quent occasion,  to  a  person  who  waited 
upon  him,  that  he  thought  that  the  King 
of  Delhi  had  a  just  and  reasonable  claim 
on  the  Court  of  Directors.  Wliat  was  his 
course  of  conduct  then  ?  He  was  free  to 
admit  that  the  deputies  were  authorised 
to  make  to  him  large  oficrs,  and  he  dis- 
claimed altogether  any  intention  to  stipu- 
late for  any  remuneration  whatever.  He 
would  enter  into  no  compact  with  the  de- 
puties, and  he  left  Calcutta,  on  the  invi- 
tation of  the  King,  for  Delhi,  without 
having  entered  into  any  engagement  with 
him,  only  stipulating  that  his  expenses 
from  Calcutta  to  Delhi  and  back  should 
be  defrayed.  It  was  arranged  that  it 
should  be  settled  on  a  personal  communi- 
cation with  the  King  whether  it  would  be 
expedient  to  undertake  the  case,  which  he 
desired  him  to  advocate  in  this  country. 
It  was  said  he  had  proposed  that  a  provi- 
sion should  be  made  for  him  in  the  shape 
of  a  house;  and  he  assured  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Roxburghshire 
that  he  had  never  expressed  such  a  wish, 
but,  on  the  contrary,  desired  that  not  a 
penny  should  be  expended  for  his  accom- 
modation in  Delhi.  It  was  also  said  that, 
on  arriving  in  Delhi,  he  had  further  stipu- 
lated for  a  payment  of  200  rupees  per 
month  as  a  provision  for  his  table;  and  he 
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MMsarei  tlie  him.  Member  and  the  Home, 
on  the  word  of  a  gentleman,  that  he  had 
nerer  stipulated  for  a  thing  of  the  kind, 
and  nerer  had  receifed  200  mpees  a 
month  for  the  supplj  of  his  table.  Far- 
ther he  woold  saj,  that  he  had  nerer  de- 
manded one  penny  of  remuneration  from 
the  King  of  Delhi;  and,  when  the  King 
offered  Mm  what  he  thought  a  moderate 
eompensation  for  his  senrices  in  this 
country,  he  (Mr.  G.  Thompson)  refused  to 
take  it.  Subsequently  he  agreed  that  he 
would  be  the  agent  of  his  Majesty  the  King 
in  this  country,  but  never  took  a  step  to 
accept  any  agency  until  the  Lieutenant 
Goremor  of  the  western  proTince  had  com- 
municated to  the  King  that  he  was  at 
liberty  to  engage  him.  He  refused  to 
accept  any  guarantee  for  remuneration 
her^^r,  and  declared  most  solemnly 
that  nerer  in  his  life,  since  he  returned  to 
England,  had  he  asked  the  King  of  Delhi 
for  a  penny,  and  never  had  he  received 
a  penny.  With  regard  to  the  Rajah  of 
Sattara,  there  were  many  in  this  country 
who  knew  that  before  he  had  any  idea  of 
visiting  the  shores  of  India  he  had  advo- 
cated that  prince's  cause.  There  was  not 
a  single  fact  alleged  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  in  favour  of  Colonel  Ovans 
or  the  East  India  Company  that  he  did 
not  pledge  himself  to  rebut  if  they  granted 
the  Committee.  If  they  denied  the  in- 
quiry, Colonel  Ovans  would  not  bo  cleared. 
He  had  chapter  and  verse  for  every  alle- 
gation he  made,  and  he  would  produce 
three  hundred  intercepted  documents. 

The   House  divided  : — Ayes  8  :    Noes 
77;  Majority  69. 


List  of 

the  Ayes. 

Anstoy,  T.  C. 

Williams,  J. 

Lushington,  C. 
lUphael,  A. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 

Wyld,  J.      , 

TSLLERS. 

Thompson,  Col. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 

Hume,  J. 
Thompson,  G. 

List  of 

the  Noes. 

Armstrong,  R.  B. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C.  F. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 

Dundas,  Adm. 
Dundas,  Sir  D. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  E. 

Boiling,  W. 
Bouverie,  hon.  E.  P. 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Frewen,  C.  H. 

Brotherton,  J, 
BuUer,  C. 

Galway,  Visct. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 

Christy,  S. 

Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 

Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 

Hawes,  B. 

Clive,  H.  B. 

Hay,  Lord  J. 

Cobbold,  J.  0. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Craig,  W.  G. 

Heald,  J. 
Heywood,  J. 
Hobhoose,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 

T.B. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hogg,  Sir  J.  W. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Labooehere,  It.  hoa.  H. 
LaaeeUes,  hoa.  W.  S. 
Levis,  G.C. 
Maekensie,  W.  F. 
MaitlandyT. 
Maizes,  R.D. 
Manle,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Menx,  Sir  H. 
MorisoD,  Sir  W. 
Morris,  D. 
Mnliings,  J.  R. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
Palmcnrston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Pigott,  F. 
PilkingtoB,  J. 
Plowden,  W.  H.  C. 
Price,  SirR. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Rich,H. 


Romflly,  Sir  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Rutherford,  A. 
Saodars,  G. 
SbeU,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
SheUmme,  Earl  of 
SonMrTille,rt.hn.  Sir  W. 
%wmnnan,  H.  J. 
Spoooer,  R. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Stuart,  H. 
Sutton,  J.  H.  M. 
Tenison,  £.  K. 
Townley,  R.  G. 
Townshslid,  Capt. 
Tynte,  Col.  C.  J.  K. 
Ward,  fi.  G. 
Watkins,  Col.  L. 
WiUoughby,  Sir  H. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 

TBLuqta. 
BeUew,  R.  M. 
Tu&eU,  U. 


House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after  Two 
o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  July  12,  1848. 

Muroras.  NawMBxaaaSwoRN*— For  Gnat  Yannouth, 
Joceph  Saaden,  Eaq. 

PuBuc  Bills.— !•  Eodeaiartical  Juriidietioa i  Tithe 
Rent  Charge,  &e.  (Inland)  (No.  f ). 

PsTiTioira  PaaaaiiTBD.  By  Mr.  FieanoB,  ftom  the 
Parish  ofSt.  Mary.  Lambath,  for  a  Batttr  Obaarvanoe  of 
Uie  Lord'i  Day.— By  Mr.  Hindley,  fhm  Churdiwanleni 
and  OTeneen,  of  Uie  Tarfcms  MttropoHtan  Pariabet,  in 
fiiTour  of  Uw  Sunday  Tradiog  Bill  (1846).— By  Mr. 
Spooner,  ftom  tha  Clagf  of  the  Tomi  of  Bfnnlnghain» 
in  faTour  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  BtU.— By  Sir  BtiOamin 
Hall,  fhxn  the  Parish  of  St.  Paneraa,  Middlesex,  for 
Inquiry  into  the  BakenT  Orie?anceB««By  Mr.  W.  Brown, 
firom  the  Manchester  Commercial  Aaaodation,  for  Atao- 
gating  the  System  of  Advances  upon  Hypotheeatcd  Pro* 
duoe^— By  Mr.  Cobbold,  from  Offlecn  of  the  Ipswich 
Union,  in  fiiTour  of  a  SuperannuatiOB  Fund  for  Poor 
Law  GflBcers.— By  Sir  John  TroUope,  fkom  the  Board 
of  Guardians  of  the  Spalding  Union,  Uneola,  in  favour 
of  the  Poor  Law  Union  Charges  BUL 

TAXING  MASTERr-.CHANCERT 
(IRELAND). 
Mr.  G.  a.  HAMILTON  said,  he  had 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  a  question  of  which  he  had 
given  notice.  In  the  year  1845,  an  Act 
was  passed  hy  which  one  taxing  master 
was  appointed  in  Ireland,  for  the  Court  of 
Chancery.  The  society  of  solieitors  at 
the  time  stated  that  it  would  he  auite  im* 
posible  for  a  single  master  to  diachai^ 
the  necessary  businiBS  of  the  office ;  but 
there  being  an  apprehension  that  the  re- 
venue derived  from  the  fees  of  the  office 
might  be  insufficient,  one  taxing  master 
only  was  then  appointed.  He  was  bound 
to  say  that  no  blame  wbateTer  waa  at- 
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tachod  hj  any  one  to  the  present  taxing 
master.  It  was  impossible  there  could 
be  a  more  active  or  assiduous  officer.  But, 
as  had  been  predicted,  the  business  of  the 
office  was  too  much  for  any  one  officer, 
however  diligent,  to  perform.  He,  at  the 
beginning  of  the  Session,  had  presented  a 
petition  signed  bj  nearly  700  of  the  soli- 
citors practising  in  Dublin :  they  stated  iu 
that  petition,  that  great  public  inconve- 
nience bad  arisen  from  the  accumulating 
of  untaxed  bills  of  costs — that  at  that  pe- 
riod there  were  no  fewer  than  1885  bills 
of  costs,  amounting  to  256,000^,  untaxed 
in  the  office — that  it  was  almost  impossible 
to  have  bills  of  costs,  of  any  considerable 
amount,  passed  through  the  office  within  a 
less  period  than  twelve  months — and  that 
all  parties  interested  in  suits  were  sub- 
jected to  great  losses  and  inconvenience 
from  such  delays.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, and  as  the  revenues  of  the  office 
were  amply  sufficient,  he  begged  to  ask 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  Govern- 
ment to  propose  any  measure  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  additional  taxing  masters  uf 
the  Court  of  Chancery  in  Ireland  ? 

SlE  W.  SOMERVILLE.  in  reply  to 
the  question  put  to  him  by  his  hon.  Friend, 
was  prepared  to  admit  the  inconvenience 
he  had  stated,  from  the  accumulation  of 
costs  in  the  office  of  the  taxing  master  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery.  Ue  could  also 
corroborate  the  statement  with  regard  to 
the  efficiency  of  the  present  taxing  master. 
The  subject  had  been  under  the  consider- 
ation of  Government,  and  he  hoped  means 
would  be  taken  to  remedy  the  inconve- 
nience complained  of. 

SUNDAY  TRADING  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

On  the  question  that  the  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  chair, 

Mr.  B.  wall  rose  to  move,  pursuant 
to  notice — 

**  That  this  House  will,  upon  this  day  six 
montlis,  resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committcv." 

The  hon.  Member  for  Asliton-under-Line 
(Mr.  Hindley),  although  pei-fcctly  aware 
-of  the  notice  he  (Mr.  Wall)  had  given  to 
resist  this  Bill  by  a  substantive  Motion, 
hsd  at  half-past  2  o'clock  on  the  moraing 
of  Satarday  se'nnight,  when  the  House 
WM  just  breaking  up,  and  when  there 
were  not  twenty  Members  present,  moved 
Ae  second  reading  of  this  Bill  in  a  voice 
■etreelj  audible.  In  fact,  although  he 
i  not  twenty  paces  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
dtf  he  had  not  heard  him.  It  was  on  this 
VOL.C.    {J^} 


account  that  he  was  now  obliged  to  bring 
forward  his  Motion  on  the  Order  of  the  Day 
for  going  into  Committee,  in  place  of  the 
second  reading,  which  was  the  more 
usual  course,  and  which  he  would  have 
preferred.  The  existing  law  regulating 
Sunday  trading  was  based  upon  the  Act 
of  Charles  II.,  which  prohibited  the  sale, 
or  exposure  for  sale  on  Sunday,  of  all 
wares  or  merchandise,  with  the  exception 
of  milk  and  mackerel :  that  was  the  law 
at  present,  but  the  interpretation  of  the 
law,  so  far  as  he  could  ascertain,  had 
depended  very  much  on  the  individual 
feeling  of  diiferent  magistrates,  and  was 
by  no  means  uniform.  Though  opposed 
to  the  present  Bill,  he  was  very  far  from 
being  opposed  to  a  satisfactory  regulation 
of  Sunday  trading,  for  he  thought  the  law 
was  in  a  very  defective  state,  and  that  if 
some  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  taken 
up  the  question,  he  might  have  made  some- 
thing  of  it,  and  produced  a  Bill  worthy  of 
the  consideration  of  Parliament.  He  did 
not  think  the  evidence  taken  before  tho 
Committee  was  suiHcient  to  justify  the 
House  in  passing  such  a  measure  as  tho 
present.  The  statements  made  by  tho 
various  witnesses  were  so  contradictory 
that  they  neutralised  each  other.  Tho 
senior  churchwarden  of  Lambeth  gave 
very  fluctuating  evidence,  sometimes  tend- 
ing to  show  that  Sunday  trading  was  an 
unmitigated  evil,  and  sometimes  so  modi- 
fying his  views  by  exceptions  in  favour  of 
the  sale  of  diflcrent  articles,  and  at  certain 
hours  of  the  day,  that  the  evil  almost 
vanished  and  became  nil.  The  chief  mis- 
chiefs, as  described  by  him,  were  the  ob- 
struction of  the  thoroughfares,  inferiority 
of  the  goods,  and  an  increase  of  tluj  prices. 
So  greatly  did  thcjso  prevail  in  the  New 
Cut,  Lambeth,  that,  according  to  this  gen- 
tleman, all  tho  religious,  moral,  and  social 
feelings  of  the  people  in  that  neighbour- 
hood were  paralysed.  Still  the  senior 
churchwarden  recommended  that  a  variety 
of  articles  should  be  permitted  to  be  sold 
on  a  Sunday.  Ho  did  not  und(;rHtand 
these  nice  distinctions.  If  one  set  of  shops 
were  to  be  closed,  all  ought  to  be  clo»<jd; 
but  as  it  was  impossible  to  close  all,  then 
what  should  bo  done  was,  that  all  should 
be  placed  under  strict  police  regulationH, 
to  be  devised  and  applied  by  the  most 
learned  and  eminent  men  in  the  profession 
of  the  law,  without  any  special  enactment 
as  to  the  shops  being  opened  or  closed  on 
that  day.  Then  came  the  evidence  of 
Charles   James — not  of  London,   but   of 
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•'-■"'-      ."..j'^^i  in  Met  of  necessiry.     He  objccwd  almost 

■::r.--  -  "•-•  ihe  whole  or  rlie  Bill  aow  .jerore  the 

■..::»^     r--  —  --T  -iouse:  but  hia  main  abjections  wer*?.  dr^t. 

„• :::::.:. :^  :hat    the  preamble   stated  what    was    not 

■     :~_-r-^.-r    ■:  7T<:»red    by    the    evidence,    nameij.    that 

zii    '-Hi;:!  :  :i:e  public  thopou^hlarea  were  at  present 

lu-        — .m.TTr*^  rrnatlj   obBtnctetl  during  divine  service. 

'  1-:    '  .zi:iini\=r-.  T^e  '.aw  of  Chariea  II.   waa  not  rigid! j 

~r    ■    -n-  ■•■"!.-  iL'o-i  ?n.  OT  :he  jooil  sense  of  the  public 

z:-    iii--   :ii*>  ▼'lii  lot   lilow  it.     Xor  would  the  pre- 

•  -1     1l-    --.r    c  in-!ii  Bill  'ie  3iore  iuccessnil.     He  detied 

•TT    ::■--      .-  i-1   "lie   -vilc-men   :n    creation — oav.   but 

~   i--=-  •^.     : :  --ji  le  :tarH*i  ')eiu:r  ■-•aileti  :o  order  bj  the 

— :r     -.-z:_z.«:  "•7»rajicr.   le  vouid  iaj  ^hac  he  wculd  dcrj 

•iiT  i.'^  >f  ?  iriamenr  :o  oarrj  into  eifcct 

T..-^    ■--   -t::.  7  "^-i*  "rnv-iirc*   >r  \  Bill 'ik'?  the  present. 

:-■■■-    "-.     — -   -  i  Zi    k^nfv  -iie    Tenacicj  of  "ire  of  orange 

'  ^"    u:d   .»ri2i??  -v-jmea.  who  wea^  aS>ut 

TT-u  -iis*^  r:-.  —  -^'.rz  "n  -'St?  imcies.     These  itinerant  ven- 

-  ri-     .:■.  1^  :.r*  i*l  ?ei».'Ti:r"i  T-    :uie  Itjw-r  jlufres,  and 

•^.-"c-  «-";:,d  ii'-f  'jeai  i*i  in  lie  r«r:chial 

.-    uc    i    i»e  TT  rei-iiiivs.    imL  nis"    i^]   TTAT-?Am  ^n 

..w  .-  -  -^    r  ntj-'-AB^i  7i  lic^  fjrre  r  'aej  r^fallj  loped 

-^.;::r   .^^    i:^  :.    •;:  "z-.-ni  i«  vi,      ^-w  liie  i~=xpc  would 

^^  V  -,k.:?i:u.  -.-n  Till.       Tie    ji.'u-    Itfoi'ier     YLr.    Hindlev) 

•     ..V*     ••  ".    •-.  r^i:  ;*er-:ii^-*  5  r  zi**  irss  slx  sccths  see 

::::•.      l-   ^  •  :•  r  •»■  :i:-  n  I  i-irnir*!  7P¥«r  fiai  a:  present; 

-  •- u        !'. '^  '.-.   Tt«   itrnij  Tji.wl  31  rie  aiia-is  of  the 

-  ■:■'..:    !  •f.r'io  ^^^  -^.i   fi-iiir  "32*5  ^ey  were  to 
•t «' "*  ■  .-.-^r-:?  vs'-i   -ae'.r  !t;cii:pi*  /a  ^  Szatiay  a^  well 

:ik.     -J*.     '  :::;^t-  La-   M  i  a  aii;&T.  ti:;^ --xr?  ii:iz.  vjes:Ieican*s 

\..i-    »:*^    :-.*i^"-  ■•  :::r'ia.:ir.=-  v'.':i»£  5-:»?a  ":e  is  *.*.^cc  as  ever 

1  :■■.    »*;x.  :    1.5"  izr  ia»<ti:i  74ss&     Hj  be^eved  chat 

•.-i^'       ».  ;^i.  T\ .:.    "ilf'Tijers  T-iOiii  3»:c  sarccrt  such  a 

--.'.-     >  r  .'.  liiT  7;r  zit!  Ir£e   .Mm.^xzicas-Mi  they 

•  ^-  *  v-u  V-  a  znflr  7»?»;pfr  MossiTXf ats^  and  the 

.  -     .  •-•    .--.  -."Ufci    tri  v-ji*i;«;  iii£y  ^;e)iessec  of  their 

..     .  >     -^-  ;.«.  »:ia;>  kziL  w-sies      Tie  5«II  ri:':pi:'Sed  to 

..^    .  -s^      • '  ^*.s>:  :;»•  Tcirx^f*  5.t  S-imuy  Z"adicg  from 

••  ^' >*■'-..•.>  "    i'  .•-.      i.Ti£  £ie  piti  xzd  ziarrv^w  of 

::'.    fill  v-ft!s  -hfcT  L^sr  M  -aird  conviction 

—  't-.>^.:  v/ixji  "k  Ibibue  to  a  penalty 

:->c.  ^     .o     .   j  '.    'r  f*^,Ty  jtf!nLn»  act  <yi  trading 

I         >-::•. .:  i.:  -  ^::^ilJ      ^:  w»s  tA?  late  in  the 

'    »  -.    -.-•:  '.^f**.'r.'  fvi^ssva  «  «ii«rc&i:i  a  Bill  having 

^   •.  \  V     .     ..•  :'^    •.^^fi.fr-    .':o:vt:.  lai  r  the  House  were 

.   -      ^<. .,:  V    :^  (tulo^  if  «ftr^»iAK  »xr  it  next  Ses- 

-  >.  -«  <  «:  !v  mv«a£  ^;  H/ae  OHEm  would  take 
^    r.,   "      . .  u*   :j«  TMfc3ir  St  -i»  risiAesB*  asd  prepare 

-^        i:    *   ^  ..  *  rv*!<r^.     "^fvaos*  i3>e  rrvseet  law  was 

r.  •.'%^'^r -f.  :.  ▼■»  T?:  roucc  ic€  allowing 

-•  ,  ^su;:r^  ui*L  m:x<ris<7  r>e!asure  like  the 

--.•*•.    o-  ' "«-  'n.-i'^^r.    V  Tiws  ^'hii±  c:>xji  only  be  Tex- 

^    ;^  .  T  *.:-.  \j>  II     to-  /inf!rfci!:a:,  aT>i  which  could 

•.-c-      -V'..'*       .- ^'*,*^'   T*f   j'iiiv.;  wi.fcsfvw  in  changing 

-.•>.   t  uv  ^x^iii  fcTic  TfinriL 'iiaii!»  of  ibe  people. 

.    r .  >^-  T^:  :^iv.        1:  «•    >  . . A.y  y  Y    fvc'-.fDW'd  ibe  Amend- 

in.^n»  nnr  Appnnn;*.'^  the  Kij  as  a  petty 

^.'•n^r.    -.;  Mvu    nt-*itdiinc  inurfmniw  ^rhh  the  com- 

...^«.i  i  .A.i  ^o¥-  «on»    am.    fcHinftamnrai  «f  ike  working 
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classes,  while  it  left  those  of  the  rich  en- 
tirely untouched.  Hon.  Members  who  be- 
longed to  the  Reform  or  Conservative  Club 
eoi^  continue  to  get  anything  they  re- 
aoired  between  10  and  1  o'clock  in  the 
dajj  for  no  interference  with  these  club- 
houses was  proposed  by  the  Bill.  If  the 
rich  oontinued  to  use  their  carriages  and 
horses  on  Sundays— if  they  continued  to 
give  large  dbner  parties,  to  which  guests 
were  invited  from  all  parts  of  the  town — 
did  the  Bill  touch  any  of  these  proceedings, 
although  the  givers  of  these  feasts  could 
as  well  give  and  their  guests  as  well  re- 
ceive them  on  any  other  day  ?  No ;  but 
wheu  there  was  only  one  day  in  which  the 
humbler  classes  could  go  upon  their  little 
expeditions  and  excursions  in  the  country 
to  get  a  little  fresh  air,  then  they  eudea- 
Toured  to  prevent  them.  The  Bill  abso- 
lutely prohibited  the  sale  of  tea  and  coffee 
al  ally  at  stands,  during  the  whole  of  Sun- 
day- No  bottled  beer  or  porter  could  be 
sold  at  these  stands,  nor  even  biscuits  or 
bread.  If  they  did  not  venture  to  touch 
the  club-houses  of  the  great,  was  it  fair  to 
eome  down  upon  these  vendors  of  small 
matters,  and  put  them  under  the  harrows 
of  the  hon.  Member's  legislation,  by  ma- 
king them  liable  to  cumulative  penalties, 
varying  in  amount  as  a  justice  of  the  peace 
might  think  these  offences  were  more  or 
less  deserving  of  punishment?  He  was 
noi  sure  whether  the  BiU  would  not  pre- 
vent (he  poor  man  from  going  into  a  shop 
to  be  shaved,  or  fro^n  sending  his  dinner 
to  the  bakehouse,  v^hereby  a  hundred  wo- 
men were  saved  the  la!|)our  of  cooking  the 
Sunday  dinner.  In.no  country  in  Europe 
WM  the  Sabbath  better  observed  than  in 
Sn^^d. 

Me.  ALCOCK  had  not  rested  satisfied 
with  the  accounts  of  others,  but  had  gone 
to  satisfy  himself  as  to  the  fact  of  Sunday 
trading  in  the  localities  which  were  much 
frequented  by  the  working  classes;  and  he 
had  witnessed  the  great  extent  to  which 
that  ^description  of  traffic  was  carried  on. 
He  was  in  favour  of  the  principle  of  the 
BiU. 

Sa  DE  LACY  EVANS  said,  that  the 
object  of  the  Bill  was  not  to  interfere 
merely  on  the  score  of  religion,  but  to  put 
an  end  to  the  immense  labour  and  toil 
which  Sunday  trading  caused  to  tradesmen 
and  those  whom  they  employed.  He  (Sir 
De  Lacy  Evans)  did  not  know  of  any  mea- 
Mie  which  was  so  generally  supported  by 
Ifae  tradesmen  amongst  his  constituents. 
.  Cw»iWL  THOMPSON,  as  one  who  had 


been  persecuted  for  his  opinions  on  the 
subject  of  Sabbath  observance,  if  exclusion 
from  that  House  for  many  years  was  to  be 
considered  persecution,  wished  to  be  al- 
lowed to  say  a  few  words;  and  in  so  doing 
he  begged  to  assure  the  hon.  Gentlemaii 
(Mr.  Hindley)  who  had  introduced  th9  Bill, 
that  he  was  quite  ready  to  concur  in  going 
into  Committee,  provided  the  hon,  Qeutle- 
man  would  agree  in  opposing  the  oppresr 
sive  enactments  attempted  to  be  forced 
upon  the  public  under  the  pretence  of  Sab- 
bath observance.  He  was  one  who  thought 
Sabbatical  observance  according  to  the 
Jewish  law  prohibited  to  Christians;  and  in 
this  ho  was  supported  by  the  Confession  of 
Augshurgy  in  maintenance  of  which  our 
fathers  and  the  early  Protestants  laid  down 
their  lives.  The  Church  of  England,  too, 
which  was  the  Church  of  the  majority,  had 
taken  this  view,  as  evidenced  by  the  fact, 
that  in  all  her  catechism  there  was  not  one 
attempt  to  enforce  the  duty  of  Sabbatical 
observance;  and  leading  men  among  her 
teachers,  as  Paley,  Arnold,  a4d  Whateloy, 
avowed  the  same.  But  as  a  political  iu- 
stitution,  he  believed,  like  them,  that  a  d^y 
of  rest  was  a  useful  institution;  ^nd  he  was 
ready  to  support  the  hon.  Gentleman  if  ho 
would  make  his  Bill  accessary  to  the  pri^o- 
tical  settlement  of  a  question  which  would 
otherwise  at  some  time  end  in  mischief. 
For  example,  he  trusted  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  not  think  of  such  an  absurdity 
as  preventing  common  bakehouses  from 
acting  on  the  Sunday,  where  the  truth 
was  that  one  man  staid  at  home  to  cook,  i^ 
order  that  fifty  might  have  their  time  at 
their  own  disposal;  that  he  would  aUow  no 
intei-ference  with  ^-eading-rooms,  or  places 
for  the  sale  of  stamped  periodicals;  Uiat 
there  would  be  no  persecution  for  shaving 
or  blacking  shoes,  for  it  had  always  been 
held  that  cleanliness  was  next  to  godliness; 
and  that  there  would  bo  no  impedimeuts 
thrown  in  the  way  of  the  weary  citizen's 
recreating  himself  and  family  by  means  of 
hired  carriages  or  animals  of  any  kind.  If 
the  hon.  Mover  would  attend  to  points  like 
these,  he  might  do  a  public  service  by  his 
BiU. 

Sib  B.  hall  said,  if  the  BiU  as  it  now 
stood  was  to  be  persevered  in  without  in- 
troducing some  provisions  which  shouh} 
put  the  higher  classes  of  the  community 
on  the  same  footing  with  the  other  classes 
— if  it  was  to  be  merely  an  exclusive  BiU, 
interfering  with  the  privUeges,  advantages, 
and  amusements  of  the  lower  orders  of  sor 
ciety — then  he  shpuld  say  it  was  a  most 
Q2 
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ceptions,  he  did  not  exactly  understand  how 
they  could  pass  such  a  Bill.  To  a  great 
degree  the  Bill  now  before  them  was  a  re- 
enactment  of  the  Act  of  Charles  II.  It 
did  not  alter  that  Act;  and  in  so  far  as  it 
professed  to  add  to  that  law,  it  did  not 
strike  his  mind  that  the  further  enactments 
were  of  much  use.  He  was  perfectly  ready 
to  assent  to  a  principle  which  he  believed 
to  be  in  perfect  accordance  with  the  general 
feeling  of  the  House,  namely,  that  the  pos- 
session by  the  working  classes  of  one  day 
of  rest  and  repose  was  a  very  great  bles- 
sing, not  only  to  them  but  to  all  classes; 
and,  so  far  as  his  influence  went,  he  should 
gladly  concur  with  those  who  exerted  them- 
selves to  promote  an  observance  of  the  Sun- 
day. But,  if  the  Bill  were  pressed,  he 
should  object  to  its  being  limited  to  the 
trading  classes — he  should  strongly  recom- 
mend the  House  to  leave  all  classes  open 
to  the  same  legal  operation,  for  otherwise 
he  did  not  apprehend  that  this  or  any  other 
measure  would  secure  for  the  working 
elasses  rest  and  repose.  In  the  course  of 
the  present  discussion,  he  had  heard  the 
observance  of  the  Sabbath  placed  upon  a 
religions  principle.  He  did  not  object  to 
its  resting  on  that  ground;  and  he  thought 
it  highly  important  that  the  evils  which 
arose  from  the  non-observance  of  the  Sab- 
bath should  be  abated  in  the  metropolis; 
bat  what  he  feared  was,  that  the  present 
measure  would  be  inefficient  for  that  pur- 
pose. The  Bill,  however,  as  it  stood,  sug- 
gested this  to  his  mind,  that  there  ought 
to  be  a  clause  altering  the  penalty  to  be 
incurred  by  persons  trading  on  Sundays. 
By  the  Act  of  Charles  II.,  open  trading  in 
a  public  market  subjected  a  man  tp  a  fine 
of  only  5$, ;  and,  as  repeated  acts  of  trad- 
ing in  one  day  were,  in  contemplation  of 
laWt  only  one  act,  traders  in  such  cases 
might  easily  realise  an  amount  of  profit  on 
any  given  Sunday  much  more  than  enough 
to  cover  the  penalty  of  os.  Further,  the 
chrase  which  imposed  upon  churchwardens 
and  overseers  the  duty  of  carrying  out  the 
Act  seemed  to  him  most  objectionable;  and 
he  thought  that  the  hon.  Member  ought  to 
Jl>e  prepared  to'  abandon  that  clause  and 
leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the  police. 
AiihoQgh  he  considered  the  hon.  Member 
free  from  any  censure,  on  account  of  his 
ha^Dg  taken  charge  of  the  Bill,  yet  it 
seemed  to  him  (Sir  Q.  Grey)  that  there 
were  very  grave  objections  to  limiting  the 
measure  to  a  district  of  fifteen  miles  round 
die  metropolis.  It  might  be  perfectly  true 
diat  tiiTerpool,  Birmingham,  Manchester, 


and  other  great  towns,  had  their  local  Acts 
for  regidating  and  enforcing  an  observance 
of  Sunday,  and  that  the  metropolis  required 
something  of  the  sort;  yet  it  should  not  be 
forgotten  that  three  of  the  metropolitan 
Members  had  objected  to  the  Bill.  Fot 
his  part,  he  was  very  unwilling  to  set  up 
any  opposition  that  could  have  the  eflPect  <^ 
preventing  their  going  into  Committee  on 
the  Bill,  and  taking  the  opinion  of  the 
House  on  the  several  clauses;  but,  never« 
theless,  looking  at  the  different  and  re- 
peated attempts  made  to  legislate  on  this 
subject — looking  also  at  the  difficulty  of 
passing  any  such  measure  in  the  present 
Session  of  Parliament,  he  felt  disposed  to 
recommend  the  hon.  Member  to  withdraw 
the  measure,  and  in  the  meantime  full  con* 
sideration  might  be  given  to  the  subject. 

Sir  E.  BUXTON  should  be  sorry  to 
see  this  question  discussed  as  a  religious 
question.  They  might  do  thus  much,  they 
might  prevent  parties  trading  themselves, 
and  they  might  protect  those  who  were 
disinclined  to  trade  from  the  injurious  com- 
petition .to  which  a  disregard  of  Sunday  on 
the  part  of  others  exposed  them.  In  Lam- 
beth, from  which  he  received  communica- 
tions, and  in  Spitalfields,  of  which  he  pos- 
sessed some  knowledge,  the  desecration  of 
Sunday  was  of  the  worst  character. 

Mr.  craven  BERKELEY  said,  it  was 
his  opinion,  and  he  doubted  not  it  was  the 
opinion  of  the  House  also,  that  the  obser- 
vance of  Sunday  would  be  better  promoted 
by  the  force  of  a  good  example  on  the  part 
of  the  higher  classes,  and  especially  of  the 
higher  class  of  traders,  than  by  anything 
that  mere  measures  of  legislation  could 
effect.  He  held  in  his  hand  evidence  taken 
before  a  Committee  of  the  House,  and  the 
statement  of  a  witness  named  Boggis  was 
to  this  effect,  that  on  Sunday  he  passed 
near  the  brewery  of  Messrs.  Truman, 
Hanbury,  Buxton,  and  Co.,  situate  in 
Brick-lane,  Spitalfields.  With  that  esta- 
blishment he  believed  that  the  hon.  Baro- 
net who  spoke  last  was  connected.  The 
witness  stated,  that  on  the  day  in  question 
a  boy  was  passing  along  carrying  a  basket 
of  dry  figs;  that  the  boy  was  taken  up 
and  carried  off  by  the  police  merely  for 
the  offence  of  crying  and  selling  a  few 
figs,  by  the  profits  on  which  to  obtain  a 
morsel  of  food.  That  the  same  witness  on 
the  same  day,  about  three  o'clock,  passing 
the  brewhouse  of  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site, heard  the  clanking  of  chains  in  the 
brewhouse,  heard  the  noise  of  heavy  ope- 
rations,  and  witnessed   the  escape   of  a 
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greftt   «|«antic5  ''^'  sseam.  frvn  voich  die 

infer enee    was   <>ot:qiii  rbas  dusne.  u   iJ. 

events,  ui«re  wa«  ao  rest  or  Rpoee  •!&  die 

Sandmy;   but  che  poor  boT  waa  akoi  bno 

cubUmLj  bfwnnwe  he  soid  a  £ew  ligs  ?a  ppi- 

core  lumaeif  n  cmK,  while  &  i.Mt  <sflBi> 

pnaj  CAiried  on  the  oraiie  at  brewing  wiik 

JBpviiitj;  wul  he  doohoed  not  tfanc  is  wan 

n>  ia  an  btewetieiw     Beariiur  cbese  skb  in 

miud,  and  leehiTic  u  the  BiiL  he  prateaoed 

^WiiMl-f  naable  »  see  hew  he  eoiud  x^ 

kia   mpp«rt  to  what  wat  jo  svniisoiLT  a 

piaec   ef  ciaat  lei^dmaan.      It  was   wed 

kaowa  ihmk  at  the  west  <3iid  ot  die  vwn 

the  fiihmoDfen  and  dealers  in  :«e  <£d  a 

greai  deal  of  basmeaa  an  Smitfa^ 

ipr'eat  qaanticies  oi  ice  and  pi 

eonramed  at  the  cinoa  and  as  die  saaeiijas 

of  ^he  rieh  and  creas:  he  therstbfa  hmi 

reseived  to  nae  hia  best  (ScdeavQnrs  to  hav^ 

e«|aai  jastiee  dime  to  hi^  and  kiw. 

Sift  £.  61  XTOX  ae^  becbrs  heard  or 
^e  accaaatton  breast  by  the  son.  •jemie^ 
aMB  acainat  the  brewenr  with  whieh  le 
waa  eoaaeeaid.  He  could  state  with  re- 
tp<^lothatiwtabi6ihnn?nt>dtasm>w»Hrkwaa 
ikereearrtedoa  apoa  a  Som^T.  except  works 
^'  abeolaaa  aeeoestcr.  Bt  nur  the  creaonr 
part  «f  the  wvirk  done  on  Sandafs  con- 
tisleduithecare  aadtvedKn^vc' thehorseK 
Th%^re  were  30i>  men  asaaUj  ^nnplo^ed  oa 
week*daT9«  aad  he  bettered  there  was  so 
eolaUwhaient  in  whwh  iiw»  wa4>  done  on  a 
;^aad*Y  thaa  ia  the  brewerr  at  Spttameab^ 
At  lo  the  «kuihta«r  of  t^  chama  to  which 
the  witaeot  re^mrvd.  he  aar^t  jtt»;  staute 
that  the  uab«oo  abvtced  oa  ii^  $tn>et«  asd 
that  ihe  chains  were  at^^rviT  thv>9e  br 
whH^h  the  hor!^^»  w^rre  te»teaed:  aad  tho 
Aieaui  wa»  thiM^  vHva^ioeed — u  wat  seieei^ 
•arv  lh«i  the  K'^Wsr^  »hoaiu  be  raised  to  a 
v^v  h^ith  t\Mii|^^raterew  and  taere  was.. 
lh«^t\'y>K  a  eoMtinal^d  eaeu^  of  tteaat 
ihr^U^^ttt  the  d^\  He  wvald  not  saj 
th^l  there  >i^»«  a^skoinu^r  ao  work  done  on 
ih^  Siiadti^v ;  but  cverv  aieaa^  were  taken 
l\k  wu^Kht  ihai  adi  litife  a»  t^M^btf^.  The 
>Nalchuiau  >feat  th^  \HtW  penMa  ecntia«tllT 
i4^  the  |ki>Hiu«e<k«  tiid  he  eertauuT  hod  thn^ 
m^»AU«  \a  |ki^vvii]^  ;m  ^ttk^  a  ^aadaT  t»  ant 
\»uo  \HmW  U\VMi\\  It  ihc  h\»«.  ]|em>er  v^ 
imi«(to  ^\>«M  iU*  hiwi  vSir  K.  l>tt\toa^  the 
hi\s^m  \a  %t;iLi(iuv[  I  he  brewerv  oa  a  wv^k* 
s\i\\  AUvl  \'n  A  SumUt«  hv'  ixtaKI  <<0Btra»t 
iho  \mo  \^(ih  iho  %^thi^r;  ho  itti);:ht  hear  the 
(^liuikiHv;  \'i'  (W  ohaituk  and  he  eertaudj 
\\\\\m%  aw  \i\M  o^evt  vd!\vrs  wa»  made  to 
Uho  fiio  >Kx%i\ikt<  mou  tuo  Sttll  advantage 
lit  huiuU.v 
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Ms.  SP005ES  eBtirelT  eoneon^  in 
eftfwkoiL  Member  who 
StSU  ftt  this  period  of 
die  Saannu  and  UMiakiinjj,  what  had 
^aikn  oem  tka  ricks  koa.  Gentleman  the 
Seeretary  iir  dbe^Hoaae  Department,  it 
waa  hia  opinioa  ^at  it  wvMld  he  desirahle 
to  withdraw  the  KH  iat  tke  pieaent. 

Mil  iirXTl  «ii.  ^at  areiy  tpeeeh 
whm  had  been  de&tcred  skewed  that  there 
WW  xreat  Mk  ah  j  ia  Icgitlating  on  this 
aiaestwa.  Tkt  koa.  Baraaei  (Sir  E.  Box* 
toaj  said,  ^bat  aa  wark  was  carried  on  in 
his  bteweit  sk  a  Saadaj  eiaept  what  waa 
abeolatehr*accasaiT.  Bat  waa  the  plea 
jf  necessuY soke  imili  A  to  kisoase  alone  ? 
Xo  doaat.  ssok.  ^a  bar  witk  tks  figs  was 
eomfelM  br  kard  acccasitj  to  sell  tkem 
oa  a  Saadsr.  fie  reeommended  Uie  hon. 
GeatheaMn  ^Mr.  Hiadkj)  to  withdraw  the 
BilL 

Oa  dh^<|aastM  ^hal  tke  words  proposed 
to  be  lecl  oat  stand  part  of  the  qnestion» 
the  Uottse  divided:— Ajes  75;  Noes  47: 
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machinery  of  the  measure.  He  (Sir  G. 
Grey)  assented  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
that  Members  of  that  House  ought  not  to 
be  protected  against  the  payment  of  their 
just  debts;  but  there  were  most  formid- 
able objections  to  the  present  measure, 
which  he  had  communicated  to  the  hon. 
Member  by  whom  it  was  introduced,  and 
which  led  him  to  recommend  the  House  not 
to  give  it  their  sanction.  Considering  the 
extent  of  the  alterations  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  propose,  and  the  late  period  of  the 
Session,  the  hon.  Member  would  do  well 
not  to  press  the  Bill. 

Mr.  MOFFATT  had  done  his  duty,  and 
would  yield  to  the  wish  of  the  House,  and 
renew  the  Bill  next  Session.         • 

Order  discharged. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Five 
o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  July  13,  1848. 

MfNUTU.]     PvBUC  Bills. — 1^  Protection  of  Womeot 

Charity  Trusts  Regulatioa. 
S*  Canada  Union  Act  Amendment  t  County  Cess  (Irdand) ; 

Oflloert  of  Court*  of  Justice  (Ireland)  Assimilation  of 

Appointments. 
S^  Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention  t   Payment  of  Debts 

out  of  Real  EsUte. 
Pbtitionb  PRBSBKTin.      From   Citiaent   of  Montreal, 

Canada,  for  the  Total  and  Immediate  Repeal  of  the  Na* 

▼igation  Laws,  and  for  the  Opening  of  the  River  Saint 

Lawrence,  to  Ships  of  all  Nations. 

PROTECTION  OF  WOMEN  BILL. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  it  would  he 
in  the  recollection  of  the  House  that  the 
Protection  of  Females  Bill  was  rejected  afew 
evenings  ago;  hut  as  he  thought  that  it  was 
roost  desirable  to  obtitin  the  chief  object 
of  that  measure,  he  had  prepared  another 
Bill  on  the  subject,  which  he  would  lay  on 
the  tabic,  which  would  impose  penalties 
only  in  case  of  the  seduction  of  virtuous 
and  correct  females  by  fraud  and  covin. 
He  should  move  that  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  first  time,  and  appoint  the  second  read- 
ing for  Monday. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  hoped  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  would  be  able  to  accomplish 
the  object  in  view,  which  was  extremely 
laudable;  and  he  certainly  was  unwilling  to 
throw  any  impediment  in  the  way  of  his 
noble  Friend.  What  he  wished  to  state 
was,  that  when  a  Bill  for  the  attainment 
of  a  particular  object  had  been  rejected 
during  the  course  of  a  Session,  he  doubted 
whether,  consistently  with  the  Orders  of 
the  House,  a  Bill  for  the  same  purpose 
cauld  be  brought  forward  during  the  same 
Session.     Ho  would  suggest,   therefore, 


whether  it  would  not  be  better  at  once  to 
defer  the  measure  to  the  next  Session. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  he  would  pro- 
pose instead  of  Monday  to  take  the 
second  reading  on  Tuesday;  and  if  upon 
conferring  with  his  noble .  and  learned 
Friends  opposite,  and  with  his  noble  and 
leained.  Friend  on  the  woolsack,  and  with 
the  noble  Chairman  of  Committees,  he 
found  the  feeling  was  against  him,  he 
would  not  proceed  further  with  the  mea- 
sure this  Session. 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  he  should  not  be 
able  to  attend  on  Monday  or  Tuesday; 
but  he  must  say  he  felt  the  greatest  appre- 
hension and  alarm  at  any  such  measure  as 
that  now  proposed,  on  which  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  had  touched  lightly.  The 
subject,  however,  was  one  on  which  every 
one  must  feel  great  anxiety  :  for  his  own 
part,  he  could  only  observe,  that  it  was 
only  after  much  consideration  that  he  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  such  meabures 
would  do  more  harm  than  good. 

Bill  read  1». 

INDEPENDENCE  OF  PARLIAMENT 
(No.  2)  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  wished  to  ask  a 
question  of  his  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess 
of  Lansdowne)  as  to  this  Bill,  which  stood 
for  a  second  reading  to-night.  *  His  noble 
Friend  was  aware  that  in  1812  the  late 
Mr.  John  Smith  introduced  a  Bill,  which 
received  the  sanction  of  Parliament,  by 
which  it  was  enacted  that  if  a  person  be- 
came a  bankrupt  as  a  trader,  and  did  not 
resign  his  seat  before  the  expiration  of 
twelve  months,  a  new  writ  should  be  issued 
for  the  place  he  represented  atthe  end  of 
this  period.  Now  he  (Lord  Brougham) 
did  not  see  why  this  should  not  extend  to 
all  insolvents,  when  the  parties  were  not 
traders.  It  should  be  recollected  that  this 
class  of  persons  thus  holding  seats  in  Par- 
liament who  were  law  makers*  were  in 
point  of  fact  law  breakers,  itnd  by  their 
conduct  guilty  of  a  gross  fiiiud  in  Parlia- 
ment. He  wished  to  ask  his  noble  Friend 
whether  he  was  prepared  to  introduce  a 
Bill  for  the  purpose  which  he  had  in  Tie:w? 
If  his  noble  Friend  thought  it  better  itiot 
to  pass  the  Bill  at  present,  he  wookl  post- 
pone it. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  sag- 
gested  tha^  however  good  tiie  object  of  the 
Bill,  such  a  measure  ought  more  properly 
to  proceed  from  the  other  House. 
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.  Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  he  was  ready 
to  admit  that  this  measure,  in  extent,  more 
properly  affected  the  House  of  Commons 
than  that  House,  and  it  might  be  well  to 
allow  it  to  originate  there.  He  would  not 
proceed  with  the  Bill  at  present. 

Order  for  the  second  reading  discharged. 
Bill,   by    leave    of    the   House,    with- 
drawn. 

CRIMINAL    LAW    ADMINISTRATION 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  wished  to  make  a 
few  preliminary  observations  before  he 
XDOved  that  the  House  should  resolve  itself 
into  Committee  on  this  Bill.  This  Bill 
had  been  sent  upstairs  to  a  Select  Commit- 
tee, and  some  important  changes  had  been 
made  in  it.  He  was  extremely  anxious 
that  the  public  should  be  satisfied  that 
ererything  had  been  done  which  was  requi- 
aite  to  perfect  this  measure.  One  of  the 
Tcry  important  questions  which  came  be- 
fore the  Committee  was,  as  to  whether  in 
iall  criminal  cases  the  power  should  be 
given  of  moving  for  new  trials  as  in  civil 
cases.  For  his  own  part,  he  saw  many 
objections  to  carrying  out  this  object  to  the 
fullest  extent;  but  still  it  was  a  matter 
worthy  of  serious  consideration.  The 
Committee  had  examined  many  witnesses 
who  entertained  opinions  on  both  sides  of 
the  question,  from  whence  the  most  satis- 
^tory  information  could  be  obtained  on 
the  subject;  and  amongst  others  they  had 
called  before  them  two  gentlemen  of  great 
learning  and  ability,  who  had  devoted  much 
attention  to  the  subject — he  alluded  to 
Sir  Fitzroy  Kelly  and  Mr.  Greaves — and 
they  gave  it  as  their  opinion,  that  the 
same  course  should  be  pursued  in  criminal 
as  in  civil  cases,  and  that  no  judgment  or 
execution  should  be  enforced  on  any  crimi- 
nal tried  until  four  days  after  the  com- 
mencement of  the  next  term,  during  which 
period  application  could  be  made  to  one  of 
the  courts  in  Westminster  Hall.  In  such 
cases  the  parties,  on  applying  for  a  new 
trmi,  should  produce  affidavits  showing 
that  the  witnesses  examined  on  the  trial 
were  not  worthy  of  credit,  for  that  further 
eridence  could  be  produced  for  the  de- 
fence; and  it  was  also  proposed  that  the 
other  party  might  show  cause  against  the 
rule  for  the  new  trial.  It  was  admitted 
that  parties  might  go  on  for  three  or  four 
trials,  until  a  satisfactory  verdict  was  ob- 
tained. He  (Lord  Campbell)  need  hardly 
saj  that  under  such  an  arrangement  very 
great  delay  would  arise,  and  they  must 
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bring  all  the  criminals  convicted  through- 
out the  country  up  to  London.  He  did 
not  believe  that  the  allegation  as  to  the 
extent  of  cases  in  convictions  in  criminal 
law  had  been  substantiated.  He  did  not 
conceive  that  it  would  be  necessary  to  go 
beyond  the  provisions  on  this  subject  con- 
tained in  the  Bill,  namely,  to  allow  an  ap- 
peal from  conviction  at  quarter-sessions  to 
Judges  going  the  assizes.  One  of  the 
most  learned  of  the  Judges — he  meant 
Mr.  Justice  Pattison — had  authorised  him 
to  say,  that  in  the  course  of  his  experi- 
ence, which  went  to  the  extent  of  twenty 
years,  he  did  not  remember  any  case  in 
which  the  verdict  of  guilty  was  not  justi- 
fied by  tHb  evidence.  He  had  also  stated 
that,  if  applications  for  new  trials  were  to 
be  made  on  the  ground  of  the  discovery  of 
fresh  evidence,  it  would  open  the  door  to 
fraud  and  perjury  to  such  an  extent  as 
would  be  utterly  ruinous  to  the  administra- 
tion of  justice.  It  would  have  the  effect 
of  producing  numberless  false  witnesses, 
and  in  many  cases  the  prosecutor  would  be 
bought  off.  This  opinion  of  the  learned 
Judge  was  fully  concurred  in  by  two  of  the 
most  distinguished  legal  ornaments  in  this 
country.  He  thought  after  this  the  House 
would  agree  with  him  in  thinking  that  they 
went  to  the  proper  extent  in  limiting  the 
appeal  from  the  quarter-sessions  to  the 
Judges  in  Assize  to  questions  of  law. 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  that  he  entirely 
concurred  in  much  that  had  fallen  from  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend.  Before,  how- 
ever, he  proceeded  to  advert  to  what  had 
fallen  from  his  noble  and  learaed  Friend, 
he  wished  to  make  a  few  observations. 
Probably  their  Lordships  were  aware  that 
there  was  then  before  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  a  Bill  to  authorise  applications 
for  new  trials  in  all  criminal  cases.  He 
believed  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
carry  on  the  proper  administration  of  jus- 
tice under  such  a  system,  nor  did  he  believe 
that  the  state  of  things  in  any  degree  jus- 
tified such  a  measure.  The  delay  that 
would  be  occasioned  by  the  endeavour  to 
carry  such  a  law  into  effect,  would  be  an 
immense  evil.  With  respect,  however,  to 
the  Bill  before  the  House,  it  was  his  inten- 
tion to  move  the  omission  of  its  two  first 
clauses;  for  if  appeals  were  to  be  sent  to 
the  Judges  on  every  doubtful  point  of  law 
which  might  arise  at  quarter-sessions,  it 
would  become  a  most  serious  obstruction 
to  the  business  of  the  courts.  He  believed, 
also,  that  at  present  there  was  no  just 
ground  of  complaint  as  regarded  points  of 
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Members  of  Parliament,"  it  is  provided  | 
that  in  all  cases  where  charges  of  bribery  j 
shall  have  been  abandoned,  or  where  j 
there  is  any  suspicion  entertained  of| 
a  compromise  having  taken  place  among ! 
the  parties,  or  where  any  other  charge  j 
of  bribery  shall  have  been  made,  whe- ; 
thcr  in  support  of  the  original  petition " 
or  by  way  of  recrimination,  the  Elec- ; 
iion  Committee  shall  have  power  to  ex- ! 
amine  into  the  circumstances,  and  report 
whether  further  investigation  is  needed. 
If  the  Committee  shall  recommend  further 
inquiry,  the  House  shall  then  instruct 
them  to  consider  what  were  the  grounds 
for  abandoning  such  charges,  and  to  prose- 
cute tha  matter  further.  I  have  now  to 
state  the  general  alterations  in  that  law 
which  I  propose  to  introduce.  I  propose 
to  extend  the  provision  just  alluded  to,  and 
to  provide  that  in  all  cases  where  charges  ' 
of  bribery  and  corrupt  practices  are  made 
— whether  in  the  original  petition  or  by 
way  of  recrimination — the  Election  Com- 
mittee shall  proceed  to  investigate  such 
charges:  and  if  they  shall  find,  as  is  fre- 
quently the  case,  that  tho  parties  do  not 
proceed  to  bring  forward  evidence  of  such 
charges  so  as  to  enable  them  fully  to  in- 
vestigate the  case,  they  shall  have  power 
to  proceed  to  report  to  the  House  that  in 
their  opinion  further  investigation  is  needed 
with  respect  to  the  corrupt  practices,  in 
order  to  ascertain  whether  such  corrupt 
practices  have  extensively  prevailed;  they 
shall  also  report  further  their  opinion  whe- 
ther such  inquiry  should  be  made  by  the 
same  Commiiioe.  or  whether  it  should 
be  made  on  the  spot  by  Commissioners 
appointed  under  the  Act.  In  case  they 
shall  recommend  that  the  same  Commit- 
tee should  investigate  the  oliarires,  the  Com- 
mittee shall  reassemble  within  fourteen 
days,  according  to  the  powers  given  them 
in  the  Act  of  the  r>th  and  6th  Victoria, 
cap.  102.  in  the  same  way  as  if  the 
charges  of  bribery  had  boon  abandonovl,  or 
there  was  n?ason  to  suppos*.*  that  a  com- 
promise had  taken  place.  In  that  case 
also  the  Speaker  shall  appiunt  an  a^^^nt  to 
conduct  the  investigation  before  a  Com- 
mittee. Supposing  the  Committee  should 
lake  the  other  course,  and  rwommend  that 
the  inquiry  should  be  made  by  the  Com- 
missioners up^^n  the  sp^n.  then  the  Speaker 
shall  notify  to  the  senior  .hidjre  of  assize 
going  the  circuit,  who  Iws  authority  to  a^w 
point  revising  kirristers.  th,^:  the  House  of 
Commons  have  determined  that  an  inquiry 
shall  be  made  into  the  corrupt  practices  in  > 


such  a  borough,  within  such  a  coimtj  or 
district,  and  that  he  shall  nominate  two 
barristers — not  Members  W  Parliament — 
to  investigate  the  matter.  I  propose  to 
refer  the  appointment  of  these  Commis- 
sioners to  a  Judge  of  assize,  because  it 
would  then  be  impossible  to  say  that  there 
were  any  political  motives  in  making  the 
appointment,  and  because  all  suspicion 
would  thus  be  avoided,  by  placing  such  ap- 
pointments in  his  hands.  These  Commis- 
sioners shall  then,  within  a  certain  time^ 
investigate  on  the  spot  all  the  circmn- 
stances  relating  to  the  charges  of  briberj 
and  corrupt  practices,  and  report  to  the 
House  whether  the  bribery  and  corrupt 
practices  were  casual  or  general  in  the 
said  borough.  Having  made  that  general 
provision,  whereby  bribery  and  corrupt 
practices  will  be  investigated  in  future*  I 
propose  to  apply  the  principle  of  the  BiQ  to 
those  boroughs  concerning  which  inqniriea 
have  already  taken  place  before  Election 
Committees,  and  the  Members  of  wluch 
had  been  unseated  in  consequence  of  en- 
dence  of  corrupt  practices  having  heen 
given.  This  has  occmred  at  least  in  one 
case  (that  of  the  borough  of  Leicester)*  if 
not  in  more.  The  House  will  have  to  decide 
whether  new  writs  should  be  issued  witli. 
respect  to  those  cases,  or  whether  thej 
should  be  suspended  with  a  view  to  make 
further  inquiry  before  such  writs  issue.  In 
some  cases,  it  is  true,  the  writs  hare  al- 
ready been  granted,  but  in  others  thej 
have  not.  It  seemed  to  me  that  the  ge- 
neral impression  of  the  House,  in  respect 
to  most  of  those  cases,  was  that  some  fur- 
ther inquiry  should  be  made.  The  prin- 
ciple upon  which  I  proceed  is  this :  as- 
suming that  such  a  Bill  as  that  of  which  I 
have  just  stated  the  outlines  had  been  in 
force,  in  that  case  the  Election  Committee 
would  have  r«poned  whether  any  further 
investigation  was  required;  and  if,  nmm 
their  statement,  it  appeared  that  further 
investigation  was  required,  you  then  would 
have  proceeded  under  the  powers  of  the 
K lection  Act  to  appoint  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, or  Commissioners,  according  as  the 
one  or  the  other  should  be  adopted  by  the 
House,  to  carry  on  the  investigation.  What 
I  think  to  be  defective  in  the  Act  of  1842 
is,  that  the  Committees  have  heen  neeea* 
sarily  obliged  ^with  the  exception  of  the 
ease  of  Leicester^  to  stop  short  in  their  in- 
quiries, and  had  not  the  power  to  pro- 
cee\i  with  a  view  to  ascertain,  in  such  a 
manner  as  would  enable  them  to  state  it  in 
their  ivport,  whether  the  cases  required  te 
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maioing  at  present  a  convicted  felon,  oren 
though  it  turned  out  that  he  had  heeu  im- 
properly found  gtilty. 

Motion  agreed  to.     Clauses  struck  out. 

Bemaining  clauses  assented  to. 

Bill  to  he  reported. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
'  Thursday,  July  13, 1848. 

MmuTBai]     Public   Bill8.^1o  Sale  of  Beer;   Sugar 
JDutaaat  Bankruptcy;  Renewable  Leasehold  Conversion 
(Irdand)  {  Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections, 
t*  KeetafaNtlcal  Vnk»a  and  Divisions  of  Parishes  (Ire- 

1mA). 
R^arttd. — ^Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland). 
'    5*  and  paaed  i — Trustees  Relief  (Ireland). 

pBTiTfONa  PnaanNTKn.  B7  Mr.  Hume,  tmra  the  In- 
hiliitaiits  of  Carshaltoo,  Surrey,  and  several  other  Places, 
In  flivour  of  an  Extension  of  the  Elective  Franchise. — By 
Mr.  Hume,  fhnn  Kensington,  Hammersmith,  Chiswick, 
and  Chdsea,  In  fiivour  of  Returning  Two  Members,  to 
Rqpnnot  thoee  Places.— By  Lord  George  Manners,  fhnn 
«vwal  Inhabitants  of  Manchester,  for  the  Adoption  of 
UnlTetial  Sufftage. — By  Lord  Charles  Manners,  from  the 
Farkh  of  Cole  Oiton,  In  the  Diocese  of  Peterborough, 
fMT  Incraaalng  the  Number  of  Bishops  and  Clergy  of  the 
Chuitii  of  England. — By  Mr.  Ormsby  Gore,  from  the 
Coi^iegatkm  of  the  Primitive  Methodists  of  the  Town 
of  Oawtttry,  Salop,  for  a  Better  Observance  of  the  Lord's 
Dajw— 'By  Lord  Alflred  Hervey,  ftora  the  Parish  of  Hove, 
Sussex,  against  the  Sale  of  Spirituous  Liquors  on  the 
SUbfaatb.— By  Mr.  Hume,  f^om  Stellenbosch,  Cape  of 
Ckiod  Hope,  in  fkvour  of  a  Representative  System  for 
thitColoiiy. 

HUDSON'S  BAY  COMPANY. 
The  Earl  of  LINCOLN  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  whether 
a  Gommission  had  heen  appointed,  either 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
or  by  the  Governor  General  of  Canada, 
to  inquire  into  the  complaints  of  Mr. 
Isbbter,  and  others,  against  the  present 
government  of  the  Red  River  Settlement, 
or  against  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company 
generally ;  and  whether,  if  no  inquiry 
were  now  pending,  he  would  lay  on  the 
table  of  the  House  any  correspondence 
which  had  taken  place  on  the  subject  ? 
Also,  whether  a  grant  had  been  made  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  of 
Vancouver's  Island  to  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Gempany;  and,  if  so,  what  was  to  be  the 
£iinB  of  government;  what  regulations 
had  been  made  as  to  the  working  of  coals 
Mid  minerals;  and  what  stipulations  had 
been  entered  into  as  to  the  future  coloni- 
sation of  the  island  ?  Also,  whether  there 
would  be  any  objection  to  lay  on  the  table 
of  the  House  copies  of  correspondence 
between  the  Colonial  Office  and  the  Ilud- 
■OB^i  Bay  Company  on  this  subject,  and 
of  the  charter,  if  any,  granted  to  the 
•Dttpany? 


Mr.  HAWES,  in  answer  to  the  noble 
Lord's  first  question,  begged  to  state  that 
in  the  course  of  last  year  certain  com- 
plaints  were  made  at  the  Colonial  Office 
against  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  gene* 
rally  by  Mr.  Isbister,  who  was  over  in  this 
country;  which  complaints  were  referred 
to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  with  a  re- 
quest that  they  would  answer  the  various 
allegations.  These  answers,  however* 
when  received,  not  being  altogether  satis- 
factory,  and  his  noble  Friend  at  the  head 
of  the  Colonial  Office  feeling  that  the 
whole  subject  required  more  investigation, 
the  original  complaint  and  answers  were 
intrusted  to  Lord  Elgin,  the  Governor  Ge- 
neral of  Canada,  whose  attention  was 
specially  directed  to  the  whole  question. 
About  a  fortnight  ago  an  answer  had  been 
received  from  Lord  Elgin,  who  stated  that 
he  had  found  great  difficulty  in  instituting 
the  inquiry  which  he  had  been  called  upon 
to  make,  and  in  obtaining  correct  informa- 
tion on  the  subject,  which,  considering  the 
distance  of  the  territory,  was  not  to  be 
wondered  at ;  but,  as  a  general  result,  his 
Lordship  stated  that  his  opinion  was  fa- 
vourable to  the  government  of  the  Hud« 
son's  Bay  Company.  An  opportunity  had 
since  been  taken  by  a  Queen's  officer,  who 
was  going  out  to  the  Red  River  Settle- 
ment, to  protect  the  public  peace,  and 
who  was  instructed  to  inquire  into  all  the 
allegations,  and  to  report.  At  the  present 
moment,  therefore,  he  thought  it  would  be 
hardly  just  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company 
to  lay  the  correspondence  on  the  table. 

BRIBERY  AT  ELECTIONS. 
Lord  J.  RUSSELL  rose  and  said:  I  rise 
with  the  view  of  stating  the  course  which 
I  propose  to  take  with  respect  to  the  two 
Bills  which  stand  first  on  the  Orders,  vis., 
the  Borough  Elections  (No.  2)  Bill,  and 
the  Horsham  Borough  Bill.  What  I  pro- 
pose to  do,  in  the  first  place,  is  to  discharge 
the  orders  for  these  two  Bills,  and  to  state 
the  outline  of  the  measure  I  intend  to  pro- 
pose in  their  place.  I  have  endeavoured 
in  this  measure  to  avoid  some  of  the  objec- 
tions which  were  stated  to  the  Bill  intro- 
duced by  my  lion.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  Flint  boroughs  (Sir  J.  Ilanmer);  but, 
certainly,  I  cannot  hope  that  I  have  suc- 
ceeded in  obviating  all  of  them.  The 
House  is  aware,  that  in  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment which  1  had  tho  honour  of  carrying 
in  August,  1842,  entitled  **  An  Act  for 
the  Better  Discovery  and  Prevention  of 
Bribery  and  Treating  at  the  Election  q( 
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Members  of  Parliament,"  it  is  provided 
that  in  all  cases  where  charges  of  bribery 
shall  have  been  abandoned,  or  where 
there  is  any  suspicion  entertained  of 
a  compromise  having  taken  place  among 
the  parties,  or  where  any  other  charge 
of  bribery  shall  have  been  made,  whe- 
ther in  support  of  the  original  petition 
or  by  way  of  recrimination,  the  Elec- 
tion Committee  shall  have  power  to  ex- 
amine into  the  circumstances,  and  report 
whether  further  investigation  is  needed. 
If  the  Committee  shall  recommend  further 
inquiry,  the  House  shall  then  instruct 
them  to  consider  what  were  the  grounds 
for  abandoning  such  charges,  and  to  prose- 
cute the  matter  further.  I  have  now  to 
state  the  general  alterations  in  that  law 
which  I  propose  to  introduce.  I  propose 
to  extend  the  provision  just  alluded  to,  and 
to  provide  that  in  all  cases  where  charges 
of  bribery  and  corrupt  practices  are  made 
— whether  in  the  original  petition  or  by 
way  of  recrimination — the  Election  Com- 
mittee shall  proceed  to  investigate  such 
charges;  and  if  they  shall  find,  as  is  fre- 
quently the  case,  that  the  parties  do  not 
proceed  to  bring  forward  evidence  of  such 
charges  so  as  to  enable  them  fully  to  in- 
vestigate the  case,  they  shall  have  power 
to  proceed  to  report  to  the  House  that  in 
their  opinion  further  investigation  is  needed 
with  respect  to  the  corrupt  practices,  in 
order  to  ascertain  whether  such  corrupt 
practices  have  extensively  prevailed;  they 
shall  also  report  further  their  opinion  whe- 
ther such  inquiry  should  be  made  by  the 
same  Committee,  or  whether  it  should 
bo  made  on  the  spot  by  Commissioners 
appointed  under  the  Act.  In  case  they 
shall  recommend  that  the  same  Commit- 
tee should  investigate  the  charges,  the  Com- 
mittee shall  reassemble  within  fourteen 
days,  according  to  the  powers  given  them 
in  the  Act  of  the  5th  and  6th  Victoria, 
cap.  102,  in  the  same  way  as  if  the 
charges  of  bribery  had  been  abandoned,  or 
there  was  reason  to  suppose  that  a  com- 
promise had  taken  place.  In  that  case 
also  the  Speaker  shall  appoint  an  agent  to 
conduct  the  investigation  before  a  Com- 
mittee. Supposing  the  Committee  should 
take  the  other  course,  and  recommend  that 
the  inquiry  should  be  made  by  the  Com- 
missioners upon  the  spot,  then  the  Speaker 
shall  notify  to  the  senior  Judge  of  assize 
going  the  circuit,  who  has  authority  to  ap- 
point revising  barristers,  that  the  House  of 
Commons  have  determined  that  an  inquiry 
ihaU  be  made  into  the  corrupt  practices  in 


such  a  borough,  within  such  a  county  or 
district,  and  that  he  shall  nominate  two 
barristers — not  Members  ^f  Parliament — 
to  investigate  the  matter.  I  propose  to 
refer  the  appointment  of  these  Commis- 
sioners to  a  Judge  of  assize,  because  it 
would  then  be  impossible  to  say  that  there 
were  any  political  motives  in  making  the 
appointment,  and  because  all  suspicion 
would  thus  be  avoided,  by  placing  such  ap- 
pointments in  his  hands.  These  Commis- 
sioners shall  then,  within  a  certain  time, 
investigate  on  the  spot  all  the  circum- 
stances relating  to  the  charges  of  bribery 
and  corrupt  practices,  and  report  to  the 
House  whether  the  bribery  and  corrupt 
practices  were  casual  or  general  in  the 
said  borough.  Having  made  that  general 
provision,  whereby  bribery  and  corrupt 
practices  will  be  investigated  in  future,  I 
propose  to  apply  the  principle  of  the  Bill  to 
those  boroughs  concerning  which  inquiries 
have  already  taken  place  before  Election 
Committees,  and  the  Members  of  which 
had  been  unseated  in  consequence  of  evi- 
dence of  corrupt  practices  having  been 
given.  This  has  occurred  at  least  in  one 
case  (that  of  the  borough  of  Leicester),  if 
not  in  more.*  The  House  will  have  to  decide 
whether  new  writs  should  be  issued  with 
respect  to  those  cases,  or  whether  they 
should  be  suspended  with  a  view  to  make 
further  inquiry  before  such  writs  issue.  In 
some  cases,  it  is  true,  the  writs  have  al- 
ready been  granted,  but  in  others  they 
have  not.  It  seemed  to  me  that  the  ge- 
neral impression  of  the  House,  in  respect 
to  most  of  those  cases,  was  that  some  fur- 
ther inquiry  should  be  made.  The  prin- 
ciple upon  which  I  proceed  is  this  :  as- 
suming that  such  a  Bill  as  that  of  which  I 
have  just  stated  the  outlines  had  been  in 
force,  in  that  case  the  Election  Committee 
would  have  reported  whether  any  further 
investigation  was  required;  and  if,  upon 
their  statement,  it  appeared  that  further 
investigation  was  required,  you  then  would 
have  proceeded  under  the  powera  of  the 
Election  Act  to  appoint  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, or  Commissioners,  according  as  the 
one  or  the  other  should  be  adopted  by  the 
House,  to  carry  on  the  investigation.  What 
I  think  to  be  defective  in  the  Act  of  1842 
is,  that  the  Committees  have  been  neces- 
sarily obliged  (with  the  exception  of  the 
case  of  Leicester)  to  stop  short  in  their  in- 
quiries, and  had  not  the  power  to  pro- 
ceed with  a  view  to  ascertain,  in  such  a 
manner  as  would  enable  them  to  state  it  in 
their  report,  whether  the  cases  required  to 
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be  further  inyestigated — whether,  in  fact, 
bribery  and  corruption  had  been  practised 
in  a  few  instances  only,  or  whether  those 

Practices  had  been  general  and  extensive. 
'his  defect  will  be  remedied  by  the  Bill 
which  I  propose  to  introduce.  I  likewise 
intend  to  introduce  a  clause  giving  indem- 
nity in  certain  cases  to  witnesses  examined 
berore  such  Committees  or  such  Commis- 
sioners; also  providing  that  such  witnesses 
shall  not  be  called  upon  in  any  penal  or 
criminal  proceeding.  It  has  always  ap- 
peared to  me  necessary  to  give  an  in- 
aemnitj  of  some  kind  to  witnesses  in  cases 
of  bribery  and  corruption,  although  I  know 
that  many  eminent  lawyers.  Members  of 
this  House  some  five  or  six  years  ago, 
whom  I  consulted  upon  the  subject,  were 
of  opinion  that  it  would  be  far  better  to 
repeal  all  the  laws  which  fixed  any  pe- 
nalties on  parties  guilty  of  acts  of  bri- 
bery, and  leave  such  parties  subject  only 
to  the  punishment  of  the  loss  of  their 
TOtes,  or  of  their  seats  in  this  House. 
They  were  of  opinion  that  that  course 
would  be  much  better  than  giving  an  in- 
demnity to  witnesses,  and  continuing  the 
present  state  of  the  law.  I  did  not,  how- 
ever,  at  that  time  concur  in  that  opinion, 
although  it  was  given  on  very  high  au- 
thority by  eminent  lawyers  on  both  sides  of 
the  House.  I  did  not  think  it  advisable  to 
proceed  so  far  as  to  repeal  all  penalties  on 
parties  guilty  of  bribery  and  corrupt  prac- 
tioes  at  elections.  I  believe  that  if  we 
were  to  do  so,  it  would  lead  to  great  mis- 
apprehension, and,  although  it  may  be 
more  efficient  in  the  end,  yet  I  think  in  the 
first  instance  it  would  occasion  a  great  in- 
crease in  the  practice  of  those  ofieuces.  I 
now  beg  to  move — 

"  Tbat  the  Orders  of  the  Day  respecting  the 
Borough  Elections  (No.  2)  Bill,  and  the  Horsham 
Boroagh  Bill,  be  discharged,  and  that  leave  be 
given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  insti- 
tnting  Inquiries  as  to  the  existence  of  Bribery  and 
Corrupt  Practices  in  certain  Boroughs,  and  also 
fcr  the  Prevention  of  Bribery  and  Corruption  at 
the  Eleetion  of  Members  of  Parliament." 

The  order  for  Committee  on  the  Borough 
Elections  (No.  2)  Bill,  and  the  order  for  rc- 
sumiDg  the  debate  on  the  Horsham  Borough 
CiDy  were  read  and  discharged. 

Leare  given  to  bring  in  the  Corrupt 
Practices  at  Elections  Bill. 

INCUMBERED  ESTATES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

House  in  Committee. 

On  Clause  2, 
.    The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  it 
proposed  to  omit  the   words  which 


went  to  limit  the  sale  of  property  under  the 
directions  of  the  court,  unless  it  sold  for  a 
sum  sufficient  to  pay  off  all  the  incum- 
brances. 

Mr.  M'CULLAGH  proceeded  to  state 
the  object  of  the  Amendment  of  which  he 
had  given  notice.  The  Bill  as  at  present 
framed  limited  the  right  of  petitioning  for 
a  sale  to  the  owner  of  the  estate,  to  the 
first  incumbrancer,  and  to  the  mortgagee 
who  might  hold  the  title-deeds  in  his  pos- 
session. He  was  desirous  of  removing 
such  limitation,  and  permitting  any  incum- 
brancer to  institute  proceedings  in  a  court 
of  equity  for  a  sale.  The  parties  on  whom 
the  clause  exclusively  conferred  the  power, 
were  precisely  those  who  in  general  were 
least  disposed  to  sell.  The  owner  of  an 
estate  heavily  incumbered  has  ceased  too 
frequently  to  retain  any  direct  interest  in 
its  possession,  excepting  that  which  he  va- 
lued very  naturally,  and  not  undeservedly, 
the  consideration  and  position  which  had 
come  to  him  by  inheritance,  and  which, 
with  the  inheritance,  ho  is  conscious  that 
he  must  lose.  To  expect  such  a  man  to 
initiate  proceedings  in  equity  for  a  sale 
would  be  idle.  Were  the  highest  price  re- 
.alised,  and  all  his  creditors  paid  off,  the  ba- 
lance in  many  instances  that  would  remain 
would  not  enable  him  to  maintain  what  is 
familiarly  termed  his  position  in  the  coun- 
ty; and  if  he  happened  to  be  but  tenant 
for  life,  the  interest  annually  payable  to 
him  out  of  court  upon  this  residuum  would 
be  inadequate  to  maintain  him  in  that  so- 
cial sphere  in  which  he  had  hitherto  moved. 
If  you  waited  until  the  insolvent,  or  nearly 
insolvent,  owner  petitioned  for  a  sale,  you 
might  wait  for  ever.  Then  as  to  the  first 
incumbrancer,  he  believed  it  would  be 
found  that  the  first  incumbrancer  was,  ge- 
nerally speaking,  a  person  holding  a  charge 
under  family  settlement,  or  an  old  judg- 
ment on  a  bond.  In  Ireland  these  early 
charges  and  old  judgments  were  looked 
upon  as  about  the  best  investment  that 
could  be  had.  They  were  transferable, 
and  always  brought  their  full  price  when- 
ever they  were  sold.  They  were  valued 
like  old  pictures,  which  tho  possessor  was 
always  the  less  disposed  to  part  with  be- 
cause he  knew  that  they  would  always 
bring  him  his  own  money,  If,  therefore, 
lands  were  never  brought  to  sale  until  per- 
sons so  circumstanced  filed  petitions  in 
equity  to  raise  the  amount  of  these  charges, 
sales  to  any  considerable  extent  there  would 
never  be.  As  for  the  principal  mortgagees, 
who  had  the  title-deeds  in  their  possession. 
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those  parties  had  usually  taken  very  good 
care  either  to  buy  up  prior  incumbrances 
before  they  lent  any  considerable  sum  to 
the  owner,  or  to  leave  a  sufficient  margin 
of  rent  to  secure  the  payment  of  tbeir 
interest.  Sometimes  these  parties  were 
wealthy  individuals  who  had  lent  their 
money  in  this  way  as  a  permanently  safe 
and  profitable  investment.  Sometimes 
they  were  joint- stock  companies  or  money- 
lenders; but,  almost  invariably,  they  felt 
themselves  to  be  in  exactly  the  posi- 
tion where  there  was  seldom  any  object 
or  motive  to  institute  proceedings  for  a 
Bale.  The  estate  might  deteriorate,  as 
heavily  incumbered  properties  were  apt  to 
do;  but  they  were  distant  from  the  scene; 
indifferent  to  the  slow  decay;  safe,  by  their 
possession  of  the  title-deeds,  from  the 
practical  consequences  of  the  evil.  To 
wait  till  such  parties  filed  petitions  of  sale 
would  be  to  wait  for  ever.  In  the  course 
of  the  discussions  that  had  taken  place  upon 
this  Bill  on  a  previous  day,  he  regretted  to 
observe  a  tone  of  argument  indicative  in 
some  sort  of  a  feeling  that,  after  all,  this 
was  a  mere  wrangle  between  landlords 
and  lawyers.  But  there  was  another  and 
a  far  wider  interest  concerned,  which  he 
trusted  the  House  would  protect  and  guard 
*— he  meant  that  of  the  tenantry  on  incum- 
bered estates  in  Ireland.  Their  position 
was  most  lamentable.  Improvement  was 
unknown,  and  escape  from  the  evil  impos- 
sible. Year  after  year  the  condition  of 
the  embarrassed  property  grew  worse, 
until,  in  the  sad  progress  of  deterioration, 
the  time  came  when,  every  other  duty  of 
proprietorship  having  ceased  to  be  dis- 
charged, the  collection  of  the  rents  de- 
volved upon  a  receiver;  and  what  misery 
and  demoraUsation  were  comprehended  in 
that  fatal  phrase,  it  could  be  hardly  neces- 
sary to  explain.  Now,  what  was  the  con- 
dition of  the  puisne  incumbrancer?  He 
watched  the  gradual  deterioration  of  the 
estate  on  which  he  had  lent  his  money 
with  a  very  different  eye.  The  eventual 
danger  of  a  deficient  fund  was  ever  present 
to  his  mind.  If  ho  were  enabled  to  do  so, 
he  would  institute  proceedings  for  a  sale 
before  it  was  too  late.  By  doing  so  he 
would  do  a  real  service  to  the  improvident 
owner,  and  an  inestimable  benefit  to  the 
tenantry  of  the  portion  which  might  be 
sold.  The  Amendment  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  move,  would  clothe  the  minor  in- 
cumbrancer with  this  power;  and  it  would, 
he  believed,  go  far  towards  the  gradual 
encouragement  of  what  was  so  desirable, 


but  what,  at  present,  did  not  practically 
exist  in  Ireland,  a  market  for  land.  People 
talked  of  bringing  land  into  the  market. 
Into  what  market?  If  they  meant  by  a 
market  the  competition  of  small  capitals 
for  moderate  portions  of  land,  he  could  un- 
derstand it;  but  if  they  meant  a  forcing  of 
large  estates,  unbroken  and  in  great  num- 
bers, suddenly  to  sale,  then  he  would  tell 
them  that  the  only  practical  effect  would 
be  to  depreciate  most  ruinously  tSe  pre- 
sent value  of  land,  and  to  hand  over  a  vast 
portion  of  the  soil  of  Ireland  to  a  class  of 
mere  land-jobbers.  He  was  sure  that  such 
was  in  no  respect  the  purpose  or  aim  which 
the  framers  of  the  Bill  had  in  view.  But 
he  very  much  feared  that  such  would 
to  some  extent  be  its  unintentional  ten- 
dency, if  some  means  were  not  found  of 
permitting  portions  of  estates  rather  than 
entire  estates  to  be  sold  in  liquidation  of 
minor  incumbrances.  He  had  heard  with 
the  deepest  interest  the  speech  deli" 
vered  on  a  former  day  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham);  and  by  nothing 
was  he  more  struck  than  by  the  caution 
with  which  he  guarded  his  strenuous  gnp'* 
port  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill  from  any 
approval  of  recklessly  throwing  more 
land  upon  the  market  than  the  capital  of 
Ireland  could  appropriate,  and  thuB  incur* 
ring  the  incalculable  evil  of  general  depre* 
ciation.  The  Amendment  would  restore 
the  second  clause  to  the  condition  in  which 
it  stood  when  the  Bill  was  originally  in- 
troduced into  the  other  House  last  year; 
and  he  earnestly  hoped,  therefore,  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  not  re- 
fuse to  adopt  it. 

SiB  J.  GRAHAM  said,  they  should 
keep  in  view  that  the  purpose  of  the  mea* 
sure  was  not  so  much  the  sale  of  large  es- 
tates as  the  formation  of  small  ones,  for 
the  purposes  of  creating  a  yeomanry  con- 
nected with  the  land,  and  living  on  their 
estates.  Upon  this  ground  be  tiioaght  it 
important  that  the  attention  of  the  noble 
Lord  should  be  directed  to  the  subject  of 
the  stamp  duties,  with  a  view  to  tiieir  re- 
duction, so  far  as  regarded  the  transfer  of 
property  in  land.  [Mr.  Osborke  observed^ 
that  notice  had  been  given  of  a  clause  fov 
that  purpose.]  The  Stamp  Acts,  as  they 
at  present  stood,  greatly  favoured  the  sale 
of  large  estates,  or  rather  rendered  it  very 
expensive  to  acquire  small  ones;  and  he 
thought  that  the  objects  of  the  present 
measure  would  not  be  efficiently  advaaeed 
without  an  alteration  in  the  stamp  duties 
on  the  transfer  of  real  property^ 
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The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  could 
not  assent  to  the  suggested  alteration.  All 
the  expenses  of  effecting  a  sale  must  even- 
tually fall  on  the  estate;  and  he  did  not 
think  it  expedient  to  give  to  any  one  in- 
cumbrancer the  power  of  subjecting  the 
estate  to  a  forcea  sale,  contrary  to  the 
interests  of  the  owner  and  the  other  in- 
cumbrancers. 

Clause  agreed  to, 

On  Clause  7, 

Mr,  NAPIER  having  moved  its  omis- 
sion, the  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  64; 
Noes  8 :  Majority  56. 


List  of 

the  Ayes. 

Abdy,  T.  N. 

Lewis,  G.  C. 

Adair,  R.  A.  S. 

Macnaghten,  Sir  £. 

Armstrong,  R.  B. 

Maitland,  T. 

Arundel    and    Surrey, 

Monsell,  W. 

Earl  of 

Mullings,  J.  R. 

Baine8,M.T. 

0»ConDell,  M.  J. 

Barnard,  E.  G. 

Osborne,  R. 

Bellow,  R.  M. 

Palmer,  R. 

BojIb,  hon.  Col. 

Parker,  J. 

Bright,  J. 

Perfect,  R. 

Brotherton,  J. 

Rendlesham,  Lord 

Brown,  H. 

Romilly,  Sir  J. 

Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Caulfleld,  J.  M. 

Russell,  Lord  J. 

Salwey,  Col. 

Cllve,  H.  B. 

Shell,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 

Cobden,  R. 

Smith,  J.  B. 

Gowper,  hon.  W.  F. 

Somerville,rt.hou.SirW. 

Craig,  W.  O. 

Sullivan,  M. 

Brammond,  H.  H. 

Tancred,  H.  W. 

Fagan,W. 

Tennent,  R.  J. 

Fi^patrick,  rt.hon.W. 

Thompson,  Col. 

F<ffteseue,  0. 

Thorncly,  T. 

Greene,  J. 

Trelawny,  J.  S. 

Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 

Turner,  G.  J. 

Hartie,A. 

Vivian,  J.  E. 

Hawe»,B. 

Wawn,  J.  T. 

Hay,  Lord  J. 

WilUam8,J. 

Hayter,  W.  G, 

Wilson,  M. 

Heald,J. 

Wood,  W.  P, 

Uenry,  A. 

Wyld,  J. 

Heirert,  H.  A. 

Young,  Sir  J. 

Hood,  Sir  A. 

TBLLERB. 

Hnmphery,Ald. 

Ilill,  Lord  M. 

Kildare,Msrq.of 

Tufnell,  H. 

List  of 

the  Noes. 

Bonrke,  R.  S. 

Sadlier,  J. 

Fenmon,  Sir  R.  A. 

Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 

Ow«aa,E. 

HMBilton^G.A. 

TBLLBBS. 

l&zweil,hon.J.P. 

Dunne,  H. 

O^Brien,  SirL. 

Napier,  0. 

I 


Okuse  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 
On  Clause  34,  which  provides  for  notices 
of  proposed  sales  without  order   of  the 
eonrt, 

Sm  J.  GRAHAM  thought  that  the 
partacnlar  cUiuse  then  under  consideration 
fSfoired  the  most  serious  attention,  he- 
i  he  held  it  to  he  of  primary  impor- 
ihat  wUle  ^verj  facility  should  be 


given  to  tenants  for  life  to  sell  encumbered 
estates,  peculiar  care  should  be  taken  that 
there  should  be  no  collusive  sale,  and  that 
the  full  value  of  the  land  should  be  obtain- 
ed. It  had  been  suggested  to  him  that 
for  the  purpose  of  preventing  collusive 
sales,  and  with  the  view  of  obtaining  the 
full  value  of  the  land,  the  sales  should  take 
place  bj  public  auction.  It  had  also  been 
suggested,  that  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
the  same  object,  it  was  desirable  that  the 
sale  should  take  place  in  the  master's 
office,  with  the  power  of  opening  the  bid- 
dings; but  to  this  last  proposal  he  had  an 
insuperable  objection.  He  wished  to  know, 
however,  from  the  Solicitor  General  whe- 
ther he  had  any  strong  and  decided  objec- 
tion to  the  proposal  that  the  sales  should  be 
by  public  auction  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  cerUinly 
would  not  object  to  the  proposal,  provided 
he  was  quite  sure  that  sales  by  auction 
would  be  a  security  against  fraud;  but  he 
feared  that  if  fraud  was  intended,  it  would 
be  perpetrated  by  public  auction  as  well 
as  by  private  contracts.  He  had  always 
found,  and  he  thought  it  would  be  the  ex- 
perience of  most  persons,  that  it  was  far 
the  best  course  to  give  the  power  of  selling 
either  by  public  auction  or  by  private  con- 
tract, as  might  be  found  most  advisable; 
because,  if  they  limited  the  sale  to  either 
the  one  or  the  other  mode,  they  would 
in  many  cases  preclude  a  party  from  sell- 
ing to  the  best  advantage.  He  admitted, 
that  if  they  were  to  limit  the  sale  to  one  or 
other  of  these  modes,  it  ought  to  be  limited 
to  sales  by  auction.  If  it  was  the  opinion 
of  the  Committee  that  the  sale  should  be 
by  auction,  he  would  not  oppose  it;  but  he 
presumed  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  to  whom 
he  owed  great  obligations  for  the  assist- 
ance he  had  rendered  in  improving  the 
provisions  of  the  measure,  would  not  ob- 
ject to  the  estate  being  sold  by  private 
sale,  if  it  could  not  be  disposed  of  by  auc- 
tion. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  could  conceive  the 
case  of  a  tenant  for  life  having  an  interest 
in  effecting  a  sale  to  the  detriment  of  the 
heir  in  remainder,  he  being  a  minor,  or 
under  parental  control ;  and  therefore  he 
thought  the  greatest  care  should  be  taken 
to  prevent  fraud.  Perhaps  the  Solicitor 
General  would  consult  the  otber  law  autho- 
rities on  this  point,  and  be  able,  on  the  re- 
port, to  bring  up  the  clause  so  altered  as 
completely  to  meet  the  case. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  acceded 
to  the  suggestion. 
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Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  63  being  proposed  (no  peti- 
tion for  sale  witbout  consent  wbere  an  in- 
cumbrancer is  in  possession  or  during  pend- 
ing suits), 

Colonel  DUNNE  moved  its  omission. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  165; 
Noes  30  :  Majority  135. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Ad&ir,  R.  A.  S. 
Aglionby,  II.  A. 
Armstrong,  R.  B. 
Baines,  M.  T. 
Barkly,  H. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Benbow,  J. 
Birch,  Sir  T.  B. 
iBolling,  W. 
Bouverie,  bon.  E.  P. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brand,  T. 
Brockman,  E.  D. 
BrothertoD,  J. 
Brown,  W. 
BuUer,  C. 
Bunburj,  E.  H. 
Buxton,  Sir  E.  N. 
Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Carew,  W.  H.  P. 
Caulfield,  J.  M. 
Christy,  S. 
Clay,  Sir  W. 
Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Clifford.  H.  M. 
Clive,  H.  B. 
Cocks,  T.  S. 
Coortenay,  Lord 
Cowan,  C. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Cubitt,  W. 
Devereux,  J.  T. 
Drax,  J.  S.  W.S.E. 
Drummond,  H. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Estcourt,  J.  B.  B. 
Evans,  W. 
Fagan,  W. 
Farrer,  J. 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fitzgerald,  W.  R.  S. 
FitzPatrick,rt.hn.J.W. 
Floyer,  J. 

Fortescue,  hon.  J.  W. 
Froestun,  Col. 
Glyn,  G.  C. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Gore,  W.  0. 
Gore,  W.  R.  0. 
Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  II. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Greene,  J. 
Greene,  T. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
flaliey,  T.  P. 
Hardoastle,  J,  A. 
Hastie,  A. 


Hayes,  Sir  E. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Headlam,  T.  E. 
Ilcathcoat,  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Henry,  A. 
Ileywood,  J. 
Ilindley,  C. 

Ilobhouse,  rt.  bon.  Sir  J. 
Ilobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hodges.  T.  L. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Horsman,  E. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howard,  Sir  R. 
Hume,  J. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Kildarc,  Marq.  of 
King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 
Knox,  Col. 

Labodchere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lindsay,  hon.  Col. 
Littleton,  hon.  E.  R. 
Macnaghten,  Sir  E. 
Maher,  N.  V. 
Mahon,  Visct. 
Maitland,  T. 
Maulc,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Milner,  W.  M.  E. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Monsell,  W.     , 
Morris,  D/ 

Mostyn,  hon.  E.  M.  L. 
Mullins,  J.  R. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
Neeld,  J. 
Noel,  hon.  G.  J. 
Norreys,  Lord 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Connor,  F. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Osborne,  R. 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
Paget,  Lord  G. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Pearson,  C. 
PechcU,  Capt. 
Perfect,  R. 
Pilkington,  J, 
Pinncy,  W. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Raphael,  A. 
Rcndlesham,  Lord 
Reynolds,  J. 
Ricardo,  0. 
Rich,  H. 


Rdbartes,  T.  J.  A. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Rutherfurd,  A. 
Salwey,  Col. 
Sandars,  J. 
Schohifield,  W. 
Scully,  F. 
Seymer,  H.  K. 
Shafto,  R.  D. 
Shell,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Sheridan,  R.  B. 
Simeon,  J. 

Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Somerville,  rt.  hn.  Sir  W. 
Spearman,  H.  J. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Sullivan,  M. 
Talbot,  J.  H. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Tennent,  R.  J. 
Thidknesse,  R.  A. 
Thompson,  Col. 


Thompson,  G. 
Thornely,  T. 
Townley,  R.  G. 
TreUwny,  J.  S. 
Turner,  G.  J. 
Veiey,  hon.  T. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Ward,H.  G. 
Watkins,  Col. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
WiUiams,  J. 
WUson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wood,  W.  P. 
Wrightaon,  W.  B. 
Wyld,  J. 
Toung,  Sir  J. 

TBLX.BHB.    ' 

Tufnell,  H. 
HiU,  Lord  M. 


List  of  the  Noes. 

Hotham,  Lord 
Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 
Napier,  J. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Nugent,  Sir  P. 
O'Brien.  Sir  L. 
Sadlier.  J. 
Somerset,  Capt. 
Stuart,  H. 
ToUemache,  J. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Wodehouse,  £. 

TRLLSB8. 

Dunne,  Col. 
Grogan,  E. 


Baldock,  E.  H. 
Bateson,  T. 
Bennet,  P. 
Beresford,  W. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Bourke,  R.  S. 
Bremridge,  R. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Cole,  hon.  H.  A. 
Dodd,  G. 
Farnham,  E.  B. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fox,  R.  M. 
Frewcn,  C.  H. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hodgson,  W.  N. 

Clause  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 
Remaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 
House  resumed.     Bill  reported, 
printed  and  further  considered. 
House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock. 


To  be 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Fnday,  July  14,  1848. 

MiNOTKs.]  Public  Bills.— 1*  Tnutees  Relief  (Irabuid). 
l^por<n(.— Canada  Union  Act  Amendment  i  County  Ce» 
(Ireland). 

PaTnrioNS  Prksbntkd.  From  Journeymen  Bakeis,  in 
various  ParU  of  London,  for  the  Introduction  of  a  Mea- 
sure for  tlie  Suppression  of  Working  by  Night  in  Bai^e- 
houses.— From  Littleborough,  and  other  Places,  for  the 
Adoption  of  a  System  of  Secular  Education  in  the  Coanty 
of  Lancaster.— From  the  Congregations  of  several  Free 
Scotch  Churches,  for  Fadlittting  the  Attaimnoit  of 
Sites  for  Churches  in  Scotland. — From  Gringiey,  againat 
the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liqiiors  on  the  Sahbath. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  July  14,  1848. 

MiirirrK8.J  Naw  MBMaan  SwoR]r.»For  Great  YaiDMWtfa^ 

Charles  Edward  RumbokU  Esq. 
Public  Billb.— !«  Payment  of  DeMi  out  of  RmU  Estate  ; 

Cruelty  to  Animaii  Prevention. 
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fo  PttbUe  Woriu  (Irduid),  <No.  f);  Eoelctiaitiail  Jum- 
dictions  Spirits  (Detlen  in);  British  Spirits  Warehous- 
ing. 
RcporiMf.— AdministntioD  of  Criminal  Justice;  West 
India  Islands  Relief;  Naval  Medical  Supplemental  Fund 
Society;  Com  MarlceU  (Ireland);  Places  of  Worship 
Sites  (SeoCland);  Highways. 
pBTmoNS  Pr«bbiitsd.  By  C^tahi  Berkeley,  from 
Gloueester*  for  an  Altnation  of  the  Law  respecting  the 
dcrgy  of  the  Churdi  of  England.— By  Mr.  Brotlierton, 
tnm  Famworth,  and  Kersley,  Lancashire,  for  a  Better 
Obsenrance  of  the  Lord'k  Day.— By  Sir  Edward  Buxton, 
tnm  Bethnal  Green,  and  several  other  Places,  for  an 
Alteration  olthe  Law  respecting  Sunday  Trading. — From 
sevcfal  Clergymen  of  the  Deanery  of  Hoxne,  in  the 
Diocise  of  Norwich,  respecting  the  Tithes  Commutation 
AoC — By  Mr.  Cardwell,  Arom  Merchants,  and  Others,  of 
LlTcrpooI,  for  Exemption  of  Sugars  in  Transit  fh>m 
the  Proposed  Alteration  in  the  Duties.— By  Sir  De  Lacy 
Evans,  fWHn  Inhabitants  of  the  City  of  Westminster,  and 
several  other  Places,  for  Inquiry  into  the  Bakers'  Griev- 
ances.—By  Mr.  Hume,  from  the  Royal  Burgh  of  Dyiart. 
for  the  Restoration  of  Magistrates  to  that  Borough.— By 
Mr.  Bouverie,  fhxn  Kilmarnock,  against  the  Lunatic 
Atyhrnu  (Scotland)  Bill.— By  Captain  Pechell,  ttom 
several  Suigeons,  and  Others,  in  favour  of  Reform  in  the 
Medieal  Profession.— By  Mr.  Hawes,  firom  the  Citixcns 
of  Montreal,  Canada,  against  a  Repeal  of  the  Navigation 
Laws. — ^By  Mr.  Law  Hodges,  from  the  Board  of  Guar- 
dians of  the  Dudley  Union,  respecthig  Free  Emigration. 
—By  Mr.  Ogle,  ttma  several  OflBcers  onployed  in  the 
Hexham  Union,  Northumberland,  in  favour  of  a  Super- 
annuation Fund  for  Poor  Law  Officers.— By  Mr.  Gooch, 
firom  the  Town  of  Bungay,  Suffolk,  for  an  Alteration  of 
the  Law  respecting  Promiscuous  Intercourse.— By  Mr. 
Bouverie,  from  Members  of  the  Free  Presbyteiy  of 
Pabley,  against  the  Proposed  Alteration  of  the  Roister- 
ing Births,  &C.  (Scotland)  Act— By  Mr.  Forbes,  from 
Members  of  the  Milngavie  Mechanics'  Institution,  against 
the  Scientific  Societies  Bill.— By  Mr.  Frewen,  from  the 
Parishes  of  HolUngton  and  Crowhurst,  Sussex,  to  take 
the  State  of  the  Turnpike  Trusts  into  Consideration. 

EVICTED  DESTITUTE  POOR  (IRELAND) 
BILL. 
Sir  GEORGE  GREY,  having  moved 
the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  taking  into 
consideration  of  the  Lords'  Amendments 
to  the  Evicted  Destitute  Poor  (Ireland) 
Bill,  said,  that  he  would  hrieflj  state  the 
nature  of  the  alterations  made  in  the  Bill 
by  the  other  House,  and  what  course  he 
proposed  the  House  of  Commons  shotutd 
adopt  with  regard  to  them.  The  first  al- 
teration he  would  call  attention  to  was  one 
made  in  the  second  clause.  The  House  of 
Commons  provided  in  the  original  Bill 
that— 

"  The  landowner  or  other  person  by  whom,  or 
on  whose  behalf,  such  writ,  decree,  order,  or  other 
prooess  as  aforesaid,  shall  have  been  sued  out,  or 
his  agent,  shall  give  notice  in  writing  of  his  in. 
tention  to  execute  the  same,  seven  days  at  the 
least  before  the  same  shall  be  executed,  to  the 
guardians  of  the  poor  of  the  union." 

It  was  to  that'  part  that  the  most  ma- 
terial amendment  had  been  made  by  their 
LordBhips :  for  they  substituted  the  **  re- 
UeTiD^  officer  **  for  the  **  guardians  of  the 
poor,  as  the  person  on  whom  the  notice 
\  to  be  served;  and  in  the  first  line  of 
VOL.C.    {JS&} 


the  clause  they  introduced  the  words  "with- 
in twelve  hours  after  **  the  decree  **  shall 
have  been  executed,"  thereby  substituting 
a  notice  within  twelve  hours  after  the  evic- 
tion for  the  notice  of  seven  days  before  it. 
Now,  with  respect  to  the  substitution  of  the 
relieving  officer  as  the  person  to  be  notified 
instead  of  the  board  of  guardians,  he  (Sir 
George  Grey)  did  not  think  that  a  material 
alteration,  and  he  therefore  did  not  propose 
to  ask  the  House  to  dissent  from  that 
amendment.  But,  with  respect  to  the 
notice  being  given  after  the  fact  of  eviction 
had  been  accomplished,  instead  of  before, 
the  effect  of  that  alteration  would  be  to  de- 
feat the  very  object  with  which  the  Bill 
had  been  passed  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons :  for  their  great  object  was  to  insure 
that  notice  of  the  intended  evictions  should 
be  given.  He  should  therefore  propose 
that  the  House  should  disagree  in  substance 
with  that  amendment.  But  as  he  did  not 
mean  to  ask  them  to  disagree  with  the  very 
words  of  the  notice,  he  would  propose  that 
they  should  allow  the  relieving  officer  to 
be  retained  as  the  person  on  whom  the 
notice  should  be  served;  and  whilst  declin- 
ing to  accede  to  the  notice  being  given 
after  the  eviction,  he  would  beg  leave  to 
substitute  forty-eight  hours  before  it,  in- 
stead of  the  original  term  of  seven  days. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  explained  the 
other  points  on  which  he  objected  to  the 
Lords  Amendments. 

After  a  few  observations  from  Mr.  Shar- 
MAN  Crawford  and  Mr.  Poulett  Scrope, 
objecting  to  the  Lords'  Amendments,  they 
were  agreed  to  and  dissented  from  as  sug- 
gested by  Sir  George  Grey. 

PUBLIC  WORKS  (IRELAND)  (No.  2)  BILL. 
On  the  Motion  for  the  Second  Reading, 
Mr.  STAFFORD  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment,  that  it  be  re/td  a  second  time  that 
day  six  months.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  when  the  people  of  England 
heard  statements  of  the  large  amounts  of 
money  granted  for  public  works  in  Ireland, 
they  naturally  desired  their  representatives 
to  consider  the  objects  for  which  any  further 
grants  were  asked.  The  accounts  he  had 
received  from  that  part  of  Ireland  with 
which  he  was  connected,  mentioned  that 
the  fatal  disease  had  again  appeared  in 
the  potato  crop.  A  most  respectable  gen- 
tleman at  Nenagh  informed  him  that  a 
farmer  in  that  neighbourhood  had  been 
compelled  to  dig  up  four  acres  of  potatoes 
in  consequence  of  their  having  failed.  The 
R 


48a       Public  Warhi  {Ireland)        {  COMMONS  } 


(iVb.  2)  BUI. 


484 


House,  therefore,  ought  not  to  conceal 
from  themselves  that  there  might  again  be 
difficulties  in  reserve  for  Ireland.  Taking 
into  consideration  these  hypothetical  exi- 
gencies, the  House  ought,  before  con- 
senting to  advance  more  money,  to  take 
care  to  ascertain  whether  the  principle 
of  the  former  advance  had  not  been 
fallacious,  and  how  it  was  that  with  so 
large  an  amount  expended,  so  little  prac- 
ticed good  had  been  dqne.  So  far  as  he 
could  make  out,  no  satisfactory  account 
had  been  furnished  to  the  House  of  the 
way  in  which  the  eight  millions  already 
granted  had  been  expended;  and  he  ob- 
jected to  the  present  measure,  because  it 
applied  the  money  upon  the  same  errone- 
ous principle.  The  object  of  the  Bill  was 
to  advance  money  for  public  works,  of 
which  some,  it  was  stated,  had  not  been 
completed;  and  it  was  proposed  tliat  dur- 
ing the  term  of  three  years,  the  sum  of 
945,000i.  should  be  transferred  from  the 
Consolidated  Fund  to  the  credit  of  the 
Commissioners  for  the  Reduction  of  the  Na- 
tional Debt,  on  account  of  the  Public  Works 
Loan  Fund  for  Ireland,  the  sums  to  be 
issued  not  to  exceed  the  amount  of  repay- 
ments of  former  loans  from  districts  where 
the  works  had  been  completed.  The  practi- 
cal effect  of  this  provision  would  be,  that  the 
districts  from  which  the  means  of  meeting 
their  just  debts  were  forthcoming,  would 
be  obliged  to  apply  the  money,  not  to  the 
payment  of  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  but 
to  the  completion  of  other  public  works  in 
Ireland.  Thus  t)iose  neighbourhoods  where 
the  possessors  of  property  had  not  done 
their  duty  by  paying  up,  were  in  reality 
taught  to  expect  benefit  from  the  exertions 
of  those  who  had  relieved  themselves  from 
liability.  It  was  accustoming  the  Irish 
people  to  the  fatal  practice  of  trusting 
to  England  for  more  help  instead  of 
helping  themselves;  which  he  believed  to 
be  the  greatest  error  that  could  have  been 
devised.  Do  not,  as  it  were,  under  false 
pretences,  let  a  measure  be  passed,  the 
long  and  short  of  which  was  to  give  one 
million  more  money  in  round  numbers  to 
Ireland  upon  the  very  plan  which  expe- 
rience had  shown  had  increased  the  neces- 
sities, discouraged  the  exertions,  and  aug- 
mented the  poverty,  misery,  and  helpless- 
ness of  the  people.  The  best  friend  of 
Ireland  would  rather  witness  a  temporary 
pressure  of  local  distress,  than  time  after 
time  see  that  House,  in  its  favourable  feel- 
ings towards  the  country,  again  teach 
the  people  the  fatal  lesson   of  reliance 


upon  England.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  better  have  come  forward  with  the 
fair  and  intelligible  proposition  that  the 
whole  money  must  be  repaid,  rather  than 
show  the  prosperous  localities  of  Ireland 
that  they  must  pay  their  debts  to  the 
utmost,  and  then  transfer  the  money  to 
those  who  had  been  ^ven  to  understand 
that,  by  postponing  payment,  they  had 
a  great  chance  of  avoiding  it  idtoge- 
ther.  In  other  words,  these  latter  districts 
were  encouraged  to  obtain  money  under 
what  he  behoved  to  be  false  pretences. 
He  could  not  consent  to  this;  and,  as 
an  English  Member,  as  well  as  an  Irish 
proprietor,  he  felt  it  an  imperative  duty 
to  move  the  Amendment. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER was  not  sorry  to  hear  a  disclaimer 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  part  of 
Irish  proprietors  of  a  wish  to  incur  a  larger 
debt  to  this  country;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
he  did  not  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
quite  faithfully  represented  the  object  of 
Uie  present  measure.  The  Bill  bad  three 
objects.  The  first  was  to  enable  the 
Treasury  to  readvanoe,  for  the  purpose 
of  completing  those  works  which  at  the 
end  of  last  year  were  left  incomplete,  such 
sums  of  money  as  might  be  repaid  by  diffe- 
rent localities;  the  second,  to  postpone  for 
half  a  year  the  payment  of  the  first  instal- 
ment; and  the  third,  to  enable  the  Govern- 
ment, looking  at  the  different  circumstances 
of  different  parts  of  Ireland,  either  to  di- 
minish or  increase  the  number  of  instal- 
ments for  the  repayment  of  the  advances 
which  had  been  made.  With  regard  to 
the  first  of  these  objects — the  power  of 
readvancing  the  money  received — it  would 
be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House  that 
the  purpose  of  making  those  advances  was 
to  relieve  the  destitute  poor  by  finding 
them  employment  in  the  execution  of  pub- 
lic works;  whenever  this  purpose  was  at- 
tained, the  works  were  to  he  stopped,  and 
the  districts  immediately  interested  were 
to  complete  the  works  in  such  a  manner  as 
they  mieht  think  proper.  In  the  early  part 
of  184/  a  large  number  of  persons  were 
employed  upon  various  works.  At  one  time 
they  exceeded  700,000  in  number.  The 
wasteful  expenditure  was  notorious;  bat 
for  a  time  it  was  perfectly  impossible  for 
the  exertions  of  the  officers  to  keep  it 
within  a  reasonable  limit.  The  abuse  at 
length  reached  so  great  an  extent,  that 
it  was  determined  to  change  the  system 
of  relief,  and  the  Relief  Conuniitioa  waa 
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appointed,  Ofer  whieli  Sir  John  Burgoyne 
presided.  To  reduce  the  numbers  then  em- 
plored  was  a  work  of  no  slight  difficulty; 
and  he  heliered  that  had  it  not  been  for  the 
diioretion  and  firmness  of  Colonel  Jones, 
it  would  haTO  been  impossible.  The  coun- 
try, howereTy  was  greatly  indebted  to  that 
officer,  whose  services  had  not  been  ade- 
quately acknowledged,  for  he  reduced  that 
enonnooa  army  of  labourers  not  only  with- 
out the  slightest  danger  to  the  public  tran- 
qoinity,  but  without  the  slightest  suffering 
to  any  indrridual.  The  estimated  amount 
of  the  cost  of  the  public  works  was,  in  round 
nnmbers,  eight  millions.  The  sum  actually 
expended  was  a  little  under  ^re  millions.  It 
was  true  that  many  persons  complained 
of  some  of  the  works  being  left  in  a  worse 
itate  than  they  were  when  began;  but  it 
must  be  recollected  that  in  many  instances 
the  woriu  were  not  nnderuken  because 
they  were  moat  adrantageous,  but  because 
they  were  near  the  population  which,  being 
destitute,  needed  employment  upon  the 
Bpot,  without  walking  six  or  s€rTen  miles 
to  it.  The  Commissioners  of  Public  Works, 
in  dieir  teport,  which  would  be  presented 
in  a  few  days,  said — 

**  It  had  btcn  thrir  ioteBtioa,  at  tbt  opczixi^  of 
ths  SfiiWHi,  to  cxsmisie  ererr  wrfg^.  aztd  nitit^- 
take  only  those  vliieh  v«t«  of  a  i^Kfzl  f:zj»n/!rjsr. 
Work  had  been  requirMi  Vy  ti«e  iLArivuniM  Vr  be 
tbiiad  ftr  the  destinoe  pwr  ki  zz^ir  o^zi  d»r ; 
doubtless,  therefSvre,  xzuilt  rco^it  vvrt  broL^i  z.-^ 
wfaieh,  hi  their  preem  Ka^t.  vfr*  vvr«4:  :iAL  y*:- 
fa«.    Li  all  these  cmi  is  vaa  definl^Ie  ii»t  wca-jlc 

sheaM  be  eoffased,  M  ttuT  waht^^  B&r4i5.7  ;  tb*  mere  c/mpletjon  of  worts,  and  that 
BMBmeou  of  Bcs^ect.'*  •  ^Y^,^t,»yjr%  w*fre  greatly  inx^rviuA  in  ar- 

The  direetions  given  at  the  end  rjf  the  year 
were  to  complete  as  far  as  p^^^n^letr^e 
woriu  which  were  indispensable,  a::i  Vj 
pot  the  remainder  in  a  safe  stater,  leai^i? 
the  grand  jury,  the  vnsxr,  -i-r  \\>  z^^'^rr. 
to  complete  them  as  they  si^L:  tL:i:k  ce- 
•irable.  In  the  ttrcrw'  if  ibe  wvizr.r. 
Her  Majesty's  Goremaect  eal-»>d  i-yy..  \\h 
Board  of  Works  for  a::  e*t::riwr  '.f  v.e 
probable  expense  of  vrL.z*.'^:^^  '-^  ^.tl^.. 
The  eatimate  for  the  crzr.>Let>7i  '/  *.\h 
whole  waa  abovt  tw<>  =j:.:'jl»,  ar-c  f>r 
thoae  wlueh  were  deer:e*i  hh\^irAL  h  w« 
650,00(M.  He  wodd  e.^  r^i.^  a  'rs^L^,' 
extnet  from  tiM  sace  r^y.r\.  *-^-.-w;-,«  -v^ 
groanda  vpon  whk-n  tic  wctL^  ver^  tf^ 


been  made  in  the  distribution  of  relief,  or 
that  if  the  thing  had  to  be  done  over  again, 
it  might  not,  by  an  or;^anised  staff,  be  done 
much  better;  but  under  the  circumstances 
the  work  was  most  efficiently  executed. 
The  necessity  of  completing  many  of  these 
works  would  not  be  denied.  The  Gorem- 
ment  had  received  representations  from 
all  parts  of  Ireland,  and  from  Irish  Mem* 
hers  also,  urging  them  to  complete  them. 
They  were  called  upon  ab  an  act  of  public 
justice  to  exp<;nd  the  public  money  for  that 
purpose;  but  he  told  the  Irish  Members 
who  waited  upon  him,  that,  after  what  had 
been  eipended  in  Ireland  in  the  preceding 
year,  and  from  the  pressure  upon  the  re- 
venue, in  consequence  of  a  large  deficiency, 
he  did  not  thiok  a  large  advance  of  public 
money  could  be  made  for  that  purpose. 
But,  he  further  stated,  he  was  not  unwil- 
ling to  readvance  that  which  might  be  re« 
paid  during  a  certain  time  for  the  comple- 
tion of  the  wofks.  The  yearly  instalments 
of  the  money  advanced  for  public  works, 
amounted,  in  round  ntmibers,  to  315,000(., 
consequently  94-o,*/lO/.  was  the  aggregate 
of  the  three  yean'  in^talmerjU;  and  he 
proposed  to  advance  again  whatever  sams 
might  be  repaid  within  three  years,  if  it 
was  applied  for.  There  was  also  another 
purpose  Uj  which  a  portion  i4  ihin  money 
migLt  be  adraDtageously  appli*^.  Hon. 
GeiitlesEien  were  aware  there  were  many  dis- 
tricts where  an  extension  of  drainage  waa 
onceir^  to  >je  far  more  irrtutitUhi  than 


»e  purposes, 
the   funds 


C.',  *i  .""*?*•  of 

Tote  27"; 


■•  Rb  woik  WIS  b«T=.  ivji-zr.  !•  -.-     ••  ".*■'  ■  •> 

h7de|«a:i>Lf      V>£  •/  v.j  k-A 
■r,  ai  u*  w^T  3i«i^f  *x  Miar  v^ 
fmgimlbom  the  '^Mnrt  J  tsjLrrir^ji, 

to  Mv  ninake*  h^  nv. 


ver&l  dra'zia:re.      A   hWi  wa%   iritrodueed 

toxe  years  a;^o  v*  facijitat^  tJjeae  j 

c OLt^T.  p lat : :j  g.    h 'jwerer.    iliat 

»Loy.d  '/e  provide^:  from   private  aourees. 

It  wa*  Lerer  con  tea  plated  that  the  funds 

f'rjr*d  l>T  t'je  J  utiic.     15 ut  in  the 

ia^t  year  it  wa«  fr^uud  advii^able  u# 

.'»Vr  for  ifce  yuriff^^  'A  giWng 

e'r-t'lo^^TrjeLt  to  tie  dettitote  p'xjr  by  meaxis 

'.f  a.-^-ia.  Ct^.l]'.'/.     HaX  suw  wa*  now 

ezifc'i^t'yJ.  iod  tiie  Cv:::r;/;Miofier>.  '/f  f  q^*- 

.-r  V/f^fic*  were  a^a>i   recj*:*^  t/<#  ol/tain- 

>./  *'5v:-  I'i.'.t  a»  •.;.-.'V  */>U-d  fr'/-i  prirate 

r*c  rj„ufc.»   10   r-irry   *,:,    tr.e    w*/rkt  *y^m- 

v^ev^jd.     7::,%  Oo»erifx, «.-:,•  d.-i  r.ot  lijibk 

.:   T.ride'.t  v^  ;/rop'/*e  tt':  Iw-e  '/f  wore 

r.v,r^T  frvr.'.   :--*:  :/■.•*..•;  ?v'-'i*:  •.?.':».  ^tier**- 

.-V  Vi'v.-Lt  •--,  vr/;;A*^>fe  t-  *>'.:j  w  eo'jld 
'>e  ';',»:::: :/.*^.ec  »>.:.  r-.e  .'.'-.v-ey  wuvh  ih*^ 
:-ir-  :l  ••-•',..'  ;t^':»,  *.•.  -  V,  -ek»«t  t'^e  vipers 
.-.  •*...:.  a  >UVt  at  '.r.^ir  'y/^A  'A  ieft  jn 
4Aie*.r,  •.jltLi  'Arjer   :;>sa:.t  were   prvvj^iifd 
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for  carrying  them  on.  He  was  sorry  to 
say  the  Commissioners  had  found  great 
difficulty  in  obtaining  funds  of  any  amount 
from  prirate  sources;  he  therefore  thought 
it  advisable,  in  order  to  afford  employment 
for  the  people,  and  to  increase  the  produc- 
tiyeness  of  the  land,  to  apply  for  the  pur- 
poses of  this  drainage  such  money  as  might 
be  repaid  to  the  Exchequer,  and  was  not 
requii^  for  completing  the  roads,  &c. 
[Sir  J.  Graham:  What  extent  of  drainage 
has  been  effected  with  the  270,0002.  al- 
ready granted?]  He  was  not  prepared  to 
state  to  what  amount  the  works  had  ac- 
tually been  completed.  About  sixty  works 
were  to  be  completed  in  the  course  of 
this  summer;  but  he  was  not  in  a  condi- 
tion to  state  whether  at  the  present  time 
any  had  actually  been  completed  or  not. 
The  second  portion  of  the  Bill  was  to  au- 
thorise the  postponement  of  the  first  instal- 
ment. The  original  provision  was,  that  a 
presentment  should  be  made  at  the  last 
spring  assizes,  and  an  instalment  should  be 
levied  and  paid  at  the  subsequent  assize. 
When  the  spring  assizes  were  held,  one  of 
the  Judges  (Mr.  Justice  Perrin)  entertain- 
ed a  doubt  as  to  the  legality  of  the  pre- 
sentment; and  the  grand  jury  of  the  county 
of  Armagh  refused  to  put  the  sum  certified 
by  the  Commissioners  of  the  Public  Works 
into  the. levy,  under  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Perrin.  Several  of  the  other  Judges, 
hearing  of  these  doubts  as  to  the  legality 
of  the  presentment,  wrote  to  the  grand 
jury  desiring  them  to  suspend  the  present- 
ment.  The  Attorney  General  of  Ireland 
thought  that  Mr.  Justice  Perrin  had  made 
a  mistake,  and  overlooked  the  37th  cap.  of 
the  Act  of  last  Session;  and  the  question 
was  taken  before  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  to  decide  the  legality  of  the  pre- 
sentment; but  it  was  not  until  the  6th  of 
June  that  a  decision  was  given  in  favour  of 
the  legality  of  the  presentment.  The  levy 
having  been  suspended,  it  was  found  im- 
possible to  have  the  books  prepared  in  time 
for  a  levy  previous  to  the  ensuing  assizes; 
consequently  it  was  impracticable,  at  least 
in  many  counties,  to  obtain  the  money. 
In  addition  to  this,  if  anything  was  neces- 
sary beyond  the  utter  impossibility  of  effect- 
ing a  levy,  the  Government  were  bound  to 
take  into  consideration  the  extreme  pres- 
sure that  existed  during  the  summer 
months,  when  it  was  most  difficult  to  ob- 
tain any  payments.  It  was  therefore 
thought  better,  it  was  indeed  absolutely 
necessary,  to  postpone  the  payment  of  the 
instalment  until  aner  the  summer  assizes. 
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The  last  part  of  the  Bill  referred  to  the 
different  circumstances  in  which  different 
parts  of  Ireland  were  placed,  with  reference 
to  the  ability  to  make  these  payments;  and 
certainly  no  general  rule  could  be  applied 
to  all  parts  of  Ireland;  the  same  rule,  in- 
deed, could  not  be  applied  to  different  parts 
of  the  same  county;  one  part  of  a  union  or 
barony  was  in  different  circumstances  from 
another  part.  The  Poor  Law  Commissioners 
stated  that  whilst  some  parts  of  one  and  the 
same  union  could  not  be  kept  clear  of  debt, 
others  were  in  the  most  favourable  circum- 
stances; that,  whilst  some  parts  were  well 
provided  with  funds,  others  were  in  a  state 
of  hopeless  bankruptcy.  If  Gentlemen 
would  look  into  the  report,  they  would  see 
the  difference  of  rating  in  different  parts; 
in  some  lOi.  and  i2s,  in  the  pound;  in 
others  not  above  2s,,  or  3s.,  or  os.  This 
would  show  the  effect  of  diminishing  the 
area  of  taxation;  if  the  area  of  taxation 
were  still  further  diminished,  the  highly- 
rated  parts  would  not  only  be  in  a  state  of 
"  hopeless  bankruptcy,"  but  be  absolutely 
ruined.  In  the  union  of  Ennis  he  found, 
from  the  report  of  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioners, that — 

"  In  one  electoral  dirision  a  rate  of  7f.  1}<^ 
would  be  required,  whereas  if  the  whole  union 
were  taken,  a  rate  of  2«.  1<^.  would  in  all  proba- 
bility cover  the  amount  required." 

He  admitted  the  heavy  burdens  which  had 
fallen  upon  this  country  on  account  of  Ire- 
land; and  he  maintained  not  only  the  lia- 
bility of  Ireland  to  repay  what  this  coun- 
try had  so  advanced,  but  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  Ireland  to  repay  it;  and  he  thought 
it  was  reasonable  and  right  that  the  repay- 
ment should  ultimately  be  made.  But  the 
difficulty  was,  to  kniow  how  to  enforce  the 
whole  of  the  repayment  without  depriving 
the  people  of  Ireland  of  such  means  as  would 
carry  them  through  the  state  of  extreme 
pressure  in  which  that  country  now  was. 
He  hoped  that  Gentlemen  would  remember 
that  the  burden  of  the  poor-law  was  to  a 
great  extent  a  new  burden  in  Ireland.  The 
first  report  of  the  Poor  Law  Conunissioners 
showed  that  the  burden  was  not  only  heavy, 
but  increasing;  that  the  amount  of  the  rate 
up  to  the  last  year  was  2,500,000^.,  and 
that  last  year's  rate  alone  amounted  to 
1,500,000?.  Gentlemen  from  Ireland 
would  be  better  able  than  he  was  to  speak 
to  the  state  of  the  different  parts  of  Irdand 
with  which  they  were  acquainted.  But  he 
had  reports  from  poor  Jaw  inspectors,  giv- 
ing accounts  of  the  state  of  destitution, 
and  the  consequent  difficulty  of  repayment. 
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.which  were  almost  incredible.  In  Erris, 
where  .the  whole  of  the  population  was 
22.000,  last  year  there  were  18,500  who 
receiYed  relief.  He  had  a  letter  from  an 
officer  under  the  Board  of  Works  (Mr. 
Moonej),  dated  Ballina,  July  6th,  which 
said — 

'*  They  talk  of  striking  a  rate  of  I69.  in  the 
pound  in  Gastlelmr.  Every  article  in  the  work- 
]iouse  has  been  sold  by  auction.  Such  is  the 
change,  that  the  barony  collector,  to  justify  a 
short  return  of  cess,  swore  that  there  were 
ieventy-eight  townlands  in  Erris  on  which  there 
was  not  an  inhabitant  or  four-footed  beast." 

Mr.  Mooney,  in  the  same  letter,  which  was 
addressed  to  Captain  Laveson,  gave  such 
a  description  of  the  distress  of  that  part 
that  he  would  read  it  to  the  House  : — 

"  That  all  these  crops  should  continue  to  pros- 
per, and  yield  the  full  amount  they  promise  is  of 
vital  importance,  for  the  whole  country  is  pauper- 
ised ;  and  if  it  should  not  please  Providence  to 
rescue  them,  destruction  stares  everybody  in  the 
fiuse :  very  many  of  the  gentry  are  in  the  debtors' 
prison — very  many  who  are  not,  are  imprisoned 
in  their  own  dwellings,  afraid  to  stir  out.  Many 
who  were  well  off,  and  kept  their  horses  and  their 
vehicles,  cannot  now  keep  a  cow,  and  I  have  been 
assured  by  many  it  is  painful  to  witness  their  pri- 
vations, and,  in  many  cases,  suffering.  In  Castle- 
bar  union  there  are  23,000  receiving  outdoor  re- 
lief; and  applications  have  been  made  equal  to  the 
whole  amount  of  the  population  of  the  union.  In 
Ballina  union  there  are  40,000,  and  in  the  whole 
county  there  are  about  125,000  receiving  rations, 
independent  of  schools,  where  about  30,000  chil- 
dren are  led  by  the  British  Association.  Tirawley 
barony,  once  the  nucleus  of  wealth,  is  now  almost 
destitute  of  even  comfortable  people.  A  panic 
seised  them — they  fled  ;  the  paupers  remain — the 
land  grows  almost  nothing  in  comparison,  and 
rates,  4c.,  must  be  paid." 

He  goes  on  to  say,  in  a  letter  dated  Cavan, 
July  10,  1848— 

"  BIr.  Jones,  the  proprietor  of  the  coaches  run- 
ning between  Ballina  and  Sligo,  assured  me  he 
'would  gladly  give  to  anybody  a  farm  of  about  200 
acres  he  holds  near  Ballina,  for  two  years,  for  the 
payment  of  the  poor-rates  alone." 

He  further  says — 

"  Perhaps  one  of  the  strongest  proofs  we  have 
of  the  poverty  of  the  country  is  the  incredible 
fiJling-off  in  the  '  priests'  dues/  A  respectable 
Roman  Catholic  assured  me,  so  reduced  are  the 
people,  that  it  is  not  one  out  of  ten  who  formerly 
<eoiild  and  would  pay  for  '  anointing '  their  rela- 
iives  when  dying,  can  do  so  now,  essential  as  they 
eoosider  it  to  their  future  state  ;  and  even  coffins 
bbe  dispensed  with  in  many  of  these  cases." 


^ShaB  was  one  of  the  worst  parts  of  Ireland; 
Imt  it  showed  the  impossibility  of  laying 
down  any  general  rule  which  would  be  ap- 
flieable  to  all  parts  of  Ireland.  The  report 
ct  Mr.  Auchmuty,  the  inspecting  officer  of 


the  Castlerea  union,  dated  the  5th  of  July, 
1848,  stated  :— 

"  The  portion  of  this  union  situated  in  Roscom- 
mon is  mostly  in  grazing,  and  the  landlords  nearly 
all  absentees ;  the  remaining  portions  in  Galway 
and  Mayo  are  occupied  by  persons  holding  from 
one  to  seven  acres  ;  their  families  do  what  work 
is  required.  I  am  of  opinion  that  there  will  be  as 
many  applicants  for  reUef  for  the  next  year  as 
there  are  at  present ;  they  have  no  means  of  ex- 
istence; they  have  neither  clothing,  fuel,  nor 
shoes,  and  have  nothing  to  look  forward  to  except 
outdoor  relief." 

These  accounts  showed  the  state  of  des- 
titution in  various  parts  of  Ireland,  and 
the  impossibility  in  some  parts  of  paying 
rates  adequate  for  the  support  of  the  poor, 
much  less  the  sums  justly  due  to  the 
GoYemment  for  advances,  to  the  full 
extent,  and  that  it  was  absolutely  ne- 
cessary to  allow  the  Government  in  such 
cases  to  mitigate  the  pressure.  But  it  was 
very  desirable,  if  possible,  without  any  im- 
due  pressure  on  the  finances  of  the  coun- 
try, to  find  the  means  of  keeping  the  people 
in  employment  by  prolonging  the  period 
for  repayment  in  the  distressed  districts. 
It  was  impossible  to  expect  that  the  land- 
lords and  farmers  of  Ireland  could  be  able 
at  once  to  provide  full  employment  and  to 
repay  advances,  and  yet  it  was  of  the  ut- 
most importance  to  afford  employment  in 
works  or  drainage.  Believing  the  object 
to  be  of  great  importance,  he  thought  it 
better  to  advance  for  these  objects  the 
money  to  be  repaid  in  Ireland,  and  which 
otherwise  would  be  available  to  the  Impe- 
rial Exchequer.  He  was  aware  that  there 
could  not  be  a  more  dangerous  state  of 
things  than  for  this  country  to  become  a 
creditor  of  the  whole  population  of  Ire- 
land; he  thought  that  this  would  be  the 
most  dangerous  state  of  things  for  the 
people  of  Ireland  as  well  as  for  ourselves, 
and  he  was  therefore  anxious  to  keep  these 
advances  within  the  narrowest  compass. 
Yet  he  thought  it  highly  desirable  that 
employment  should  be  provided.  He  was 
happy  to  say  that  as  far  as  any  opinion 
could  now  be  formed,  there  was  no  prospect 
of  the  potato  crop  being  lost.  There  had 
been  some  apprehension  entertained  of  a 
failure  some  time  ago;  but  the  recent  ac- 
counts were  much  more  satisfactory.  There 
was  a  prospect  of  a  fair  crop  of  corn  and 
a  reasonable  crop  of  potatoes;  and  with 
the  aid  of  the  British  Association  and  the 
Government  stores,  there  was  a  sufficient 
supply  of  food  for  the  people  of  Ireland 
till  these  crops  came  into  consumption. 
Mr.  GOULBURN  Baid,  that  when  his 
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Off  tM  HoaiMnal  'tnnaHi^ruiAnft  vniisti  i*  -rhev  jml  leen.  aM.  :iBC  tliB  iroria  amier- 
^hrniUi  hAv^  -.hmigiit  «nnlii  uav»  iwaaaii  -aicea.  rbr  '.h»  lannas  «  living  eai^T> 
jiui«t  li^avrt^  innn  •^hi^nninfl  )f  kCIianeeflor  nunt  ro  'iie  katimiu  T?wrtt^]wt  of  tjie  fy^IJi 
of  rftm  H>Ai<:tu^i]ftr.  ui  r'axAi  »r>jefttii)na  -o  joimiatioiL  -voHtd  'm  wane  duuL  iiae£eas 
tUm  nuHumre  Ivi  «u  atrndnemjcp  'i»  "ziie-  mieai  :iieT  isobia  as  oniBgbE  m  aomfle- 
dmuM^.  Tim  Bill  iuut  '.hnw  mmmle  >tw  don.  3iir  "iiey  fiai*  now  mid  dioc  wiiKo- 
JMtB :  nim  rim,  *'a  <H)nipi«tft  -wnnca  -rniek  <9vivr  m*''^^*  riiiid»  worn  niaeii»  tkcj 
had  b0«Hi  iiiiii«rtaKML  >u  .^  nme  •»!  liacms.  ^wmid  be  anpiiot  m  ^imiipiae  cfae  aktiBg 
and  left  mninuihMi:  'he  ^tfseniuu  ^  rmAt^  nkns  of  trrenai  -iniiiaeii.  Bm  vkal  were 
pfme  the  perirMl  «t  -^rnicA  rhe  tetMLjuuent  rher  rhmi  m  msf  cd  the  mmdA^  wkiek,  wliea 
of  the  iBMieT  <iiie  rrnin  frekiMl  •»  tiiu  itw  oiils,  were  Uka  Hairiy  and  wlieii 
comtiy  ^viM  ro  ^mmmeiice:  rhe  nfaird  wruk  dizDoch  vaOeys  wem  impaMoUe  ?  What 
ta  t^e  the  Treaamy  an  indcdnite  rwwisr  vaa  to  be  iame  to  render  the  cwmlij  in. 
of  fliminifthiBi^  the  anurazit  and  (^xtandhi^  which  niada  were  so  left,  tolerable  as  a 
the  period  of  the  .mnuitr  which  [iniaiid  nesdenee,  and  profitable  as  propertj  ?  The 
had  eni^afpBd  to  jmif^  in  iiqaidation  of  that  right  hon.  Gentiemaa  told  the  Honset  that 
pertron  of  the  adfmnees  maiie  to  that  conn-  if  thej  granted  snlBrient  mumej  to  eom- 
trr  which  waa  not  to  be  considered  in  the  plete  the  dnunage,  be  aboold  leare  the 
nature  of  a  grant.  This  indefinite  extent  other  works  as  ther  were.  Bat  then,  ererj 
sion  of  the  period  of  payment  waa,  in  fkct* '  one  must  feel  that,  if  thej  allowed  the 
to  conrert  into  a  grant  what  had  been  re-  i  Chancellor  of  the  Exdieqner  so  to  proeeed, 
eeiTed  as  a  loan,  in  the  repayment  of  which  ihej  would  speedily  bare  the  GoTomment 
it  might  have  been  expected  that  there  I  coming  to  the  House  agam,  and  calling  for 
would  hare  been,  on  the  part  of  Ireland,  i  more  money  to  complete  the  roads.  Let  the 
nothing  but  a  cheerful  acquiescence.  The  |  House  remember  what  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  his  pro- 1  tleman  told  them,  namely,  ^t  370,0001. 
position  on  the  ground  of  present  destitu-  •  had  been  spent  in  makine  arterial  drains, 
tion;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  ;  and  that  sixty  only  of  uose  works  had 
told  the  Houde  that  on  that  ground  he  i  approached  to  completion;  but  unless  such 
wished  to  postpone  the  first  payment  for  j  works  attained  perfect  and  entire  oomple- 


one  or  two  presenting  sessions,  there  might, 
perhaps,  be  no  objection  to  such  a  mea- 


tion,  it  would  by  most  men  be  admitted  that 
they  were  not  likely  to  prore  of  any  utility. 


sure.  But  what  he  objected  to  was  this,  |  His  hon.  Friend  near  him  ad?erted  to  the 
that  the  proposition  now  before  the  House  important  principle  that  the  Bill  lasted  on. 
professed  to  be  one  for  carrying  into  effect ;  The  true  question  for  the  House  to  eon- 
extensive  public  works,  in  which  was  to !  sider  now  was,  not  wbethw  tbej  were  to 
be  included  a  great  system  of  arterial  drain-  !  render  assistance  to  Ireland — upon  thai 
ing.  Now,  if  the  state  of  Ireland  were  j  point  thoy  were  all  agreed — bst  they 
such  that  it  bad  become  impossible  to  levy  I  were  to  look  to  the  mode  m  wbick  re- 
aa^tber  shilling  without  making  an  almost ,  lief  was  to  be  admiaiwiiwt  sad  take 
insupportable  addition  to  the  rates  required  care  that  they  did  not  eanmber  ^bal  ce«tt-> 
by  the  poor*law,  then  the  proposition  to  try  with  assistance.  It  ajpyaattd  t»  baa 
make  an  advance  for  public  works  upon  that  they  not  odIt  na  iIm  r«k  «tf  dkii^  •• 
the  Mcourity  of  ratoa  to  be  raised  on  a  peo-  \  by  advance*  of  tW  kU  anr  «■!»  «»- 
plo  so  uircumstanced,  became  perfectly  nu-  sideralioQ,  but  their  aW  iaiai'iiii  tW  Ww 
Kal<»ry;  thun,  as  he  understood  the  right  ard  of  defc^ktis^jT  war  *wa  ^ 
kdii.  Goik tleman,  ho  would  not  levy  the  destn>vittg  tb^  tstffOKStitiiL  w&m: 
l»r/i|Mi««)ii  nam,  and  pay  it  into  the  Exche^  grant*^  to  InAsrui  w«?<ir  ihftmiiwi  aad  we 
<)iiitr.  lo  bo  fruiii  thoiice  isiiucd  for  these  caku!JL^pd  tt><n(eMi  IPurirn^  ite^  wear  sf 
wotk*,  but  ho  would  give  it  in  an  iadi-  £uai»r.  Iwati>t  w;»  tt  ^  s«Mr  <if  Sfatteae 
r#K«t  ffianimr.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  tksi  b*i  pM«9*  !»«»-  HeM  iimIIhL 
f6#tt  HiMiil  Ml  gU«  A  sum  of  315,000l.,  let  Eo^bod  wa»  eielM  igve  e^sAntW  c%* 
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lief,  and  England  answered  that  call  in 
a  manner  full,  complete,  and  effectual.  It 
was,  in  the  first  instance,  proposed  to  make 
a  grant  to  the  Irish  of  somewhat  upwards 
of  5,000,000^.,  to  enable  her  to  get  out 
of  her  difficulties  ;  and  it  was  intended 
that  Ireland  should  repay  the  whole  of 
the  money  to  be  adyanced.  In  a  short 
time,  however,  it  appeared  that  pay- 
ment of  this  sum  to  the  full  extent  would 
press  too  heavily  upon  a  country  so  dis- 
tressed as  Ireland  then  was;  and  by  the 
last  Act  passed  upon  this  subject  it  was  de- 
termined that  one  half  of  the  sum  given 
to  Ireland  should  be  treated  as  a  grant, 
and  the  other  half  as  a  loan,  to  be  repaid 
by  means  of  an  annuity  which  was  to  last  for 
a  limited  number  of  yeara.  England  had, 
therefore,  aright,  after  this  large  concession, 
to  calculate  on  receiving  those  sums  for  the 
payment  of  which  she  had  thus  stipulated. 
It  was  quite  true  that  the  money  which 
had  been  advanced  by  England  was  used 
for  the  purpose  of  employing  the  destitute 
poor  of  Ireland  in  works  which  had  turned 
out  to  be  useless;  and  that  happened  be- 
eause  those  persons  in  Ireland  who  were 
to  present  for  the  works  had  not  given 
themselves  the  trouble  to  distinguish  be- 
tweoi  those  works  which  were  useful  and 
ihose  which  were  useless.  They  left  the 
Oovemment  to  decide  everything;  and  the 
Oovomment,  thus  compelled  to  decide,  did 
BO  under  the  distinct  understanding  th^^ 
the  cost  of  completing  all  works  actually 
commenced  must  fall  on  the  districts  in 
whidb  the  works  were  situated.  Now,  from 
that  arrangement  they  were  now  called  on 
to  depart.  If  he  admitted  that  Ireland 
had  a  right  to  claim  the  completion  of  all 
works  which  had  been  commenced,  they 
were  next  to  ask  themselves,  was  England 
Me  to  accomplish  those  objects  ?  and  next, 
was  the  present  proposition  consistent  with 
financial  principles  ?  He  wished  it  to  be 
understood  that  he  was  not  in  any  respect 
QDwilling  that  ample  aid  should  be  given 
to  the  people  of  Ireland,  so  far  as  was 
oonaistent  with  the  pecuniary  burdens  which 
pressed  upon  this  country.  This  country 
was  not  indisposed  to  bear  the  burden;  but 
England  would  not  be  able  to  undertake 
aoj  such  or  any  other  burden  unless  she 
aeied  on  sound  financial  principles.  He 
did  not  say  this  with  reference  solely  to 
English  interests;  on  the  contrary,  every- 
thii^  injurious  to  the  financial  condition 
of  England  operated  with  equal  intensity 
I  the  condition  of  Ireland.     It  affected 


those  things  which  Ireland  most  needed-^ 
credit  and  capital;  and  if  he  did  resist  the 
present  proposition,  he  hoped  it  would  be 
felt  that  he  did  so  on  account  of  its  im» 
proper  and  unfair  operation.  In  all  ques« 
tions  of  finance,  there  were  two  things 
to  which  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  bound  to  look :  the  first  was  the 
equalisation  of  revenue  and  expenditure^ 
without  which  all  his  efforts  would  be  use« 
less;  and  the  other  the  receipt  and  expen* 
diture  of  the  Consolidated  Fund.  The 
House  of  Commons  usually  put  that  fimd 
out  of  view,  and  seemed  to  consider  that 
they  were  merely  called  upon  to  deal  with 
the  annual  income  of  the  country  and  the 
annual  estimates.  If  the  House  agreed  to 
vote  315,0002.  and  place  it  on  the  Con* 
solidated  Fund,  the  question  would  be  con- 
sidered as  disposed  of;  they  would  give 
themselves  no  more  trouble  on  the  subject,' 
and  the  whole  affair  would  drop  out  of  the 
notice  of  Parliament,  and  no  check  would 
be  imposed  on  the  particular  application  of 
the  money.  The  grants  already  made  to 
Ireland  amounted  in  the  whole  to  8,300,000^. 
Ireland  owed  that  to  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
Of  that  sum  3,400,0002.  was  due  for  grants 
made  previous  to  1847,  and  4,800,0002. 
for  debts  incurred  in  the  course  of  that 
year.  Of  the  last  of  these  sums,  Ireland 
had  paid  3,5002.,  being  about  9d.  in  the 
1002.;  1  per  cent,  however,  had  been  paid 
of  the  sum  due  before  the  year  1847;  Eng- 
land was  to  receive  a  sum  of  2,600,0002. 
in  the  shape  of  annuity.  This  being  the 
state  of  Ireland's  debt  to  this  country,  we 
were  now  required  to  withdraw  1,000,0002. 
from  the  receipts  of  the  Consolidated  Fund. 
And  what  was  the  state  of  that  fund?  They 
had  been  told  that  at  the  close  of  the  pre- 
sent financial  year  there  would  be  a  defi- 
ciency of  a  certain  amount.  It  was  true 
they  had  heard  a  statement  as  to  a  new 
state  of  things;  but  whatever  stress  might 
be  laid  upon  that,  it  must  be  felt  that  the 
sum  of  a  million  could  not  be  paid  other- 
wise than  out  of  the  balances  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. They  need  not  at  present  say 
how  much  might  be  the  amount  of  the  bal- 
ance in  the  Exchequer;  some  time  ago  it 
was  understood  to  be  8,500,0002.  In  April 
last,  it  was  6,500,0002.;  and  there  was 
good  reason  to  apprehend  that  it  would 
go  on  decreasing,  even  without  the  ab- 
straction of  this  million.  But,  admitting 
that  the  money  could  be  obtained,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  not  told 
them  what  he  was  to  do  with  it.     They 


495       Public  Works  {Ireland)        {COMMONS} 


{No.  2)  BUI 


496 


knew  pretty  clearly  the  quarters  that  would 
he  made  to  pay :  the  poorest  districts  in 
Ireland — Erris,  Clare,  Galway — owed  the 
largest  sums,  and  would  he  the  sufferers 
from  the  enforcement  of  payment.  Surely 
the.  expenses  of  general  drainage  in  other 
counties  ought  not  to  fall  on  places  so  im- 
poverished. Large  districts  of  hog  which 
remained  to  he  drained  were  in  places  very 
distant  from  those  localities.  If  they  were 
to  give  money  for  purposes  of  that  descrip- 
tion, they  ought  to  have  each  case  clearly 
hefore  them,  and  estimates  of  the  expense 
of  each  hrought  forward  in  Committee  of 
Supply.  When  they  gave  money  for  pub- 
lic works,  it  was  essential  and  necessary 
that  they  should  know  what  those  works 
wore;  and  if  they  voted  sums  liherally,  they 
were  hound  to  take  care  that  their  liber- 
ality was  not  thrown  away.  Upon  these 
grounds,  he  held  that  they  ought  not  to 
give  up  money  that  was  due  to  the  Con- 
solidated Fund.  Vote  money  in  Supply 
for  specific  works  to  any  extent  for  which 
a  case  could  he  made  out ;  hut  do  not 
blindly  abandon  revenue,  and  at  the  same 
time  encourage  improvident  expenditure. 
These  were  the  reasons  which  induced  him 
to  offer  an  opposition  to  the  present  Bill; 
and  he  agreed  with  those  who  thought  that 
the  real  secret  of  the  measure  was  this, 
that  in  the  present  state  of  Ireland  the  Go- 
vernment thought  it  best  to  say  that  they 
would  give  a  million  for  the  completion  of 
public  works;  while  by  declaring  that  it 
should  be  raised  in  Ireland,  they  knew 
that  the  money  would  never  be  raised  at 
all.  He  objected  to  the  measure  as  it 
stood,  and  should  certainly  take  the  sense 
of  the  House  on  it. 

Colonel  DUNNE  was  understood  to  say 
that  there  could  be  no  doubt  of  the  neces- 
sity for  advances  to  Ireland — the  real  ques- 
tion was  as  to  the  mode  of  application  of 
the  money.  He  agreed  in  many  respects 
with  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  as  to  the  system  of  waste- 
ful expenditure  that  had  been  carried  on 
under  the  department  of  Public  Works  in 
Ireland.  His  experience — and  he  had  been 
a  Member  of  eleven  Committees — induced 
him  to  view  with  great  suspicion  any  works 
which  bore  the  name  of  **  public  works." 
There  were  districts,  however,  in  Ireland, 
which  were  utterly  unable  to  meet  the  de- 
mands made  upon  them  under  the  new  poor- 
law.  The  bankruptcy  of  those  parts  al- 
luded to  by  the  hon.  Baronet  was  an  in- 
evitable consequence  of  the  poor-law;  and 


he  was  of  opinion  that  an  inquiry  on  this 
subject  was  of  the  greatest  necessity,  and 
ought  not  to  be  deferred  beyond  the  pre- 
sent Session.  He  should  support  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  expressed  his  sur- 
prise  at  the  self-congratulations  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer;  hut  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  these 
advances  and  these  works  were  solely 
for  the  relief  of  the  poor,  the  Govern- 
ment having  no  other  object  but  the  re- 
lief of  distress,  and  was  determined,  in 
accoi*dance  with  the  rigid  views  of  the 
political  economy  he  professed,  that  this 
expenditure  should  accomplish  no  ulterior 
purpose  —  he  must  say  it  appeared  to 
him  that  that  object  had  been  most  fully 
carried  out,  for  that  the  greater  part  of 
the  money  expended  in  Ireland  was  as 
completely  lost  to  the  resources  of  the  em- 
pire, and  to  the  improvement  of  Ireland,  as 
if  it  had  been  buried  in  the  sea.  This 
debate  hrought  to  his  mind  a  subject  of 
his  continual  regret,  which  was  the  re- 
jection of  the  proposal  of  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  G.  Bentinck),  that  advances  should 
be  made  in  aid  of  the  construction  of 
railways,  to  have  given  food  and  employ- 
ment to  the  distressed,  whilst  it  promoted 
that  first  means  of  improvement,  tho  faci- 
lity of  transit  and  communication  throagh- 
out  Ireland.  The  noble  Lord  and  his 
supporters  were  told  that  the  money,  if 
it  were  so  advanced,  would  be  inevitably 
lost — an  assertion  he  never  believed;  but 
hon.  Members  opposite  now  found  that  the 
money  was  really  gone,  though  that  scheme 
was  not  adopted.  [Mr.  M.  J.  O'Connbli/  : 
The  money  was  spent  before  Lord  George's 
proposition  was  made.  ]  The  hon.  Member  *8 
recollection  was  not  accurate,  because  the 
proposition  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  King*s  Lynn,  was  that  the  money  to  be 
advanced  upon  the  security  of  the  rates, 
and  not  then  granted,  should  be  di- 
verted to  railways,  and  secured  upon 
them.  And  he  would  ask  the  House 
whether  it  would  not  have  been  better  to 
have  had  the  repayment  of  advances  se- 
cured upon  the  property  of  the  railway 
companies,  whose  interests  were  involved 
in  the  success  of  their  undertakings,  than 
upon  the  baronies  of  Ireland,  which  were 
now  alleged  to  be  bankrupt  ?  Would  there 
not  have  been  a  better  chance  of  repay- 
ment ?  He  recoUeoted  that  thej  iRrere 
also  told,  "  Look  at  the  length  of  time 
that  must  elapse  before  advances  to  rail* 
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ways  can  be  repaid !  "  but  was  tbe  repay- 
ment not  BOW  postponed  to  a  day  so  re- 
mote that  the  vision  of  it  absolutely  van- 
ished in  the  distance  ?  Would  it  not 
have  been  better  to  have  secured  some 
means  of  intercommunication  through  Ire- 
land, than  to  have  interrupted  that  little 
which  did  exist,  until  there  was  in  some 
localities  none  safe  at  all?  He  had 
always  thought  it  a  pity  that  the  scheme 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  King's 
Lynn  was  so  perfect  and  complete  in 
its  form  and  details ;  for,  being  pro- 
posed by  a  Member  of  the  Opposition, 
it  was,  perhaps,  scarcely  consistent  with 
the  dignity  of  the  Government  to  accept  it, 
while  they  might  have  taken  up  and  com- 

gleted  a  less  perfect  measure.  Still 
e  had  always  been  sorry  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  did  not  adopt  at 
least  a  part  of  the  project,  and  that  they 
did  not  accept  at  the  hands  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  King's  Lynn,  when 
freely  offered  to  them,  a  measure  so  emi- 
nently calculated  to  benefit  the  country. 
The  hen.  and  gallant  Member  opposite 
(Colonel  Dunne)  had  spoken  of  the  diffi- 
culty of  collecting  the  rates  in  Ireland; 
but  was  that  to  be  wondered  at?  Did 
not  all  the  rates  fall  upon  one  species 
of  property;  and  was  not  that  property 
taxed  to  the  utmost  for  the  relief  of  the 
poor?  whilst  the  rental  was  withheld,  owing 
to  the  fears,  the  ill-will,  or  the«  poverty  of 
the  tenantry.  He  was  not  finding  fault  with 
the  poor-law;  on  the  contrary,  he  had  ever 
strenuously  supported  it,  as  the  only  means 
of  maintaining  the  social  fabric  of  Ireland, 
and  because  he  thought  the  property  of 
Lreland  ought  to  support  the  poor  of  Ire- 
land; but  if  only  one  mode  of  taxation  was 
adopted,  and  that  was  levied  against  only 
one  class  of  income,  it  must  inevitably  be 
exhausted.  He  regretted  more  and  more, 
eveiy  day,  that  the  Government  refused  to 
adopt  for  a  limited  period  the  income-tax  for 
Ireland — because  through  its  means  they 
would  have  received  repayment  of  the  ad- 
Taneea  made  by  England,  and  they  would 
have  touched  sources  of  profit  which  were 
totally  exempted  from  taxation  in  Ireland. 
And  what  was  the  House  now  doing  ?  Was 
it  not  passing  a  Bill,  giving  to  the  mortgagee 
a  more  immediate  command  over  the  pro- 
perty of  Ireland  ?  If  any  justification  were 
wanting  for  the  imposition  of  an  income- 
tax  upon  Ireland  for  the  purpose  of  reliev- 
ing the  rateable  property,  it  was  supplied 
by  the  introduction  of  the  measure  for  tlie 


sale  of  encumbered  estates.  He  had 
ventured  to  urge  the  Government  to  apply 
an  income-tax  to  Ireland;  but  he  had  been 
met  by  the  argument  that  the  property 
of  Ireland  was  deeply  mortgaged ;  but 
surely  the  mortgagees  were  bound  to  bear 
their  share  of  the  burdens  of  the  united 
empire,  and  now  that  the  House  was  giv- 
ing them  a  more  direct  power  over  the  pro- 
perty of  Ireland,  it  was  doubly  unjust  to 
continue  their  exemption.  It  might  be 
said  that  the  greater  part  of  the  income 
derived  from  mortgages  on  property  in 
Ireland  did  pay  the  tax  in  England;  but 
why  exempt  any  from  bearing  their  share 
of  this  national  burden?  But  it  seemed 
that  this  money  was  not  only  applied 
to  the  relief  of  distress,  but  that  it  had 
been  wasted  and  squandered  actually  to 
the  detriment  of  Ireland.  He  supported 
the  Amendment,  and  concluded  by  ex- 
pressing his  belief  that  the  financial  trans- 
actions in  regard  to  Ireland  would  not 
form  a  bright  page  in  the  official  history  of 
Her  Majesty's  present  Government. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL :  The  right  hen. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cambridge 
(Mr.  Goulbum)  has  opposed  this  measure 
on  the  ground  that  it  is  not  a  good  mea- 
sure of  finance;  and  he  argues  that  it 
would  be  far  better  to  have  1.000,000i. 
in  the  Exchequer  than  to  lend  it  out  to 
the  people  of  Ireland.  Now,  if  this  were 
a  question  whether  we  should  leave 
1,000,000Z.  in  the  Exchequer,  or  lend 
it  out  as  a  matter  of  speculation  in  the 
way  proposed  by  this  Bill,  I  should  quite 
agree  in  opinion  with  the  right  hen.  Gen- 
tleman. If  we  were  to  consider  the  matter 
solely  as  a  question  of  finance,  I  should 
concur  with  him;  but  when  we  look  at 
the  present  state  of  Ireland,  and  at  the 
condition  of  that  country  during  the  last 
two  years,  I  think  we  ought  not  to  be  in- 
fluenced solely  by  financial  considerations. 
The  right  lion.  Gentleman  has  adverted  to 
the  public  works  undertaken  in  Ireland — a 
system  which  began  during  the  Admihis- 
tration  of  which  he  was  a  Member,  when 
large  sums  were  granted,  and  further  sums 
were  advanced  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
on  public  works  during  a  period  of  great 
distress.  That  system  was  continued  and 
extended  in  1847  very  much  beyond  what 
had  been  contemplated,  at  a  time  when  the 
food  of  more  than  3,000,000  of  people  had 
utterly  failed.  Sir,  with  the  experience 
we  have  had,  I  am  quite  ready  to  acknow- 
ledge that  1  think  it  is  a  far  better  plan. 
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when  you  have  to  relieve  diatress,  and  to 
feed  people  wlio  are  starving,  to  afford 
them  food  bj  the  cheapest  mode  in  which 
you  can  do  it,  rather  than  to  look  to  the 
mixed  purpose  of  affording  them  food,  and 
at  the  same  time  of  executing  works  of 
public  utility.  I  think  the  experience  we 
have  had  in  this  and  other  cases  shows, 
that  although  there  is  an  apparent  advan- 
tage in  having  works  of  public  utility  un- 
dertaken and  executed  by  paupers,  yet  that 
it  is  a  cheaper  system  to  feed  persons  who 
are  in  a  state  of  starvation,  requiring  no- 
thing in  return;  and,  if  you  have  public 
works  to  undertake,  to  give  the  best  la- 
bourers the  highest  wages  you  can  afford 
for  the  species  of  work  they  are  required 
to  perform.  But,  although  that  is  the  re- 
sult of  experience,  I  think  the  general 
opinion  at  the  early  period  of  1846  was, 
that  the  execution  of  public  works  might 
be  oombinod  with  the  object  of  affording 
food  to  the  people  of  Ireland.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Portarlington  said,  that  it 
was  entirely  the  fault  of  the  Board  of 
Public  Works  and  of  the  Government  that 
the  works  were  ill  chosen;  but  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  has  com- 
pletely answered  that  statement;  because, 
in  point  of  fact,  no  work  was  undertaken 
because  the  Government  or  the  Board  of 
Works  chose  to  undertake  it,  but  because 
it  was  recommended  by  a  barony  present- 
ment. All  that  the  Board  of  Works  and 
the  Treasury  had  to  do  was  to  choose 
among  the  works  so  presented.  Those 
persons,  therefore,  who  possessed  local  in- 
formation, and  who  were  able  to  judge  of 
the  nature  of  the  works,  were  the  indivi- 
duals who  were  primarily  referred  to;  and 
my  belief  is,  that  where  the  country  gen- 
tlemen, or  those  who  sat  to  make  these 
presentments,  kept  their  heads  cool  upon 
thitf  subject,  and  considered  what  works 
would  be  useful,  in  those  instances  the 
works  which  were  executed  were  really  of 
service,  and  not  of  the  useless  or  mis- 
chievous nature  which  has  been  ascribed 
to  them  by  some  hon.  Members.  But  the 
consequence  of  undertaking  works  of  so 
extensive  a  nature,  upon  which  more  than 
700,000  people  were  employed,  and  of 
ceasing  to  continue  them  when  it  was  no 
longer  necessary  to  provide  food  for  the 
people,  was  necessarily  to  occasion  great 
inconvenience;  and  then  the  question  arose 
whether,  when  we  obtained  the  repayment 
of  lome  portion  of  the  sums  which  had  been 
{wlTinced,  it  would  not  be  advisable  to  re- 


issue part  of  the  amount  for  the  purpose 
of  completing  the  works  that  had  been 
oonunenced.  It  is  obvious,  with  respect 
to  many  of  the  roads  which  have  been  com- 
menced, that  they  may  be  completed  so 
far  as  to  be  of  some  utility.  Tho  right 
hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  University 
has  suggested  that  the  better  course  would 
be  obtain  the  repayment  of  all  the  advan- 
ces, and  to  propose  a  grant  in  Committee 
of  Supply  for  the  purpose  of  completing 
the  works  which  have  been  commenced. 
I  should  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  this  point,  if  it  were  so  simple 
an  operation  to  obtain  repayment  of  the 
advances ;  but  I  am  afraid  the  result  of 
adopting  such  a  plan  would  be  that,  while 
a  considerable  sum  would  be  advanced  or 
paid  out  of  the  Exchequer,  the  sum  re* 
ceived  by  the  Exchequer  might  not  be  so 
large  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seems 
to  suppose.  My  right  hon.  Friend  near 
me  has  stated,  so  various  are  the  circum* 
stances  of  different  districts  in  Ireland^ 
that  while,  in  some  cases,  you  might  ol>« 
tain  the  repayment  of  the  advances  by  a 
rate  of  Is,  or  Is.  6d.  in  the  pound,  in 
other  cases  it  would  be  almost  impossible 
to  obtain  repayment  at  all.  We  propose, 
therefore,  that  a  certain  discretion  shall 
be  left  with  the  Treasury,  and  that  where 
the  advances  are  readily  repaid  they  shall 
be  reissued  for  the  completion  or  oontinu- 
ance  of  public  works;  and  that  where  it  ia 
absolutely  necessary,  from  the  extreme  dis* 
tress  of  the  country,  that  the  period  of  the 
repayment  should  be  postponed,  such 
postponement  may  be  granted.  In  the 
course  of  this  debate  the  question  has 
been  revived,  whether  there  ought  to  have 
been  an  inquiry  into  the  working  of  the 
poor-law  in  Ireland.  Now,  it  appears  to 
me  that  to  pass  a  law  of  the  nature  of  a 
poor-law  in  one  Session  of  Paiiiament, 
and  immediately  after  the  commenoement 
of  the  next  Session  to  institute  an  inquiry 
into  its  operation,  would  be  almost  saying 
that  the  law  should  not  be  put  in  force.  I 
consider  that  such  an  inquiry  ought  not  to 
be  made  until  the  law  has  been  in  i^ier* 
ation  for  a  sufiBlcient  time  to  afford  a  fair 
opportunity  of  testmg  its  efficiency.  There 
is  now  a  Commission  inquiring  into  the 
size  of  the  districts — a  question  npoa 
which  great  difference  of  opinion  exists, 
not  only  in  this  House  but  in  Ireland.  I 
can  only  say,  from  what  I  have  heard, 
that  while  it  is  very  difficult,  from  the  das- 
tress  of  the  ratepayers  in  scmie  parii  of 
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Ireland  to  obtain  the  rate,  I  have  received 
from  other  parts  of  the  country  very  satis- 
factory accounts  of  the  working  of  the 
poor-law.  Certainly,  it  appears  to  me 
that,  except  by  means  of  a  poor-law,  no 
permanent  system  can  be  provided  for  sup- 
porting the  destitute  poor  of  Ireland.  I 
am  glad  to  find  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kerry  agrees  in  that  opinion.  I  perfectly 
acree  with  him  that  the  time  will  come 
men  it  will  be  right  to  consider  the  work- 
ing of  the  poor-law;  and  if  any  amendment 
can  be  made  in  it  we  shall  not  be  disposed 
to  resist  the  endeavours  of  Irish  Members 
to  render  that  law  as  unobjectionable  as 
possible. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

House  adjourned  at  half-past  Nine 
o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
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— By  Lord  Geoi^  Bentinck,  from  leveral  Acton  and 
Actreaws  employed  at  the  Theatre  Royal,  Adelphi,  for 
Reitrletiog  the  Number  of  Foreign  Theatres  in  the  Me- 
tiofoliyb— By  Sir  George  Gtwy,  from  the  Committee  of 
Management  of  the  Warwick  County  Asylum,  in  favour 
«t  MaMures  for  the  Raformatioo  of  Juvenile  Offenders. — 
By  Mr.  Frewn,  ttma  Guardians  of  tlie  Eastbourne  Poor 
law  Union,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Law. 


THE  SUGAR  DUTIES. 

Report  of  the  Committee  qf  Ways  and 
Means  brought  up. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  wished  to  ask  a 

aaestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
le  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  By  the 
Act  9  and  10  Victoria,  c.  63,  there  were 
four  different  schedules  under  which  duties 
were  levied.  There  was  a  schedule  of 
duties  to  be  levied  on  sugar  and  molasses 
the  growth  and  produce  of  any  foreign 
eonntrj.  But  there  was  also  a  schedule 
ef  duties  to  be  raised  on  all  foreign  sugar, 
or  molasses,  not  otherwise  charged  with 
duties.  That  was  the  schedule  of  duties 
pfovided,  as  it  was  understood,  for  sugar, 
whether  refined  or  otherwise,  imported 
from  a  country  of  which  it  was  not  the 
growth  or  produce.  By  this  fourth  sche- 
dnley  no  refined  sugar  could  be  imported 
iirom  Hamburgh,  Antwerp,  or  any  part  of 
the  Continent,  except  on  payment  of  three 
guineas  per  cwt.  No  brown  clayed  or 
aiiaooyado  sugar,  not  being  refined,  could 
ke  imported  except  on  payment  of  a  duty 
of  two  guineas;  and  no  molasses  could  be 


imported  except  on  payment  of  15s,  &d. ; 
that  schedule  of  duties  being  guarded  by 
the  6th  clause  of  the  Act,  which  6th  clause 
was  in  the  spirit  of  the  navigation  laws, 
and  enacted  that  no  sugar  should  be  ad- 
missible for  entry  for  home  consumption  at 
the  same  lower  rates  of  duty,  as  being  the 
produce  of  any  foreign  country,  unless  the 
master  of  the  ship  importing  the  same,  or 
the  consignee,  should  prove,  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  officers  of  Her  Majesty's 
Customs,  at  the  port  of  importation,  that 
such  sugar  was  bond  fide  the  growth  and 
produce  of  the  foreign  country  from  which 
it  was  imported.  With  respect  to  the 
resolution  passed  on  the  10th  of  July  last, 
the  important  question  to  be  answered 
was,  whether,  with  reference  to  the  3rd 
schedule,  the  provisions  of  the  old  Act, 
with  respect  to  sugar  refined  abroad,  or 
imported  from  any  place  in  Europe,  was 
omitted  in  the  present  Act;  whether  sugar 
refined  abroad,  which  was  admissible  under 
the  old  Act  only,  at  the  duty  of  three 
guineas,  was  to  be  now  admitted  under  the 
duty  of  H.  7s.  dd.,  or  of  H.  is.  Sd.,  as 
provided  by  the  3rd  schedule  of  duties 
agreed  to  in  the  resolution  of  July  the 
10th.  There  had  been  sold,  or  offered  for 
sale,  sugars  forming  part  of  the  assets  of 
De  Bruyn  and  Co.,  which  were  warehoused 
in  Holland,  and  of  which  the  short  price  in 
London  now  was  235.  According  to  the 
old  law,  those  sugars  could  only  be  sold  in 
this  country  on  payment  of  three  guineas 
per  cwt.  for  home  consumption,  or  could 
only  be  imported  to  be  refined  for  foreign 
exportation.  Purchased  for  23s. ,  and  re- 
fined abroad,  those  sugai*s  would  fetch 
295. ;  but  if  such  sugar,  under  the  resolu- 
tion lately  passed,  were  admitted  upon  a 
duty  of  1/.  is.  Sd.,  the  result  would  be 
that  those  sugars  would  be  sold  for  con* 
sumption  here  at  5is.  6d.  It  mibt  be 
clear  to  the  House,  that  if  those  sugars 
could  come  into  consumption  on  a  duty  of 
2is.  Sd.,  the  difference  in  the  value  of 
those  sugars  would  be  no  less  than  6*.  lOd., 
according  as  the  Government  might  con- 
strue the  resolution  which  had  been  passed. 
By  the  old  Act  no  foreign  muscovado  su- 
gars could  bo  admitted,  not  being  the 
growth  and  produce  of  the  country  from 
which  they  were  imported,  except  upon 
the  payment  of  a  duty  of  two  guineas.  By 
the  resolutions  which  had  been  passed, 
these  muscovado  sugars,  unless  they  were 
protected  by  the  navigation  laws,  would 
come  in.  [Mr.  Labouchbre:  They  are 
protected.  ]     He  was  inclined  to  think  they 
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'were.  He  believed  that  at  present  they 
would  be  prevented  from  entering  this 
country  by  the  navigation  laws.  But  if 
the  old  law  were  repealed,  these  sugars 
might  be  admitted  at  one  guinea  and  iSs. 
6d.,  instead  of  two  guineas,  which  was  the 
duty  under  the  9th  and  10th  of  Victoria. 
It  appeared  that  out  of  27,000  tons  of  fo- 
reign sugar  in  bond  in  this  country  on  the 
5th  of  July,  15,000  tons  were  imported  in 
imprivileged  ships.  It  appeared  also  that 
the  excess  of  stocl(  in  hand  in  the  various 
ports  of  Europe  was  equal  to  15,000  tons, 
as  compared  with  the  stock  of  last  year. 
Thus  there  were  30,000  tons  of  foreign 
sugar,  which,  under  the  old  Act,  could  only 
be  admitted  into  consumption  on  payment 
of  a  duty  of  two  guineas,  and,  unless  pro- 
tected by  the  navigation  laws,  would  be  ad- 
missible into  this  country  on  the  payment 
of  duties  of  one  guinea,  and  18«.  6d,,  if  the 
resolution  passed  the  other  day  were  con- 
strued in  the  way  in  which  it  was  under- 
stood the  Board  of  Customs  had  directed 
it  to  be  construed.  The  first  question  he 
had  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was, 
whether  sugars  refined  on  the  continent  of 
Europe  would  be  admitted  under  the  three 
guineas  duty  (which  he  apprehended  not), 
whether  they  would  be  prohibited  altoge- 
ther, or  would  come  in  under  a  duty  of 
11,  is,  Sfl,  ?  He  had  also  to  ask  how  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  deal  with 
foreign  sugar  now  warehoused  in  foreign 
ports,  and  with  foreign  sugar  now  in  this 
country  imported  in  unprivileged  ships, 
supposing  the  navigation  laws  not  to  be  re- 
pealed this  Session,  and  that  sugar  to  bo 
transported  to  Antwerp  for  the  purpose  of 
being  brought  back  to  this  country  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER replied,  that  the  first  question  of 
his  noble  Friend  applied  to  sugar  of  that  de- 
8crip#on  which  was  chargeable  with  a  duty 
of  three  guineas.  The  schedule  of  the  old 
Act  to  which  his  noble  Friend  referred  had 
been  put  in  to  provide  for  unforeseen  cases. 
There  were  certain  descriptions  of  sugar 
which  might  come  in  actually  without  duty. 
If  sugar  could  be  grown  at  St.  Helena,  it 
oould  come  in  without  payment  of  duty. 
The  schedule  was  put  in  to  prevent  frauds 
and  meet  those  possible  cases.  As  soon  as 
the  Act  was  passed,  a  question  was  raised 
with  respect  to  loaf  sugar.  A  distinction 
was  then  made  between  manufactured  and 
raw  sugar;  and,  as  with  cotton  in  Eng- 
land, that  was  taken  as  the  produce  of 
the  country  which  was  in  a  manufactured 
state.     The  sugar  of  Holland  was  refined; 


the  Dutch  claimed  to  have  their  manu- 
factured sugar  admitted  under  the  treaties 
which  placed  them  on  the  footing  of  the 
most  favoured  nation;  and  therefore  we 
could  not  impose  a  higher  duty  on  their 
manufactured  sugar.  The  present  resolu- 
tion was  so  worded  that  the  third  schedule 
comprehended  all  sugar  the  produce  of  fo- 
reign countries  not  otherwise  charged  with 
duty.  Consequently,  sugar  refined  in  Hol- 
land or  Hamburgh  was  now  admissible  for 
home  consumption  at  a  duty  of  IL  is.  Sd,; 
and  so  on.  With  respect  to  the  second 
question,  there  was  a  certain  quantity  of 
sugar  warehoused  in  this  country  which 
was  imported  in  ships  not  belonging  to  the 
countries  where  it  was  produced;  and  that 
sugar  Yras  not  admissible  for  home  con- 
sumption under  the  navigation  laws. 

Report  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  half-past  Twelve 
o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Monday,  July  17,  1848. 

MiNUTis.]  Tool:  the  Oii<A«.— The  Locd  Wigan;  The 
EarlofMaeelesfield. 

PuBuc  Bills.— 1*  WoWerhamplan  Cunqr* 
S*  Appeeb  <m  CivU  Bills  (Dublin). 
ReportetL-Omom  of  Gourtt  of  Jintioe  (IidMid)  Afii- 

milation  of  Appointmenti. 
3*  County  Cos  (Ireland) ;    Crimbua  Lew  Administntioa 
Amendment;  Canada  Union  Act  Amendment. 

PaTiTioNB  PiucaaNTsn.  From  the  Committee  of  Ma- 
nagement of  the  Warwick  County  Aiylum  tor  the  Adop- 
tion of  Measures  for  the  Refonnation  of  Juvenile  Oflhn- 
ders.~From  the  Piesbyteiy  of  Gavioeh,  for  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Present  System  of  granting  Spirit  Uoenses, 
and  that  Toll  Houses  may  be  excluded  altogether  ftom 
the  Privilege  of  Lieenscs.— From  aeveral  Odd  FeHow^ 
Lodges,  forthe  Extension  of  the  Provisioos  of  the  Bendit 
SodeUes  Act  to  that  Order.— From  Distillen,  against 
any  Alteration  of  the  DUftrential  Duties  between  Home 
and  Colonial  Spirits. 

SPAIN. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY: 
My  object  in  asking  the  question,  of  which 
I  have  given  notice,  is  the  alarm  which  I 
feel  at  the  report  that  this  proceeding  of 
shooting  General  Alsaa  will  reviTe  the 
horrors  of  the  former  civil  war  in  Spain, 
so  justly  condemned  by  this  country,  and 
so  happily,  I  thought,  for  ever  put  an  end 
to  by  that  humane  convention,  which  has, 
to  the  honour  of  the  individual  who  accom- 
plished it,  obtained  the  appellation  of  the 
Eliot  Convention.  This  sanguinary  act  by 
the  Christino  troops  seems  to  have  been 
followed  up  by  General  Elio,  as  a  reprisal, 
shooting  twelve  civic  guards,  which  makes 
one  believe  that  we  shall  see  those  atroci* 
ties  renewed  which  were  so  fearful  in  the 
lat«  war.     It  seems  that  the  Carlist  forces 
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are  organising  again  in  Navarre.  The 
inhuman  practice  I  have  alluded  to  was 
begun  by  the  Christinos  shooting  the 
mother  of  Cabrera;  and  possibly  this  act 
towards  General  Alzaa  may  be  only  the 
commencement  of  similar  slaughter.  Every 
one  must  surely  deplore  the  state  of  our 
present  relations  with  Spain,  more  espe- 
cially if  we  are  cut  off  from  all  communi- 
cation of  an  official  character  with  the  Go- 
vernment of  that  country.  To  be  shut 
out  by  any  circumstances  from  that  inte- 
resting part  of  the  Continent,  in  which  of 
late  years  we  have  taken  so  prominent  and 
extraordinary  a  part,  seems  most  unfortu- 
nate, not  alone  in  relation  to  friendly  com- 
munications, but  especially  in  relation  to 
our  commerce.  The  unhappy  differences 
that  closed  the  career  of  M.  Isturitz  in 
this  country  have  never  been  explained. 
This  House  and  the  country  have  surely  a 
right  to  know  in  what  position  our  affairs 
stand  now  with  Spain.  I  understood  from 
a  noble  Lord  the  leader  of  a  great  party 
in  this  House,  that  he  would  bring  on  a 
discussion  on  this  subject.  The  Session, 
however,  seems  drawing  to  a  close,  and 
one  hears  no  more  of  it ;  and  yet  how  do 
we  stand  as  to  the  Spanish  papers  and 
correspondence  which  have  been  laid  on  the 
table  ?  I  must  say  there  has  been  as 
great  inclination  to  suppress  and  garble 
documents  in  the  department  of  the  Fo- 
reign Office  as  has  been  shown  with  re- 
spect to  the  Colonial  Office.  In  the  first 
series  of  papers  there  was  a  suppression 
of  a  very  important  despatch.  It  appeared, 
however,  in  the  Journals.  I  moved  for  it, 
and  it  was  produced  in  the  second  series — 
I  mean  the  despatch  of  the  Duke  of  Soto- 
mayor  to  the  Minister  Plenipotentiary  of 
Her  Majesty,  dated  April  15.  This  de- 
spatch was  most  important  in  answering 
Mr.  H.  Bulwer's  letter  of  the  12th  of 
March,  ably  and  unreservedly;  and,  se- 
condly, in  establishing  the  fact,  that  we 
not  only  have  pursued  a  system  of  inter- 
fering in  Spain,  but  that  we  actually  called 
upon  and  insisted  upon  Spain  interfering 
in  Portugal ;  and,  thirdly,  the  indignation 
felt  by  Spain  at  our  throwing  in  her  teeth, 
in  these  latter  days,  our  having  aided 
in  placing  Queen  Isabella  on  the  throne. 
This  important  despatch  was  at  length 
squeezed  out.  But  why  was  it  delayed  at 
first  ?  With  respect  to  answers  to  almost 
all  the  remaining  correspondence,  we  are 
left  officially  much  in  the  dark.  We  have 
now  all  our  own  story,  but  not  one  word 
of  the  Spanish  injuries  and  complaints. 


We  have  seen,  as  before,  a  very  long 
letter  condemning  various  statements  and 
charges.  Whether  true  or  not.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  will  afford  us  no  means 
of  investigating;  and  it  is  from  seeing  the 
impossibility  of  getting  information  as  to 
all  these  points,  and  our  actual  relations 
with  Spain,  that  I  have  felt  it  my  duty, 
from  the  interest  I  have  ever  taken  in 
these  concerns,  to  put  this  question, 
namely,  whether  the  Government  had  any 
means  of  ascertaining  from  our  Consuls  in 
Spain,  or  from  any  attache,  what  was 
passing  in  that  country  ? 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
that  the  question  of  the  noble  Marquess 
was  this,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment was  in  a  condition  which  would  enable 
them  to  furnish  the  House  with  any  infor- 
mation with  respect  to  Spain  ?  He  would 
not  take  upon  himself  to  say  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  was  in  a  condition 
to  answer  all  the  questions  which  might  be 
put  to  them  with  respect  to  Spain;  but  in 
reference  to  the  particular  matter  to  which 
the  noble  Marquess  had  alluded,  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  telling  the  noble  Marquess 
that  the  Government  was  in  possession, 
through  a  consular  agent,  of  the  fact  that 
one  Carlist  general  had  been  put  to  death 
— in  fact,  that  some  of  those  unfortunate 
practices  which  heretofore  had  prevailed 
in  Spain,  had  been  revived.  He  could  only 
say  that  this  Carlist  general  had  been  shot 
before  an  answer  could  be  received  to  a 
remonstrance  which  had  been  sent  to 
Madrid  on  the  subject.  But,  in  fact,  if 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  had  received 
any  information,  it  would  have  been  quite 
impossible  for  it  to  have  interfered.  He 
could  only  say  that  he  viewed  this  proceed- 
ing, as  everybody  must,  with  the  highest 
disapprobation. 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  said,  he 
could  perfectly  understand  what  the  noble 
Marquess  meant  when  he  stated  that  the 
Government  were  not  authorised  to  inter- 
fere in  respect  to  the  internal  affairs  of 
Spain ;  but  he  could  not  but  remember 
that  the  present  Government  of  this  coun- 
try had  a  considerable  advantage  over  their 
predecessors  who  formed  the  Government 
during  the  late  civil  war  in  Spain.  He 
begged  to  remind  the  noble  Marquess  that 
the  Pretender  to  the  Crown  of  Spain  was 
at  this  moment  a  resident  in  London, 
under  the  protection  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment; whereas  during  former  times 
Don  Carlos  was  not  in  this  country,  and 
was,  therefore,  an   independent  party  in 


507 


Law  of  Entail 


{LORDS} 


{8coilaiiid)Bill 


808 


Spain,  and  could  not  ,be  interfered  with 
but  by  a  eomraission  such  as  was  sent  by 
the  noble  Duke  to  Spain.  But  he  (Lord 
Malmesbury)  hoped  that  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  any  authority  with  the 
Pretender,  they  would  exercise  it ;  and  he 
was  sure  their  suggestions  would  be  listen- 
ed to :  he  hoped  they  would  induce  him  to 
recall  those  emigrants  and  partisans  who 
had  gone  out  to  Spain,  and  who  were 
perishing  in  the  most  miserable  manner. 
He  was  sure  that  those  parties  would  not 
risk  their  lives  if  they  received  positive 
orders  from  the  Spanish  Pretender  not  to 
persist  in  their  undertaking. 

The  Mabquess  of  LANSDOWNE 
said,  it  was  perhaps  incorrect  on  his 
part  to  add  anything  to  what  he  had 
already  stated;  but  as  the  noble  Earl 
had  adverted  to  the  first  point  connected 
with  the  question  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, he  wished  to  correct  a  misappre- 
hension which  the  noble  Earl  seemed  to 
be  under.  In  the  first  place,  though  it 
was  kno?ai  perfectly  well  that  the  person 
referred  to  was  now  resident  in  this  coun- 
try, the  Government  had  no  right  to  im- 
pute to  him  that  he  was  at  this  moment 
the  Pretender  to  the  Grown  of  Spain;  and, 
least  of  all,  that  he  exercised  a  control  over 
the  operations  carrying  on  in  Spain,  or 
that  he  was  chargeable  with  the  character 
of  those  operations.  But  if  he  did  consider 
himself  to  be  the  Pretender  to  the  throne 
of  Spain,  we  had  no  right  to  assume  even 
this.  Her  Majesty's  Government  could 
not  recognise  him  as  exercising  authority 
in  Spain ;  and  they  had  no  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  at  this  moment  he  assumed  such 
a  right  as  that  which  was- imputed  to  him. 

LAW  OF  ENTAIL  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  moved  the  Commit- 
tee OA  this  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  HADDINGTON  admitted 
that  the  present  law  of  entail  in  Scotland 
was  defective;  but  he  saw  many  objections 
to  this  Bill,  which,  he  regretted  to  say, 
trampled  on  vested  rights,  which  ought  to 
have  been  protected  in  that  House.  He 
was  aware  that  his  opposition  to  the  Bill, 
supported  as  it  was  by  the  Government 
and  by  a  large  majority  of  their  Lordships, 
would  be  fruitless.  The  noble  Earl  con- 
cluded by  moving  that  the  House  go  into 
Committee  on  the  Bill  that  day  three 
months. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  expressed  his  sur- 
prise that  the  noble  Earl,  having  admitted 
the  defects  of  the  present  law,  should  seek 


to  perpetuate  them  by  opposing  this  mea- 
sure. He  should  resist  the  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Earl. 

Lord  WHARNCLIFFE  said,  he  did 
not  mean  to  deny  there  were  many  advan- 
tages connected  with  an  alteration  in  the 
law  of  entail;  but  the  present  measure,  to 
effect  that  object,  constituted  one  of  the 
worst  invasions  of  private  rights  that  had 
ever  been  presented  to  their  Lordships. 
In  almost  every  other  instance  where  Par- 
liament had  interfered  compulsorily  with 
the  rights  of  property,  they  had  taken  care 
that  the  parties  interfered  with  obtained 
compensation.  But  this  Bill  not  only  pro* 
posed  to  interfere  with  future  entails,  as 
to  which  he  did  not  himself  object,  but  it 
proposed  to  interfere  with  existing  entails, 
under  which  parties  might  be  entitled  to 
rights  though  they  were  not  in  the  actual 
possession  of  them.  The  question  between 
him  and  the  owners  of  the  Bill  he  admitted 
was  only  one  of  degree;  but  it  appeared  to 
him  that  when  they  permitted  an  heir  of 
entail,  with  consent  of  three  of  his  sons, 
to  bar  the  rights  of  all  oih&c  relations,  they 
conferred  a  right  which  went  beyond  the 
necessities  of  the  case,  for  he  had  heard 
nothing  to  satisfy  him  that  the  rights  of  a 
fourth  son,  for  instance,  could  not  be  esti- 
mated as  well  as  the  rights  of  nearer  heirs. 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  this  Bill  dealt 
in  too  summary  a  manner  with  those  rights; 
at  the  same  time  he  did  not  wish  to  stand 
in  the  way  of  the  Bill  going  into  Com- 
mittee. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  there  was  a 
strong  advantage  in  the  English  over  the 
Scotch  law  of  entail,  as  it  was  adapted  to 
two  great  ends,  both  of  which  were  of  con- 
siderable importance.  The  one  was  that 
land  was  not  tied  up  in  so  strict  a  manner 
as  to  take  it  out  of  the  reach  of  commerce, 
while  at  the  same  time  it  was  sufficiently 
stringent  to  provide  adequately  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  great  famiUes  of  the 
country,  which  was  of  great  importance  in 
a  monarchical  country  like  this.  He,  there- 
fore, thought  some  alteration  in  the  law  of 
entail  in  Scotland  was  advisable,  though 
he  must  confess  he  was  not  altogether  pre- 
pared for  such  a  sweeping  measure*  He 
thought  Parliament  ^ras  entitled  to  deal  at 
it  pleased  with  future  entails;  but  he  had 
strong  objections  to  giving  the  measure  a 
retrospective  operation.  He  did  not  think 
that  either  his  recollection  or  his  reading 
afforded  any  example  of  so  vast  a  duMge 
being  effected  in  the  legal  bearings  of  m>^ 
perty  as  was  proposed  m  this  BilL  .Tor 
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the  Bill  not  only  prevented  persons  from 
entailing  their  lands  in  future,  hut  it  went 
hackward,  and  said  that  all  entails  now 
existing  in  Scotland  should  he  liahle  to  he 
broken,  and  treated  as  if  they  had  heen 
entailed  according  to  the  English  instead 
of  the  Scotch  law.  If  this  change  were 
accomplished,  the  position  of  Scotland  and 
England,  with  respect  to  the  law  of  entail, 
would  he  reversed,  and  they  would  give 
the  Scotch  proprietor  more  power  over 
existing  entails  than  the  English  proprietor 
had.  He,  therefore,  could  not  agree  to 
this  ehange  without  opening  his  eyes  to 
the  consequences;  and  yet,  upon  the  whole, 
he  felt  he  would  not  oppose  it. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  reminded  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  that  the  English  law  of 
entail,  as  enacted  by  Edward  L,  under  the 
statute  Db  Donis  Ganditianalihus,  was  as 
stringent  as  tbe^>Scotcfa  law,  till  the  whole 
was  overset  by  one  decision  of  the  Court 
of  Common  Pleas  in  Tarleton's  case.  This 
measure  only  proposed  to  do  constitution- 
ally by  Parliament  what  had  before  been 
done  irregularly  by  a  decision  of  a  court  of 
law. 

Motion  negatived.     Bill  to  be  reported. 

CANADA  UNION  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Eabl  QREY  moved  the  Third  Reading 
of  this  Bill. 

LoBD  STANLEY  did  not  mean  to  op- 
pose this  Bill,  but  he  could  not  allow  this 
measure  to  pass  without  expressing  his 
regret  that  this  Bill  did  not  provide  for  our 
language  being  used  in  the  courts  of  law 
in  the  United  Provinces  of  Canada.  He 
considered  that  this  would  be  a  serious  dis- 
advantage in  the  operation  of  the  Act,  by 
which  the  ends  of  the  union  would  be  alto- 
gether frustrated,  and  a  permanent  barrier 
would  be  raised  up  between  two  portions 
of  the  country,  whose  amalgamation  was 
essential  to  the  welfare  of  both. 

Earl  GREY  said,  he  could  not  admit 
that  the  measure  would  have  this  effect. 
The  information  he  had  received  from  his 
noble  Friend  the  Governor  General  of  Ca- 
nada was,  that  the  existing  state  of  the 
law  defeated  its  own  object — that  it  kept 
up  a  state  of  law  directly  the  contrary  of 
their  object — and  that  instead  of  erasing 
the  distinctions  of  race  it  made  them  only 
the  more  marked  and  obvious.  He  ad- 
knitted  that  it  would  be  an  advantage  if 
one  language  were  used  in  the  official  re- 
eords  throughout  Canada;  but  he  attached 
itill  more  importance  to  the  principle  of 
dbwisg  all  their  local  concerns  to  be  re- 


gulated according  to  the  wishes  and  feel- 
ings of  the  people  of  Canada.  He  therefore 
could  not  doubt  that  this  measure,  which 
had  been  recommended  by  three  successive 
Governors  General,  would  receive  the  sanc- 
tion of  Parliament.  He  was  happy  to  say 
that  the  privileges  accorded  to  the  Cana- 
dians of  being  allowed  to  manage  their  own 
internal  affairs,  had  been  very  successful  in 
reconcihng  all  classes  in  the  colony  to  the 
existing  system  of  government,  and  to 
cause  them  to  regard  with  warm  attach- 
ment this  country,  Her  Majesty,  and  the 
institutions  under  which  they  lived;  in 
proof  of  which  he  referred  to  several  me« 
morials  and  grand-jury  addresses  that  had 
lately  been  received  from  both  the  French 
and  English  portions  of  the  population. 
All  the  attempts  that  had  been  made,  even 
during  the  recent  events  in  Europe,  to 
produce  agitation  in  Canada,  had  totally 
failed,  and  the  colony  now  enjoyed  a  degree 
of  peace  and  of  general  content  which  he 
believed  had  never  before  prevailed.  These 
were  the  results  of  allowing  the  Canadians 
to  manage  their  own  affairs :  he  was  per- 
suaded that  the  principle  was  right  and 
just  in  itself,  and  he  hoped  their  Lordships 
would  agree  to  it. 

Bill  3^,  and  passed. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Monday,  July  17,  1848. 

MiNUTM.]    Public  Bills.— !<>  Regent's  Quadrant  Co> 

lonnade;  Salmon  Breed  Preservation ;  BakehouMt. 
so  Consolidated  Fund  (3,000,00(W:) 
fftfpoMAi.— Spirits  (Dealers  in)  i  Paioehial  Debt  and  Audit. 
30  West  India  Islands  Relief;  AdmiuistraUon  of  Criminal 
Justice;   Naval   Medical  Supplemental  Fund  Society; 
Com  Markets  (Ireland);    Ecclesiastical  Distrieta  Assign* 
ment. 

PsTiTioHS  Prbsbntbd.  By  Mr.  Sharman  Crawford,  ftom 
the  Parish  of  Oreyabbey,  Downshire,  for  a  Repeal  of  the 
Union  with  Ireland.— From  the  Inhabitants  of  Ulventon, 
Lancashire,  in  favour  of  Universal  Suflf^age.— By  Mr. 
Gladstone,  from  the  Clergy  of  the  Deanery  of  Chester- 
field, against  any  Alteration  of  die  Doctrine  of  the  Churdi 
of  Englandl— By  Mr.  Christy,  flroro  the  Parish  of  Broom* 
field,  Essex,  against  the  Sale  of  Spirituous  Liquors  oo 
the  Sabbath.— From  Thomas  Dyer,  of  Forest  Gate, 
Essex,  for  Inquiry  respecting  the  Bow  County  Court.— 
By  Sir  William  Clay,  ftom  the  Minister  and  Congregation 
of  James's  Church,  Ratcllflk  Cross,  London,  against  tbt 
Diplomatic  Relations,  Court  of  Rome,  BilL— By  Mr.  G. 
Hamilton,  ftom  the  Parish  of  St.  James,  near  Exeter, 
for  Encouragement  to  Schools  in  Connexion  with  th« 
Church  Education  Society  (Ireland).— By  Mr.  Walpole, 
fh)m  the  Parish  of  Ealing,  Middlesex,  for  Alteration  of 
the  Highways  BilL 

VANCOUVER'S  ISLAND. 
The  Earl  of  LINCOLN  wished  to  put 
a  question  to  the  nohle  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government,  of  which  he  had  given 
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notice  on  Friday  last.  On  Thursday  he 
had  asked  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  whether  an  in- 
quiry had  heen  instituted  hy  the  Colonial 
Office  into  the  management  hy  the  Hud- 
son's Bay  Company  of  the  territories  over 
which  they  exercised  authority;  and,  if 
any  such  inquiry  had  heen  instituted,  whe- 
ther, pending  that  inquiry,  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
make  a  farther  grant  to  the  company  of 
Vancouver's  Island,  giving  them  similar 
powers  over  that  island  as  over  their  other 
territories  ?  To  that  question  the  hon. 
Gentleman  replied,  that  the  inquiry  had 
heen  instituted  through  the  instrumentality 
of  his  nohle  Friend  the  Governor  General 
of  Canada,  and  that  that  inquiry  not  hav- 
ing heen  considered  sufficiently  ample  hy 
the  Colonial  Office,  a  further  inquiry  had 
heen  ordered  to  he  conducted  hy  an  officer 
in  the  Queen's  service.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man stated  further,  that  negotiations  had 
heen  carried  on  hetween  the  Government 
and  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  for  a  ces- 
sion of  further  powers  to  the  company, 
hut  that  nothing  had  heen  as  yet  concluded, 
inasmuch  as  there  appeared  to  he  some 
hesitation  on  the  part  of  the  company  to 
accede  to  certain  demands  made  hy  the 
nohle  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Colonial 
Office,  as  he  (Lord  Lincoln)  understood,  in 
reference  to  some  arrangement  connected 
with  the  suhject  of  colonisation.  Under 
these  circumstances  the  question  of  which 
he  had  given  notice  on  Friday,  and  which 
he  now  wished  to  ask  the  nohle  Lord,  was, 
whether  pending  the  inquiry  that  had  heen 
recently  instituted  into  the  mode  in  which 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  had  governed 
the  territories  now  committed  to  its  charge, 
the  nohle  Lord  would  undertake,  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  that,  until  that 
report  had  been  submitted  to  the  Govern- 
ment and  laid  on  the  table  of  this  House, 
that  no  such  cession  of  Vancouver's  Island 
would  be  made  to  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany ? 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  that  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  had  already  informed  the 
noble  Lord  that  the  Governor  General  of 
Canada  had  been  written  to,  with  a  view 
to  his  making  further  inquiry  respecting 
the  conduct  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany. His  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  of  Canada  had  not  made 
any  special  inquiry;  but  Major  Crofton, 
who  had  commanded  the  Queen's  troops 
in  the  district,  had  reported  that  in  his 


opinion  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  were 
justified  in  their  conduct,  and  that  they 
were  not  chargeable  with  the  alleged  delin- 
quencies of  which  they  had  been  accused. 
In  this  state  of  affairs  the  Government 
had  to  consider  whether  or  not  a  further 
and  more  special  inquiry  should  be  made 
before  taking  any  steps  with  respect  to 
Vancouver's  Island.  On  that  question  his 
opinion — and  it  was  also  the  opinion  of  the 
Government — was,  that  as  the  communi- 
cation with  that  part  of  North  America 
was  so  difficult — ^as,  in  fact,  it  could  only 
take  place  twice  in  the  year — there  would, 
therefore,  he  great  delay  before  any  special 
inquiry  could  be  made  and  reported  to  the 
Governor  General  of  Canada,  and  then  sent 
to  this  country;  and  that  it  was,  therefore, 
better  at  once  to  proceed  with  the  arrange- 
ment to  be  made  with  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company.  That  arrangement,  as  the  no- 
ble Lord  seemed  to  understand,  would  im- 
ply a  cession  of  the  land  of  Vancouver's 
Island,  and  also  of  certain  powers  of  Go- 
vernment, though  not  the  same  as  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company  now  had  over 
their  present  territory.  The  agreement 
which  had  been  made,  and  which  was  now 
awaiting  the  final  answer  of  the  Hudson's 
Bay  Company,  would  be  laid  before  Par- 
liament; but  seeing  the  anxiety  of  other 
parties  for  colonisation  in  Vancouver's  Is- 
land, it  was  the  opinion  of  his  noble  Friend 
at  the  head  of  the  Colonial  Office,  and  of 
the  Government,  that  loss  of  time  would 
be  a  serious  detriment,  and  that  it  would 
be  desirable,  without  waiting  for  any  re- 
port such  as  the  noble  Lord  alluded  to, 
to  proceed  at  once  to  complete  the  arrange- 
ment with  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company. 
Ho  could  not,  therefore,  give  the  pledge 
which  the  noble  Lord  required  of  him. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  SESSION. 
Lord  J.  RUSSELL :  I  stated  the  other 
day,  in  answer  to  a  question  from  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  Ri- 
pen (Sir  J.  Graham),  that  I  would  this 
day  take  the  usual  course  adopted  of  late 
years,  of  stating  what  Bills  the  Govern- 
ment hope  to  proceed  with  in  the  present 
Session,  and  which  they  intend  to  post- 
pone. I  can  only  state  the  principal  of 
the  Bills — those  which  are  of  great  impor- 
tance; and  it  is  not  necessary  I  should  go 
into  any  statement  with  regard  to  Bills  of 
a  minor  nature.  The  first  I  shall  mention 
is  the  Public  Health  Bill,  which  has  passed 
this  House,  had  the  second  reading  m  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  is  still  in  diat  House. 
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With  regard  to  that  Bill,  the  Goyemmeut 
intend  to  press  for  the  opinion  of  Parlia- 
ment in  the  present  Session ;  and  they 
hope  that  it  will  receiye  their  assent.  The 
next  Bill  is  the  Encumhered  Estates  (Ire- 
land) Bill.  That  Bill  came  from  the  Lords. 
Many  amendments  have  heen  introduced 
into  it  in  this  House;  it  has  gone  through 
Committee,  with  the  general  assent  of  this 
House;  and  certainly  we  shall  proceed 
with  it  in  the  view  of  ohtaining  the  assent 
of  the  House  of  Lords  to  the  amendments 
we  have  made.  1  think  this  Bill  is  one  of 
great  importance,  and  that  its  enactment 
ought  not  to  he  delayed.  There  is  a  Bill 
which  I  introduced  the  other  night,  and 
which  1  propose  shall  he  read  the  second 
time  on  Thursday  night,  with  which  we 
shall  also  proceed.  It  is  the  Bill  relating 
to  corrupt  practices  at  elections.  This  is 
a  measure  referring  to  an  inquiry  into  the 
state  of  horoughs  with  reference  to  which 
the  returns  have  heen  questioned  and  set 
aside  in  the  present  Session  of  Parliament; 
and  it  is  not  fitting  that  it  should  he  post- 
poned. I  shall  therefore  proceed  with  that 
Bill  on  Thursday  next,  hoping  that  it  will 
receive  the  assent  of  Parliament  this  Ses- 
sion. Another  Bill,  with  regard  to  which 
questions  have  heen  frequently  asked,  is, 
the  Diplomatic  Relations  with  Rome  Bill. 
That  Bill  came  from  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  It  is  in  the  hands  of  my 
nohle  Friend^the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs:  and  he  will,  as  soon  as  he 
is  ahle  to  obtain  a  day  for  that  purpose, 
move  the  second  reading,  with  the  view  of 
proceeding  with  it  in  the  present  Session. 
I  come  now  to  a  subject  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance, founded  upon  a  recommendation 
contained  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 
at  the  commencemeist  of  the  Session,  but 
in  consequence  of  the  debates  upon  the 
Army  and  Navy,  the  renewal  of  the  income 
tax,  and  other  questions,  not  introduced, 
as  we  had  hoped,  early  in  the  Session,  but 
after  sonle  delay — I  mean  the  resolution 
upon  which  it  is  proposed  to  found  a  Bill 
for  the  amendment  of  the  navigation  laws. 
Since  that  resolution  was  introduced,  we 
have  had  resolutions  introduced  upon  the 
suggestion  of  Government,  and  amend- 
ments proposed  with  relation  to  the  sugar 
duties — subjects  which  have  likewise  led 
to  very  long  debates.  Wo  have,  therefore, 
been  disappointed  in  the  hope  that  we  were 
led  to  entertain,  that  we  should  be  able  to 
ffo  on  continuously  with  that  measure,  till 
U  had  passed,  as  soon  as  it  was  introduced. 
Aa  matters  stand  now,  considering  the  late 
■   v6l.C.    {2£|} 


!  period  of  the  Session,  the  very  great  im- 
]  portance  of  the  question,  and  that  the  Bill 
;  could  not,  for  some  time  yet,  go  up  to  the 
I  House  of  Lords,  we  have  come,  reluctant- 
ly, to  the  opinion  that  we  cannot  proceed 
with  it  in  the  present  Session.  At  the 
same  time,  having  stated  this  intention,  we 
hope  there  will  be  no  objection  on  the  part 
of  the  House  to  agree  to  go  into  Commit- 
tee with  the  view  of  assenting  to  the  pro- 
positions of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and  of 
introducing  the  Bill,  so  that  this  House 
and  the  country  may  have  it  before  them, 
and  be  in  a  condition  to  consider  its  provi- 
sions before  it  is  again  proposed.  I  feel. 
Sir,  that  while  this  measure  has  been  the 
subject  of  great  discussion  in  this  House 
and  in  the  country,  the  failure  of  its  pass- 
ing this  Session  will  be  a  great  disappoint- 
ment to  some  of  our  most  important  colo- 
nies. I  therefore  think  it  my  duty  to  de- 
clare that,  whilst  taking  blame — if  there 
is  any  blame  upon  thq  subject — for  delay 
to  the  Government,  and  imputing  none  to 
any  man  or  body  of  men  in  this  House, 
the  Government  propose  to  introduce  that 
measure  at  the  earliest  period  of  the  next 
Session  of  Parliament;  and  after  the  dis^ 
cussion  the  subject  has  received — after  the 
approbation  of  the  principle  expressed  by 
large  majorities  of  this  House — the  impor- 
tant province  of  Canada,  and  those  foreign 
Powers  to  whom  we  have  held  out  the  ex- 
pectation that  the  navigation  laws  would 
be  repealed,  will  probably  rest  in  confi- 
dence that  the  next  Session  of  Parliament 
will  see  a  measure — whether  exactly  such 
as  the  Government  now  propose  or  not,  I 
will  not  say — taking  away  the  restrictions 
imposed  by  the  navigation  laws,  receive 
the  assent  of  Parliament.  With  the  mea* 
sure  relative  to  the  navigation  laws,  I  pro- 
pose to  withdraw  the  Merchant  Seamen's 
Fund  Bill,  and  the  Light  Dues  Bill,  of 
which  they  are  the  consequence.  There  is 
another  measure  of  very  great  importance 
to  which  I  must  allude,  which  has  not  re- 
ceived any  discussion,  or  hardly  any,  in 
the  present  Session — I  mean  the  Bill  re- 
lating to  the  franchise  of  counties  in  Ire- 
land. This  is  a  very  important  measure; 
but  I  do  not  think  that  the  discussion  upon 
a  Bill  of  so  much  consequence  ought  to 
begin  at  this  time.  Other  measures  rela- 
tive to  the  franchise  will  be  introduced  in 
the  next  Session,  and  therefore  I  propose 
to  reserve  this  till  the  next  Session.  There 
is  another  measure  of  great  importance 
with  regard  to  Ireland — the  Landlord  and 
Tenant  Bill;  to  this  we  shall  endeavour  to 
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obtain  the  assent  of  the  House  in  th6 
course  of  the  present  Session.  It  is  an 
important  measure,  as  1  have  said;  but  I 
have  always  considered  myself  that  it  is  of 
more  importance  from  the  opinion  of  Par- 
liament having  been  taken  upon  measures 
of  that  kind,  than  from  any  very  great 
benefit  being  likely  to  be  derived  from  le- 
gislation upon  the  subject.  Some  Bills 
have  been  introduced  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board.  He 
proposes  to  proceed  with  those  Bills,  and 
will  take  an  opportunity,  upon  an  early 
day,  to  state  the  reasons  why  he  thinks  it 
is  important  those  measures  should  be  con- 
sidered by  the  House.  There  are  many 
other  Bills  of  minor  importance,  to  which 
it  is  not  necessary  to  refer;  and  the  long 
list  I  now  see  before  me  contains  several 
in  which  the  Government  are  not  concern- 
ed, but  which  are  brought  forward  by 
others.  I  have,  however,  stated  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Government  with  regard  to 
the  principal  Bills;  and  I  shall  now  pro- 
pose that  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Merchant  Seamen's 
Fund  Bill  be  read,  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
charging it. 

Mr.  GOULBURN  said,  it  would  be  in 
the  recollection  of  the  House  that  in  all 
the  discussions  on  the  West  Indies,  both  in 
that  and  in  the  other  House,  the  repeal  of 
the  navigation  laws  was  held  out  as  that 
which  was  to  afford  them  the  greatest  de- 
gree of  relief,  and  that  it  had  been  esti- 
mated at  no  less  than  2s.  or  2s,  Qd,  per 
cwt.  upon  the  production  of  their  sugar. 
He  wished  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether, 
having  abandoned  the  repeal  of  the  navi- 
gation laws,  he  had  any  other  measure  in 
contemplation  this  Session,  in  order  to 
compensate  the  West  Indies  for  the  loss  of 
that  amount  of  benefit  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  promised  them  ? 

Mr.  HERRIES  expressed  his  entire 
concurrence  in  the  reasons  which  had  in- 
duced the  noble  Lord  to  postpone  any  at- 
tempts to  carry  this  Session  the  resolutions 
afiirming  the  expediency  of  amending  the 
navigation  laws.  The  noble  Lord  had  ex- 
pressed a  hope  that  there  would  be  no  ob- 
jection on  the  part  of  the  House  in  general 
— he  presumed  the  noble  Lord  addressed 
himself  chiefly  to  those  who  were  most  op- 
posed to  his  views — to  allow  the  resolution 
to  pass,  so  that  the  Bill  founded  upon  it 
might  be  before  the  country  for  its  con- 
lideration  until  another  Session.  For  him- 
ielf — and  he  believed  he  could  answer  for 
otters  who,  with  him,  entertained  yery 


grave  objections  to  the  course  the  Govern- 
ment were  disposed  to  adopt  with  regard 
to  the  navigation  laws — ^he  should  offer  no 
obstacle  to  that  proposition;  but  it  must 
be  upon  the  clear  and  distinct  understand- 
ing that  the  Bill  was  not  to  go  further  in 
the  present  Session  than  its  introduction 
into  the  House.  It  must  further  be  un- 
derstood in  the  clearest  and  most  distinct 
manner,  that  by  allowing  the  measure  to 
pass  to  that  stage  without  opposition  or 
obstruction,  it  was  not  to  be  inferred  that 
there  was  the  slightest  change  of  opinion 
on  the  part  of  those  who  viewed  with  ap- 
prehension the  policy  of  the  Government, 
and  that  they  were  as  free  to  offer  this 
measure  the  same  determined  opposition 
that  they  had  hitherto  given  to  it.  The 
noble  Lord  having  stated  he  was  as  mncb 
convinced  as  ever  of  the  necessity  for 
abrogating  the  navigation  laws,  he  (Mr. 
Herries)  thought  it  right  to  say,  that  all 
that  had  occurred  since  the  subject  was  ori- 
ginally introduced  had  confirmed  him  in  the 
belief  that  no  measure  more  detrimental  to 
the  shipping  interest,  more  fraught  with 
nationa  disadvantage — no  measure  of  less 
promise  in  it  of  any  compensatory  benefit 
in  the  way  of  trade — had  ever  been  intro- 
duced into  that  House.  He  drew  a  dif- 
ferent inference  from  that  deduced  by  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
from  the  papers  just  presented,  as  to  the 
necessity  of  immediately  rejiealing  the  na- 
vigation laws  for  the  benefit  of  the  colo- 
nies. Everything  stated  in  these  papers 
increased  his  conviction  that  the  true  mode 
of  proceeding  was  by  negotiation  and  ar- 
rangement, and  not  in  the  manner  pro- 
posed by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Mr.  BRIGHT  thought  the  present  not 
an  unfavourable  opportunity  for  making 
on  or  two  observations  with  respect  to  the 
business  of  the  Session,  and  the  unfor- 
tunate course  the  Government,  as  he  con- 
ceived, had  pursued.  He  was  not  about 
to  debate  witn  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Herries)  the  benefit  or  the 
evil  of  repealing  the  navigation  laws.  That 
measure  had  been  recommended  in  the 
Queen's  Speech,  and  the  great  manufac- 
turing towns  and  a  large  proportion  of  the 
commercial  and  shipping  towns  were  in  fa- 
vour of  the  abolition.  It  was  quite  true 
the  measure  had  not  been  introduced  till 
May ;  it  was  not,  however,  the  fault  of  the 
House,  but  the  fault  of  the  Government  it 
was  not  moved  much  earlier;  for  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Stoke  (Mr.  Ri- 
cardo),  and  others,  had  hdore  that  aaked 
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the  noble  Lord  when  the  measure  would  be 
introduced.  His  opinion,  he  confessed, 
was,  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
never  been  extremely  anxious  to  have  it 
brooght  in.  Perhaps  they  were  afraid  of 
the  hostility  its  introduction  would  excite 
in  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  As,  how* 
ever,  it  could  not  be  passed,  of  course  the 
Government  were  not  to  blame  for  not 
doing  that  which  was  impossible.  He 
wished  now  to  call  attention  to  one  or  two 
facts,  which  he  thought  had  created  in  the 
minds  of  the  people  a  strong  feeling  that 
that  House  had  not  attended  to  the  duties 
committed  to  their  charge.  They  met  be- 
fore Christmas,  and  held  a  short  and  not 
Suite  unproductive  Session.  They  were 
lien  brought  together,  they  were  told,  to 
eonsider  tbe  question  of  the  Bank  Charter 
Act,  and  the  then  afflicting  state  of  Ire- 
land. The  measure  which  they  passed 
relative  to  Ireland  received  the  name  of 
the  Protection  to  Life  and  Property  Bill, 
but  in  reality  it  was  a  Bill  to  enable  the 
Government  to  disarm  certain  portions  of 
the  Irish  people.  No  other  measure  of 
any  importance  passed  before  Christmas. 
After  Christmas  the  state  of  Ireland  was 
again  brought  before  them,  and  he  believed 
it  had  been  a  standing  dish  of  that  House 
ever  since  the  oldest  Member  of  it  was  a  boy. 
Then  they  passed  a  Bill  for  making  certain 
crimes,  heretofore  treason,  felony,  and  for 
patting  down  certain  apprehended  or  ex- 
isting disturbances  in  that  country.  That 
measure  passed  by  large  majorities.  They 
had  since  had  a  &11  introduced,  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  described  as  a  most  impor- 
tant measure,  to  facilitate  the  sale  of  en- 
cumbered estates  in  Ireland.  There  could 
not  be  a  doubt  that  this  measure,  as  a  be- 
ginning— ^for  it  must  only  be  considered  as 
a  beginning — was  one  which  would  tend 
to  restore  social  comfort  in  Ireland,  be- 
cause 80  long  as  land  was  held  in  that 
country  as  it  now  was,  with  the  people  bor- 
dering upon  starvation,  they  must  be  hos- 
tile to  peace  and  law.  The  Bill  for  ex- 
tending the  franchise  and  improving  the  re- 
gistration in  Ireland  was  not  to  be  pro- 
ceeded with.  He  did  not  expect  it  was; 
but  he  could  not  discover  why,  after  being 
introduced,  it  had  been  allowed  to  remain 
BO  long  a  dead  letter  upon  the  Order-book, 
except  somebody  had  said  or  whispered 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  intended  to 
oppose  it  as  a  new  Reform  Bill  for  Ire- 
land. It  might  be  a  new  Reform  Bill,  but 
one  was  wanted  for  Ireland,  and  sooner  or 
ktor  one  must  be  granted.    It  was  stated. 


on  the  authority  of  a  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment, that  in  the  whole  of  Ireland 
there  were  not  60,000  electors-^proba* 
bly  not  40,000 — among  a  population  of 
8,000,000.  Take  the  city  of  Dublin,  for 
instance,  upon  the  Blection  Committee 
of  which  he  had  been  sitting  for  the  last 
seven  weeks  ;  in  that  city  there  were 
21,000  names  on  the  electoral  roll,  and 
perhaps  not  more  than  7,000  of  them  en- 
titled to  vote.  The  registration  took  plaee 
once  in  eight  years;  and  it  was  impossible 
to  strike  names  off  until  eight  years  had 
elapsed  ;  and  how  many  rates  did  hon. 
Members  think  must  be  paid  before  an 
elector  could  register  his  vote  ?  He  had  a 
list  of  six  in  his  hand,  but  he  was  told 
there  were  ten;  and  he  had  been  informed, 
on  good  authority,  there  were  no  less  than 
fifteen  of  one  sort  or  the  other.  It  was 
discreditable  to  that  House,  and  a  fraud 
upon  the  people  of  Ireland,  that  they 
should,  by  a  system  of  registration  like 
this — whilst  professing  to  hold  out  to  the 
people  a  representative  system — clog  it 
with  every  exception  that  the  ingenuity  of 
lawyers  or  of  that  House  could  derise,  in 
order  to  defraud — he  spoke  advisedly-— the 
Irish  people  of  that  representation  which 
the  preamble  and  title  of  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament professed  to  give  to  them.  And  what 
was  the  state  of  Ireland  at  the  very  time 
when  Parliament  was  about  to  separate  ? 
Under  the  Bill  for  the  better  security  of 
the  Crown  and  Government,  one  Irishman 
had  been  transported,  and  he  had  been 
sent  to  a  distant  part  of  the  world.  What 
had  been  the  result  ?  Did  peace  prevail 
more  than  it  did  before  ?  Were  not  hon. 
Members  wearied  every  day  with  reading 
statements  in  the  papers  of  new  arrests 
for  sedition  and  felony  ?  Were  not  news- 
paper offices  broken  open  by  the  police, 
presses  and  type  seized,  and  transactions 
carried  on  which  we  had  not  been  acous- 
tomed  to  see  in  this  country  for  genera- 
tions past  ?  All  this  might  be  neces- 
sary; but  what  else  was  going  on  ?  Clubs 
were  being  formed  in  almost  every  part 
of  the  country — clubs  in  the  south  to 
oppose  the  Government,  in  the  north  to 
support  the  Government.  Five  or  six 
thousand  men  meeting  in  arms,  at  one 
time,  was  described  by  the  papers  of  the 
day;  and  we  were  informed  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant was  coming  over  to  this  country,  he 
presumed,  for  the  purpose  of  closer  com- 
munication with  the  Government  as  to  the 
condition  of  the  country.  What  lay  at  the 
root  of  all  this  ?  The  contest  was  now,  aa 
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It  had  been  during  his  whole  life,  between 
Catholics  on  one  side,  and  Orangemen  upon 
the  other.  This  was  the  root  of  the  poli- 
tical discontent  in  Ireland;  and  until  it  was 
weeded  out,  political  discontent  was  certain 
to  continue.  He  had  himself  asked  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  beginning  of  the  Session, 
in  Noyember  last,  whether,  among  the  re- 
medial measures  he  intended  to  introduce, 
there  would  be  one  having  reference  to  the 
condition  of  the  Irish  Church  ?  The  noble 
Lord  stated,  in  a  manner  to  show  he  doubt- 
ed whether  the  Irish  Church  was  a  griev- 
ance at  all,  although  fifteen  years  ago  he 
acknowledged  it  was  a  very  great  griev- 
ance, that  he  had  no  measure  to  propose. 
Now,  he  was  prepared  to  maintain  that  the 
Irish  Church  lay  at  the  root  of  the  political 
and  social  discontent  of  that  country;  and 
that,  so  long  as  it  remained  in  its  present 
condition,  from  that  root  would  grow  up 
the  noxious  branches  which  had  spread 
disorder,  and  were  likely  to  spread  rebel- 
lion, through  one-third  of  the  united  king- 
dom. The  Government  did  not  appear  to 
him  to  consider  that  if  Ireland  were  in  this 
position,  the  whole  kingdom  was  very  much 
imperilled.  In  his  opmion,  then,  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  consider 
this  question  of  the  Church — the  Church 
of  a  minority,  which  must  come  down  in 
spite  of  all  the  efforts  of  that  House  to 
maintain  it — and  a  Church  which  would 
bring  down  the  Church  of  England  with  it, 
if  it  were  allowed  to  remain  as  it  was  for 
many  years  longer.  He  knew  it  was  main- 
tained and  conducted  by  Englishmen,  be- 
cause they  conceived  it  to  be  a  bulwark 
for  the  Church  of  England.  If  it  were, 
there  never  had  been  a  more  rotten  bul- 
wark. Its  rottenness  would  soon  extend 
to  this  country;  and  if  he  were  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Church  of  England,  he  should 
say  that  she  would  be  most  strengthened 
and  consolidated  by  the  Church  of  Ireland 
being  totally  and  at  once  abolished.  What, 
then,  was  coming  in  Ireland  ?  If  the  news- 
papers were  to  be  believed,  or  the  corre- 
spondence of  private  individuals  to  be  relied 
on,  insurrection  and  rebellion  were  coming. 
What  steps  were  the  Government  taking 
either  to  prevent  insurrection,  or  to  make 
it  of  trifling  importance  when  it  did  come  ? 
Why,  just  as  in  the  case  of  Canada,  there 
wouJd  be  insurrection  and  bloodshed;  the 
contests  between  the  military,  the  police, 
and  the  people;  and  after  a  good  deal  of 
desolation,  what  was  called  peace.  If 
there  should  be  any  disturbance  in  Ire- 
land, what  would  be  its  effect  in  this  coun- 


try ?  Why,  they  would  have  embittered 
feelings  a  thousand  times  more  intense 
than  at  present,  particularly  between  Ca- 
tholics and  Orangemen.  The  cauldron 
which  was  now  boUing  over  would  be  boil- 
ing again,  and  the  hope  of  peace  and  con- 
tentment would  be  far  more  remote  than  at 
any  period  since  '98.  His  opinion,  then, 
was  that  Government  ought  not  to  allow 
Parliament  to  separate  until  these  questions 
had  been  more  fiilly  discussed.  If  the 
noble  Lord  had  brought  in  a  measure  with 
regard  to  the  Church,  and  a  large  and  ge- 
nerous measure  with  regard  to  the  repre- 
sentation, he  would  have  given  to  all  those 
classes  not  anxious  for  rebellion  an  excuse 
to  secede  from  the  more  desperate  party. 
So  far  as  he  had  the  opportunity,  he  had 
now  done  his  duty  towards  Irdand,  and 
having  done  so,  he  washed  his  hands  of  the 
evils  which  he  feared  were  coming  over 
that  country — evils  which  must  come  upon 
all  countries  where  such  grievous  neglect 
was  practised.  With  regard  to  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Session,  if  there  was  any  blame 
due  in  any  quarter  for  useful  measures  not 
having  been  passed,  it  was  due  to  the  noble 
Lord.  If  he  had  said  to-night  that  the 
navigation  laws  must  be  settled,  and  that 
he  did  not  intend  Parliament  to  separate! 
till  they  had  been  repealed,  that  object 
would  have  been  accomplished  this  Ses- 
sion. The  noble  Lord,  however,  did  not 
rise  to  the  dignity  and  influence  of  his  po* 
sition.  One  measure  had  been  passed  by 
that  House  which  had  been  rejected  in  an- 
other place,  the  metropolitan  city  of  Eng- 
land was  consequently  partially  disfran- 
chised, although  it  had  returned  a  man 
whom  that  House  had  determined  to  ad- 
roit. He  said,  that  there  had  been  Prime 
Ministers  in  this  empire,  not  more  honest, 
not  more  patriotic  than  the  noble  Lord, 
who  would  have  had  the  courage  to  have 
acted  in  a  manner  more  accordant  with  the 
wishes,  and  more  calculated  to  advance 
the  interests  of  the  population  of  the  united 
kingdom. 

Mb.  V.  SMITH  considered  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester,  in  finding 
fault  with  the  management  of  the  public 
business  by  the  noble  Lord  and  the  other 
Ministers,  had  not  proved  his  case,  and 
had  made  an  unjustifiable  attack.  The 
business  had  been  interrupted  by  extraor* 
dinary  circumstances,  which  had  never 
happened  in  any  preceding  Session;  and 
he  thought  that  Ministers,  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Session,  had  taken  the 
best  course  they  could  take  in  sabmitting  a 
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few  measures,  and  determining  to  proceed 
with  them.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated 
that  the  navigation  laws  might  have  been 
proceeded  with  instead  of  other  laws;  and 
then  he  said  that  Ireland  was  a  paramount 
consideration,  and  he  recommended  a  Bill 
to  abolish  the  Church  of  Ireland.  When 
Ministers  undertook  that  measure,  it  would 
not  be  a  bu^ness  for  a  single  Session  only 
of  Parliament.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester  ought  to  recollect  the  difficulty 
which  he  himself  found  in  legislating  for 
the  poor  of  this  country.  The  question  of 
the  game  laws  had  been  in  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's hands  for  three  years,  and  that 
which  must  be  allowed  to  be  a  crying 
abuse  and  a  great  injury  was  still  a  crying 
abuse  and  a  great  injury  to  the  poor. 
What  came  out  of  the  Committee  but  two 
pondwous  blue  books,  which  conveyed  very 
little  information  to  this  country,  and  no 
Bill  had  been  introduced.  There  were  two 
most  important  questions  which  mainly  re- 
garded the  condition  of  the  poor,  and 
ought  to  be  attended  to  :  one  was  the 
question  of  settlement;  and  upon  that  he 
begged  to  know  whether  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioner  meant  to  proceed  with  those 
Bills  which  he  had  introduced  this  Session? 
Although  they  did  not  go  the  length  of  a 
settlement  of  the  question,  yet  they  might 
lead  to  arrangements  advantageous  to  the 
poor  of  this  country.  The  other  question 
was  that  of  emigration.  Did  the  noble 
Lord  mean  to  propose  any  vote  for  emigra- 
tion before  the  Session  terminated,  which 
might  give  rise  to  any  discussion  upon  the 
Bubject  ?  06  was  therefore  anxious  that 
something  should  be  done  before  the  expi- 
ration of  the  Session;  and  he  should  be 
glad  to  hear  from  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  that  he  had  con- 
sidered the  plan  submitted  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath,  or  some  other  plan. 

Sib  R.  H.  INGLIS  said,  that  when  they 
had  heard  from  the  noble  Lord  a  few  ditys 
ago  what  course  he  was  about  to  adopt  as 
to  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  they  were  also 
informed,  not,  indeed,  by  the  London  Ga- 
zeUe^  but  by  a  document  which  was  gene- 
rally supposed  to  represent  the  mind  of 
Ministers  almost  as  much  as  the  Gazette, 
that  they  were  to  be  at  the  close  of  the 
Session  in  the  second  week  of  August; 
.but  on  looking  at  the  thirty-three  Orders 
of  the  Day  he  found  that  his  noble  Friend 
had  only  proposed  to  abandon  five  Go- 
remment  measures;  he  had  only  cut  out 
five  in  respect  to  which  he  did  not  mean 
to  ask  the  judgment  of  the  House:  twenty- 


eight,  therefore,  remained.  In  addition  to 
these  twenty-eight,  his  noble  Friend  had 
also  referred  to  three  other  Bills  on  which 
he  wished  for  the  vote  of  the  House.  He 
would  not  ask  him  with  what  hope  he  pro- 
posed to  carry  forward  the  Diplomatic  In- 
tercourse with  Rome  Bill;  against  which  he 
might  take  this  opportunity  of  stating  that 
he  had  this  day  presented  a  petition  to 
which  were  attached  the  names  of  3,500  of 
the  clergy  of  the  Church  of  England;  and  he 
could  not  but  think  that  if  his  noble  Friend 
had  been  in  the  House  when  that  petition 
was  presented,  he  would  have  paused  a 
little  before  he  pledged  himself  and  the 
Government  on  the  17th  July  to  carry  the 
Bill  in  the  present  Session  of  Parliament. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  had  al- 
most provoked  a  discussion,  not  merely  on 
the  subject  of  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  but 
on  almost  every  subject  which  had  occupied 
the  attention  of  the  House.  He  would  not 
follow  bim  further  than  to  say,  when  he 
affirmed,  in  a  tone  of  eloquence  which  he 
was  happy  not  to  imitate,  that  the  Church 
of  Ireland  must  go  down,  and  must  drag 
the  Church  of  England  with  it,  that  he 
hoped  the  United  Church  of  England  and 
Ireland— one  altogether  in  principle  and 
system  as  they  were — would  long  survive 
the  sect  of  the  hon.  Member ;  and  he 
trusted  that  the  hon.  Member,  retain- 
ing to  the  last  day  of  his  existence  all  his 
principles  and  all  his  eloquence,  might 
never  yet  be  placed  by  the  combined  ener- 
gies of  the  fifty  other  Gentlemen  forming 
the  New  League  in  the  position  of  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  or  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  in  order  that  thereby  sta- 
tion might  give  official  weight  to  his  opin- 
ions. He  now  passed  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  his  noble  Friend;  and  thought  that 
he  was  justified  in  asking  two  questions  : 
first,  what  his  intentions  might  be,  not  with 
respect  to  any  measure  now  on  the  Order 
of  the  Day,  but  as  to  a  measure  of  which, 
on  the  Ist  of  June  last,  he  gave  notice, 
fixing  the  day  of  discussion  of  the  question 
for  the  1st  of  July — it  was  a  Bill  to  alter 
the  oaths  to  be  taken  by  Members  of  the 
House  ?  He  trusted  the  noble  Lord  would 
be  prepared  to  say,  when  he  rose  to  answer, 
that  it  was  not  his  intention  to  bring  for- 
ward that  measure  in  the  course  of  the  pre- 
sent Session.  He  wished  to  ask  a  second 
question,  whether,  when  his  noble  Friend 
felt  it  to  be  his  duty  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  abandon  so  many  impor- 
tant measures,  as  not  having  time  for 
adequate  discussion,  he    would  give  en- 
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eoungement  to  amateur  Members  of 
Partiameot  bringing  fbrwaid  tfadr  mea- 
sures ?  beeaube,  at  a  time  wbich  was 
most  ineonrenient  fOT  the  disehaige  of 
Aeir  fanetkms,  scmie  measmie  might  be  in- 
trodoeed  ifhich  required  the  fdllest  eon- 
sideration.  He  hoped  that  if  the  noble 
Lord  were  not  prepared  to  proceed  with 
measures  for  which  he  was  responsible,  he 
woold  gire  no  eneonragement  to  the  l^;is- 
lataoQ  of  Members  not  eonneeted  with  the 
Goremmoit,  for  which  he  was  not  respmi- 
Bible. 

Mm.  RIGARDO  confessed  that  he  had 
heard  with  mnch  astonishment  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  abandoned  the  Bill  for  the 
repeal  of  the  naTigation  laws,  as  he  felt 
thai  to  be  a  BiD  of  an  impcnlance  that  was 
not  to  be  trifled  with :  it  was  a  question 
whidi  alleeted  the  whole  mercantile  com- 
muBitj  of  the  countiy;  and  he  bdiered  that 
if  the  noble  Lord  was  sincere  in  the  prin- 
ci^es  which  he  had  so  often  enunoiated — 
if  he  had  been  as  determined  to  carry  this 
meaaure  as  he  ought  to  hare  been,  it  could 
hafe  been  done.  He  did  not  agree  that 
it  would  be  wise  in  the  noUe  Lwd  to  say 
tiiat  he  waa  determined  to  press  this  ques- 
tioii,  or  to  pass  so  important  a  question  in 
a  hurry;  but  he  had  need  of  his  reputation 
for  honesty  and  sincerity  to  make  the  peo- 
ple of  this  eountry  bdicTC  that  he  was  sin* 
eere  in  his  delerminadon  to  carry  this  mea- 
sure. Two  things  the  noble  Lord  had 
promised:  one,  that  the  Bill  of  1846,  as  to 
sugar,  should  be  retuned;  and  the  other, 
that  the  naTigation  laws  should  be  repeal- 
ed. The  Bill  as  to  sugar  had  been  altered 
in  a  manner  totally  at  Tariance  with  the 
priadples  of  free  trade;  and  the  naTigation 
laws  bad  been  procrastinated  until  it  was 
too  late  to  bring  the  matter  forward.  He 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  was  sincere  in  his 
intention  to  bring  this  measure  forward  on 
the  first  opportunitT. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  if  the  question  of  the 
naTigation  laws  was  one  of  so  great  import- 
ance, he  considered  the  conduct  of  the  6o- 
Temment  in  throwing  it  aside  to  be  the 
most  extraordinary  that  CTer  occurred. 
He  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  intimate 
to-night  that  he  would  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
allow  the  colonies  to  hsTO  intercourse  with 
foreign  States.  What  should  he  say  as  to 
Irriaod  ?  They  had  been  called  together 
in  November  to  correct  the  abuses  of  that 
country — ^they  bad  passed  a  strong  coer- 
ciTo  Bill — they  had  passed  a  Bill  called 
^e  Gagging  BiU — ^they  had  passed  an 
Alien  Bill;  but  what  single  Bill  had  they 


passed  for  the  erila  of  Ireland?  It  waa 
^ue  that  the  Encumbered  Estates  Bill 
was  good,  and  as  &r  as  it  went  he  had 
supported  it;  but  what  other  measure  had 
been  passed  to  ranedy  the  CTils  of  Ireland? 
His  hoQ.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
Tersity  of  Ojrfbrd  had  said  diat  he  hoped 
the  Church  of  Ireland  would  last  as  long 
as  the  Church  of  England,  ^e  had  great 
doubts  of  it.  The  Irish  Churdi  was  at  the 
root  of  the  CTiL  Would  England  continoe 
to  maintain  that  which  waa  the  eaoae  of 
the  OTils  of  Ireland?  Was  Irdand  to  be 
garrisoned  by  50,000  moi,  to  support  die 
Church,  and  keep  down  the  peofue,  idio 
were  starTing  ?  Of  this  he  was  quite  sure, 
that  the  House  deserred  the  censure  of  the 
country,  and  he  was  confident  they  would 
reeeiTO  it  by  the  next  election. 

Ma.  LABOCCHERE  felt  as  deeply  aa 
any  one  the  cTils  and  ineonTemcnees  of 
not  proceeding  to  decide  on  such  a  question 
as  that  of  the  navigation  laws;  but  he  eonld 
not  agree  with  those  who  thought  that  the 
time  on  tlus  subject  had  been  thrown  awmy. 
This  was  a  question  which  it  was  impoa- 
sible  to  expect  should  reoeiTe  the  sanction 
of  the  Paniameut  or  of  the  country  with- 
out much  preTious  deliberation;  and  he  waa 
sanguine  enough  to  bdiere  that  the  diaena- 
sions  and  diTtsions  had  gone  a  great  way 
to  remoTC  any  prejudiee  that  might  ka;m 
existed  on  the  subject,  and  that  on  die  ap» 
proaching  discussion  of  die  question  at  an 
early  period  next  Sesnon  they  would  be  in 
a  condition  to  come  to  a  aatia&ctorj  daei- 
sion.  He  must  also  say  that  he  dionglit 
the  accounts  they  had  already  reeeiTnd 
from  the  colonies  would  afford  the  greatoat 
assistance  and  encouragement  to  those  wIm 
contended  that  a  great  alteration  in  tba 
navigation  laws  was  neeessaiy.  He  waa 
anxious  not  to  utter  a  word  wUdi  miglit 
provoke  diaeussion;  but  alter  what  had 
fsllen  from  the  right  hon.  Monbar  for 
Stamford,  he  could  not  hdp  entreating  tin 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  plan  had  been  reeehred  in  Ci^ 
nada.  To  use  the  expression  of  Lord 
Elgw,  the  repeal  of  the  naTigation  kwa 
was  haHed  with  unanimous  aedamataona. 
When  the  right  hon.  Member  said  that  kn 
would  make  this  a  matter  of  stipnlatioia 
and  bargain  rather  than  unqualified  eon- 
cessions,  he  would  point  to  that  whieh  waa 
a  most  hnportant  part  of  the  coneessian  to 
Canada,  namely,  the  free  navigation  of  the 
St.  Lawrence,  which  would  enable  theaa 
to  obtain  easier  means  of  communiealioa 
with  the  United  Sutes,  and  gi^ater  I 
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ties  for  competition  with  foreign  shipping. 
So  that  the  measure  had  ohtained  the  un- 
qualified approbation  of  the  whole  of  that 
important  colony.  With  respect  to  the 
West  Indies,  he  regretted,  for  the  sake  of 
those  colonies,  thot  they  had  not  been  able 
at  once  to  modify  the  navigation  laws;  but 
be  was  surpiised  at  the  high  tone  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Goul- 
bum)  had  taken  upon  this  subject,  for  he 
was  not  aware  that  he  was  so  great  an  ad- 
Tocate  of  a  repeal  of  the  navigation  laws. 
He  had  sat  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
upon  the  Committee,  and  he  did  not  recol- 
lect ever  to  have  heard  him  express  him- 
self 80  strongly  before  as  to  the  necessity 
of  qualifying  the  navigation  laws  with  a 
view  of  relieving  the  West  Indies.  As  he 
said  before,  he  felt  as  deeply  as  any  one 
upon  this  subject;  and  he  trusted  the  pros- 
pect of  passing  the  measure  would  not  be 
nope  long  deferred.  He  agreed  with  his 
noble  Friend  that  it  would  be  the  bounden 
duty  of  the  Government,  at  an  early  period 
of  the  next  Session,  again  to  bring  forward 
this  question,  if  it  should  be  in  their  power 
to  propose  its  adoption  by  Parliament;  and 
he  was  sanguine  enough  to  believe  that, 
resting  as  it  did  on  reasons  of  policy  and 
justice,  it  would  be  utterly  impossible  for 
rarliament  to  reject  it. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK:  I  have  no  wish 
whatever  to  protract  this  discussion.  I 
am  quite  satisfied  that  the  navigation  laws 
should  be  put  to  bed  for  the  Session,  and 
will  therefore  not  quarrel  with  Ministers 
for  their  mode  of  doing  it;  but  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
expresses  his  deep  regret  at  the  disappoint- 
ment likely  to  be  felt  in  the  colonies,  and 
especially  in  Canada,  at  the  postponement 
of  the  measure,  I  must  take  leave  to  refer 
to  that  very  correspondence  which  he  him- 
self has  alluded  to;  and  I  must  say  that  I 
cannot  find  anything  in  it  which  those  who 
advocate  the  repeal  of  the  navigation  laws 
have  any  great  right  to  congratulate  them- 
selves upon.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  the 
Canadian  colonists,  in  a  spirit  of  exaspera- 
tion arising  out  of  the  policy  previously 
pursued  by  the  English  Parliament,  had 
stated  that  a  repeal  of  the  navigation  laws 
was  necessary  to  countervail  the  free-trade 
policy  to  which  they  had  already  been  sub- 
jected. But  they  tell  you  distinctly  that 
the  old  colonial  policy  of  protection  was  of 
greater  advantage  to  them  than  the  repeal 
of  the  navigation  laws  could  be  under  the 
new  policy;  and  that  if  their  old  protection 


against  the  wheat,  the  flour,  and  the  tim- 
ber of  the  United  States  had  been  conti- 
nued, they  had  no  desire  whatever  to  see 
the  navigation  laws  repealed.  But  what 
do  the  Canadians  tell  you  now?  The  Se« 
cretary  of  the  Montreal  Board  of  Trade, 
in  language  which  has  drawn  forth  from 
my  Lord  Elgin,  through  his  Secretary,  a 
severe  rebuke,  uses  language  tantamount 
to  saying  that  if  the  repeal  of  the  naviga- 
tion  laws  should  not  succeed  in  securing 
to  the  Canadians  the  navigation  of  the  St. 
Lawrence,  the  ties — both  commercially  and 
politically — ^between  Canada  and  the  United 
States  must  be  drawn  closer.  Is  that  a 
matter  of  congratulation  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Labouchere)  congratulates 
himself  on  the  opinion  which  has  been  ex- 
pressed on  the  subject  of  the  navigation 
laws;  but  what  says  Lord  Elgin,  or  rather 
Mr.  Secretary  Sullivan  writing  in  his  name» 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Montreal  Board  of 
Trade:— 

**  He  observes  with  regret  an  expression  in  the 
memorials  which  the  Board  of  Trade  has  requested 
him  to  forward,  to  the  effect,  that  should  the  river 
St.  Lawrence  not  continue  to  he  the  great  high* 
way  for  the  commerce  of  Canada,  a  commercial 
union  of  the  most  intimate  character  will  be  pro- 
duced between  the  United  States  of  America  and 
this  colony,  the  inevitable  result  of  which  would 
be  to  dissolve  the  tics  which  connect  the  latter 
with  the  mother  country." 

Now,  for  a  Minister  of  State  to  dare  to 
rise  in  his  place  and  express  congratulation 
at  the  reception  of  news  of  this  kind,  is  a 
matter  of  the  greatest  surprise  and  regret 
to  me.  Lord  Elgin  goes  on  to  say  that  he 
regrets — 

«  that  this  expression  should  be  used  at  a  time 
when  the  only  remaining  protection  existing  in 
England  is  afforded  to  Canadian  trade,  and  afW 
so  many  demonstrations  of  the  disinterested  de- 
sire on  the  part  of  the  Imperial  Government  to 
make  the  connexion  of  Canada  with  the  empire 
beneficial  to  the  colony,  is  a  ground  of  surprise 
and  disappointment  to  his  Excellency.  If  the 
observations  of  the  Board  were  correct,  there . 
could  have  been  no  necessity  for  making  it  a 
prominent  argument  with  a  Government  only 
desirous  to  benefit  the  province  by  the  connexion 
which  it  apparently  threatened ;  and,  if  it  be  not 
correct  to  assert  that  the  allegiance  and  attach- 
ment of  Her  Majesty's  fiiithful  and  loyal  subjects 
of  Canada  depends  upon  the  successful  competi- 
tion of  one  route  of  commerce  with  another,  it  is 
peculiarly  unfortunate  that,  in  forwarding  to  the 
Imperial  Government  memorials,  recommending 
measures  in  which  his  Excellency  takes  at  least 
as  lively  an  interest  as  the  memorialists,  he  should 
be  forced,  in  justice  to  the  Canadian  subjects  of 
Her  Majesty,  to  express  his  dissent  from  a  propo- 
sition contained  in  the  memorials,  in  which  he 
cannot  believe  the  people  of  Canada  could,  under 
any  oiroumstanoes,  be  induced  to  concur." 
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But  now  let  us  see  the  rejoinder.  Why 
the  rejoinder  is  missing  from  the  corre- 
spondence on  the  table;  and  the  House  has 
been  told  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Un- 
der Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonial 
Department,  that  the  document  has  not 
been  sent  home.  How  came  Lord  Elgin 
to  keep  the  rejoinder  back?  But  what 
said  the  Secretary  of  the  Montreal  Board 
of  Trade?  Does  he  retract  any  of  the  sen- 
timents which  he  has  expressed.  No ;  he 
adheres  to  them  and  confirms  them,  puts 
them  in  stronger  language,  and  uses  a  tone 
of  greater  determination  and  resolution. 
This  is  his  language : — 

"  I  am  further  instructed  to  say,  that  while  it 
would  be  a  cause  of  sincere  regret  to  the  Council 
that  any  objectionable  expression  should  emanate 
from  them,  they  consider  it  to  be  their  bounden 
duty,  as  it  is  their  undoubted  right,  respectfully 
but  miequivocally  to  declare  to  the  Queen,  Lords, 
and  Commons  of  England,  the  baneful  conse- 
quences which,  in  their  opinion,  must  ensue  from 
the  abandonment  of  the  protective  policy  of  the 
mother  country  towards  the  colonies,  unless 
promptly  followed  up  by  remedial  measures  to 
compensate  for  the  loss  of  that  protection ;  conse- 
quences which,  as  pointedly  stated  in  the  memo- 
rial, the  Council  would  deeply  deplore.*' 

In  answer  to  what  Lord  Elgin  had  said  on 
the  subject  of  the  protection  which  still 
remains  to  Canada,  the  writer  goes  on  to 
say — 

*'  It  is  true  that  a  small  remnant  of  protection 
still  exists  in  England,  not,  as  you  say,  in  favour 
of  Canada  only,  but  also  of  Nova  Scotia,  New 
Brunswick,  the  West  Indies,  and  other  dependen- 
cies  of  the  empire ;  the  Council,  however,  do  not 
recognise  in  this  any  valid  reason  for  withholding 
the  free  expression  of  their  opinion  on  the  subject. 
The  expression  of  that  opinion  was  prompted  by 
an  earnest  desire  to  avert  a  dreaded  calamity; 
and  they  would  take  leave  most  respectfully  to  re- 
mark, that  it  is  in  no  small  degree  satis&ctory  to 
them  to  find  that  the  view  they  have  taken  in  re- 
.gard  to  the  influence  of  commercial  interests  on 
political  feeling  does  not  seem  to  be  at  variance 
with  that  of  his  Excellency  the  Governor  General, 
as  embodied  in  a  despatch  of  the  Colonial  Secre- 
tary referring  to  the  contemplated  changes  in 
these  laws,  and  cited  in  the  recent  discussion  of 
the  question  in  the  House  of  Commons,  wherein 
his  Excellency  was  pleased  to  say,  that  *  one  of 
the  most  efficacious  expedients  for  securing  the 
allegiance  of  a  high-spirited  and  enterprising  peo- 
ple is  to  convince  them  that  their  material  inter- 
ests will  not  bo  advanced  by  separation. ' " 

I  really  can  see  no  matter  of  congratula- 
tion in  the  language  made  use  of  by  the 
Canadians,  for  you  may  depend  upon  it 
that  no  repeal  of  the  navigation  laws  can 
take  place  without  involving  the  ruin  of 
one  great  interest  at  the  least — that  of 
shipbuilding;  and  as  regards  freights,  un- 
less the  effect  be,  which  is  exceedingly 
unlikely,  to  reduce  them  one  half,  no  good 


can  arise;  I  think  it  is  poor  consolation  for 
Ministers  to  look  back  upon  the  declaration 
which  the  Canadians  have  made  that  un- 
less you  can  secure  to  them  the  trade  of 
the  St.  Lawrence,  the  effect  must  be  to 
draw  closer  the  ties  which  exist  between 
them  and  the  United  States.  So  much, 
then,  for  the  deep  interest  which  the  Cana- 
dians have  in  the  repeal  of  the  navigation 
laws.  Now,  for  the  West  Indies;  and  as 
the  measure  has  been  postponed,  we  shall 
see  what  the  West  Indians  say  in  their  pe- 
titions next  year.  They  have  now  learned 
that  there  are  15,000  tons  of  foreign  sugar 
kept  up  by  the  navigation  laws.  I  stated 
on  Saturday  that  there  were  15,000  tons 
of  foreign  sugar  in  excess  kept  up  by  the 
navigation  laws;  but  I  find  from  informa- 
tion that  I  have  since  received  that  the 
quantity  is  much  greater.  I  can  under- 
take to  say,  on  the  authority  of  gentlemen 
whose  knowledge  will  not  be  disputed,  that 
the  difference  in  price  between  sugar  by 
privileged  and  unprivileged  ships  is  equal 
to  2s.  6d,  the  cwt.  Now,  the  West  In- 
dians, before  you  can  bring  in  a  Bill,  will 
have  had  an  opportunity  of  reconsidering 
the  matter;  and  when  they  learn  the  secu- 
rity the  navigation  laws  have  been  to  them 
against  an  overwhelming  inundation  of 
foreign  sugar,  you  will  not  find  them  so 
ready,  however  much  they  may  be  incited, 
to  petition  for  a  repeal  of  those  laws.  And 
I  am  very  much  mistaken  if  yon  will  not 
find  your  West  India  planters  and  the 
planters  of  the  Mauritius  pretty  unanimous 
in  petitioning  against  the  repeal  of  the  na- 
vigation laws.  The  noble  Lord  concluded 
by  saying  that  had  it  not  been  for  the  ob- 
servations of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Labouchere),  he  should  not  have 
troubled  the  House  with  any  remarks  on 
that  occasion. 

Mr.  MACGREGOR  regretted  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  hstd  not  proceeded 
with  the  measure  on  the  subject  of  the 
navigation  laws  during  this  Session  ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  he  was  of  opinion  that 
if  they  thought  that  they  could  not  satis- 
factorily dispose  of  it  during  this  year, 
they  were  quite  right  in  postponing  the 
further  consideration  of  such  an  important 
subject  until  next  Session. 

Mr.  W.  S.  CRAWFORD  thought  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Man- 
chester, and  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose, were  deserving  of  some  comment 
from  an  Irish  Member,  or  one  connected 
with  Ireland,  for  they  conveyed  a  great 
deal  of  truth.      He  (Mr.   S.   Crawford) 
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thought  it  necessary  to  state  to  the  House 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  would  experi- 
ence great  disappointment  at  the  ahandon- 
nient  of  the  Registration  Bill.  If  the 
hopes  and  expectations  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  to  he  constantly  disappointed 
in  that  manner,  what  was  the  Government 
or  the  Legislature  to  expect  hut  disaffection 
and  continued  agitation  in  that  country? 
He  protested,  in  the  name  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  against  the  ahandonmeut  of  the 
Registration  Bill  for  Ireland. 

Mr.  SLANEY  did  not  think  that  the 
Government  deserved  the  ohloquy  which 
had  heen  cast  upon  it  for  the  ahandonment 
of  a  few  measures  which  were  not  likely  to 
he  passed  this  Session.  Let  the  House 
rememher  the  manner  in  which  the  time 
of  the  Legislature  had  heen  occupied — 
how  many  new  Memhers  had  spoken  on 
every  suhject  which  had  heen  hrought  he- 
fore  them — and  then  let  them  say  if  the 
Government  were  to  hlame  for  the  delay  of 
uiy  measures.  If  they  carried  the  Health 
of  Towns  Bill,  and  the  Landed  Estates 
(Ireland)  Bill,  during  this  Session,  they 
would  have  done  more  for  the  country,  and 
towards  removing  the  grievances  of  the 
working  classes,  than  any  former  Parlia- 
ment had  done.  He  could  not  at  all  agree 
in  the  view  of  the  hon.  Memher  for  Man- 
chester that  the  disaffection  in  Ireland 
urose  from  any  ohjection  to  the  Estahlished 
€hurch.  The  failure  of  the  potato  crop 
-was  the  great  cause  of  the  recent  agita- 
tion and  disturhance,  and  that  was  a  cause 
which  he  trusted  the  hounty  of  Providence 
•would  remove. 

Mr.  W.  J.  FAGAN  lamented  that  no- 
thing had  been  done  for  Ireland  during 
the  present  Session.  He  hclievcd  that 
that  House  had  not  time  properly  to  at- 
tend to  the  concerns  of  Ireland,  and  that 
it  would  he  absolutely  necessary,  in  order 
to  preserve  the  connexion  which  existed, 
and  which  he  trusted  would  always  exist, 
between  this  country  and  Ireland,  to  per- 
mit local  affairs  to  be  transacted  in  Ireland 
by  a  Parliament  of  its  own. 
'  Sir  D.  NORREYS  rose  to  put  a  ques- 
tion to  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  respecting  a  Bill  which  was 
proposed  to  be  introduced  for  the  con- 
version of  leases  for  lives  renewable  for 
ever  into  freehold.  That  Bill  was  not  in- 
troduced, and  he  feared  would  never  be, 
although  leave  had  been  given  to  bring  it 
in.  [Sir  G.  Grey  :  The  Bill  has  been  in- 
troduced.] He  had  been  returned  to  Par- 
liament as  a  Whig  Member,  and  had 
•  found  great  difficulty  in  carrying  his  elec- 


tion ;  and  now,  what  should  he  say  to  his 
constituents  when  they  asked  what  had 
been  done  in  this  Parliament  for  them  ?  ■  He 
had  been  for  years  struggling  to  maintain 
his  seat  as  an  advocate  of  the  Union  between 
the  two  countries ;  but  if  legislation  went 
on  as  it  had  done  of  late  years,  in  reference 
to  Ireland,  though  he  would  not  say  he 
would  become  a  Repealer — for,  probably, 
he  was  too  old  to  change  his  politics — yet 
he  should  cease  greatly  to  wonder  at,  and 
certainly  should  never  blame,  those  who 
advocated  the  management  by  the  Irish  of 
their  own  affairs.  He  felt  more  honour  in 
belonging  to  the  Whig  party  when  they 
sat  on  the  opposition  side  of  the  House; 
and  in  reference  to  that  consideration  he 
cared  not  how  soon  the  Whig  party  changed 
from  the  Ministerial  to  the  other  side  of 
the  House. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL :  I  understood  that 
my  hon.  Friend  (Sir  D.  Norreys)  was  going 
to  ask  me  a  question.  Now,  he  has  cer- 
tainly made  many  observations,  but  has 
wholly  omitted  to  ask  any  question.  If 
there  was  any  question  at  all,  it  was  this — 
whether  it  was  likely  that  the  Bill  for  con- 
verting renewable  leases  into  a  tenure  in 
fee  would  ever  be  brought  in?  and  that 
question  was  answered  by  the  Bill,  the 
existence  of  which  my  hon.  Friend  said 
he  doubted,  being  shown  him  in  a  printed 
form.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Manchester  has  likewise  asked  some 
questions,  and  has  complained  that  no 
statement  has  been  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment with  respect  to  the  affairs  of  Ireland. 
But  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Rochdale  has 
given  notice  of  a  Motion,  upon  the  occasion 
of  the  House  being  asked  to  go  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  Supply,  in  submitting  which  to 
the  House  the  hon.  Member  means  tp  bring 
under  notice  the  whole  state  of  Ireland,  I 
thought  that  this  certainly  was  not  the  oc- 
casion when  I  should  be  required  to  enter 
generally  into  the  condition  of  that  coun- 
try. However,  I  must  say  a  word  in  re- 
ference to  what  has  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester,  when  he  took  on 
himself  to  represent  the  opinions  of  the 
Government.  He  stated  that  the  Govern- 
ment has  not  gone  on  with  the  Irish  Fran- 
chise Bill,  because  they  understood  that 
there  would  be  opposition  to  it,  and  that 
the  Bill  would  be  considered  as  a  new  Re- 
form Bill.  Upon  that  subject  the  hon. 
Member  is  entirely  misinformed.  The  hon. 
Member  has  also  stated  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  not  anxious  on  the  subject  of 
the  navigation  laws.  On  that  point  he  is 
also  misinformed,  because  they  were  anxi. 


531 


Business  of 


{COMMONS} 


Ae  Setdon. 


532 


0U8  to  bring  it  forward;  and  I  must  say  to 
the  hoD.  Member  for  Stoke,  and  other 
hon.  Members  who  take  an  interest  in  the 
subject,  that  I  do  not  see  that  it  was  pos- 
sible to  bring  in  the  measure  earlier.  I 
must  either  have  allowed  the  Income  Tax 
and  the  Mutiny  Act  to  expire,  or  have  ab- 
stained from  introducing  the  measure  on 
the  subject  of  the  navigation  laws  at  an 
early  period.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  G. 
Bentinck)  has  referred  to  some  reply  made 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Governor  General 
of  Canada;  and  I  understood  him  to  ask 
why  that  document  was  not  placed  on  the 
table  of  the  House  ?  The  answer  is,  be- 
cause the  Governor  General  did  not  trans- 
mit it  to  the  Colonial  Office;  and  it  is  not 
in  possession  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies.  The  noble  Lord  has  read 
some  extracts  from  that  document,  and  I 
wiU  read  an  extract  from  a  memorial  of 
the  Montreal  Board  of  Trade.  It  is  to  this 
effect  — 

**  That  the  repeal  of  these  laws  (the  nayigation 
laws)  will  hare  the  tendency  to  perpetuate  and  not 
destroy  the  relations  that  exist  hetwixt  Canada 
and  the  mother  country." 

It  has  been  asked  —  what  are  the  in- 
tention! of  the  Government  with  regard 
io  the  Scotch  Registration  Bill?  That 
l^ill  is  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  when  it  comes  down  I  will  be 
ready  to  proceed  with  it;  but,  of  course, 
I  cannot  state  on  what  day  it  will  come 
down  to  this  House.  The  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
has  said,  that  he  is  informed  that  Ministers 
expect  to  prorogue  Parliament  on  the  se- 
cond week  in  August.  I  certainly  enter- 
tain no  such  expectation,  and  I  am  not  one 
of  those  who  think  that  the  prorogation 
can  take  place  so  early.  I  shall  be  ready 
to  proceed  with  the  Bills  I  have  mentioned, 
and  it  will  depend  upon  the  progress  we 
make  with  those  Bills,  and  upon  the  ex- 
tent of  the  discussions,  how  soon  Her  Ma- 
jesty will  be  pleased  to  prorogue  Parlia- 
ment. In  reference  to  Irish  measures,  hon. 
Gentlemen  have  alluded  to  the  Landlord 
and  Tenant  Bill;  and  whatever  they  might 
say  as  to  the  opinions  of  Irish  Members 
being  neglected,  on  that  subject,  at  all 
events,  a  Select  Committee  was  appointed, 
the  majority  of  the  Members  of  which  were 
Irish  Members;  and  that  Committee  agreed 
to  and  recommended  the  present  Bill.  Con- 
aequently  the  reproach  that  the  opinions  of 
Irish  Members  are  disregarded,  could  not 
At  any  rate  apply  to  that  measure.  The 
||on»  her  for  Manchester,  finding  great 

mtu  the  conduct  of  the  Government, 


said  that  there  was  one  Bill — ^that  for  fa. 
cilitating  the  sale  of  encumbered  estates 
— which  was  essential  to  lay  the  founda- 
tion of  a  better  social  coaditiwi  in  Ireland. 
Now,  I  ask  the  House  wbedier  a  Gentle* 
man,  wishing  to  indulge  in  every  sort  of 
invective  against  the  Gt>Teniment,  could 
have  paid  us  a  greater  compliment  than  by 
saying  that  we  had  introduced  and  carried 
a  great  way  on  its  course  a  Bill  calculated 
to  lay  the  foundation  of  a  better  social  con- 
dition in  Ireland  ?  I  rest  satisfied  with  that 
compliment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Man- 
chester, who  certainly  appeared  unwilling 
to  pay  the  Government  any  compliment  at 
all.  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford  has  asked  whether  I 
intend  to  propose  making  any  alterations 
in  the  oaths  taken  by  the  Members  of  this 
House.  Certainly,  as  public  business  haa 
increased  so  much  since  I  gave  notice  on 
the  subject,  I  do  not  now  intend  to  make 
any  Motion  in  reference  to  it  in  the  present 
Session.  The  subject,  however,  ia  of  im- 
portance; and  some  of  the  oaths  are,  I 
think,  not  only  very  unnecessary,  but  al- 
most make  the  form  ridiculous.  With  re- 
spect to  the  Bill  for  establishing  diplomatic 
relations  with  the  Court  of  Rome,  I  do  not 
believe  that  there  was  any  objection  to  the 
principle  of  it  in  the  other  House;  and  if 
there  was  a  division,  very  few .  divided 
against  it;  and  I  should  hope  that  Parlia- 
ment would  give  its  consent  to  a  Bill  which 
merely  goes  to  establish  diplomatic  reli^ 
tions  with  one  of  the  Sovereigns  of  Eu- 
rope. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  said,  it  was  very  im- 
proper that  the  country  should  deceive  it- 
self, or  allow  the  House  to  deceive  it,  upon 
the  question  of  Ireland,  which  was  by  Ux 
too  serious  to  be  dismissed  in  an  easy  off- 
hand way.  He  believed,  throughout  the 
whole  course  of  the  discussion,  there  had 
been  found  only  two  Gentlemen,  the  Mem- 
bers for  Northampton  and  Shrewsbury,  to 
speak  in  favour  of  the  course  pursued  by 
the  Government.  He  thought,  however, 
that  the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment was  deserving  of  something  more 
than  House  of  Commons'  invective.  As  he 
would  say  nothing  derogatory  of  the  dead, 
so  also  he  would  say  nothing  derogatory  of 
an  expiring  Government;  but  he  did  say 
that  the  Gentlemen  of  Ireland  ought  not 
to  have  been  left  in  the  way  in  which  they 
had  been.  He  had  resisted  the  repeal  of 
the  Union  heretofore;  but  he  was  of  opinion 
that  repeal  would  become  necessary  if  such 
a  system  as  had  been  adopted  was  farther 
developed.    If  such  a  state  of  things  wa^ 
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to  be  continued  for  another  Session,  he 
would  join  the  Irish  Confederation,  or  any 
other  confederation  which  would  have  the 
power  of  forcing  the  Government  to  adopt 
a  wiser  system  of  policy,  or  to  retire  from 
a  position  to  which  they  were  unequal. 
He  said  that  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment towards  Ireland  was  a  mockery,  a  de- 
lusion, and  a  snare.  What  had  the  Go- 
vernment induced  him  to  do?  They  had 
induced  him  to  give  a  factious  vote,  in 
order  to  turn  out  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  when  they  entered 
into  collusion  with  the  other  party,  the  pro- 
tectionists. They  induced  him  then  to  vote 
for  a  coercion  Bill,  on  the  express  under- 
standing that  other  measures  of  a  concilia- 
tory and  remedial  nature  were  to  follow. 
How  had  that  promise  been  carried  out  ? 
They  had  an  Encumbered  Estates  Bill,  and 
they  would  not  have  had  that  were  it  not 
for  an  accident.  If  it  had  not  been  that 
Sir  C.  Dundas  left  the  Government,  they 
would  have  had  no  Encumbered  Estates 
Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for  Devonport 
earner  down  to  the  House  with  a  new  Bill 
tacked  to  the  old,  and  which  was  quite 
dissimilar  to  it,  and  the  success  of  which 
was  very  problematical.  When  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth 
was  in  power,  they  no  doubt  remembered 
how  pertinaciously  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Dungarvon  taunt- 
ed him  with  the  cry  of  **  Where  is 
your  Registration  Bill  ?  "  He  would  re- 
peat that  question,  and  ask  them  where 
was  their  Registration  Bill  ?  Where  was 
their  Bill  for  an  alteration  in  the  grand- 
jury  laws  ?  They  had  been  told  that  that 
was  a  petty  circumstance;  but  he  could 
tell  them  that  the  present  system  of  grand- 
jury  regulation  was  one  of  the  greatest 
evils  under  which  Ireland  laboured.  The 
noble  Lord  acted  towards  Ireland  very 
much  upon  the  same  principle  that  the 
Provisional  Government  in  France  acted 
towards  the  labourers  in  that  country. 
They  told  them  that  they  would  give  them 
everything  before  they  got  into  power;  and 
when  there,  they  gave  them  nothing.  He 
considered  that  it  was  too  bad  for  men  to 
take  the  official  responsibility  of  office 
without  the  ability  to  maintain  it.  It  was 
all  very  well  for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  say,  in  his  easy,  jaunting  man- 
ner, that  he  wished  he  were  out  of  office. 
He  entirely  reciprocated  that  wish;  for, 
unless  some  party  was  prepared  to  take 
and  turn  out  those  men  of  straw,  there 
was  great  danger  nnd  cause  of  apprehen- 
(non.     At  the  present  moment,  he  looked 


forward  with  horror  to  the  winter  in  Ire- 
land. When  the  report  of  that  night's 
proceedings  would  be  read,  it  would  give 
a  tone  to  the  public  mind  of  Ireland  which 
the  noble  Lord  would  be  the  first  to  regret. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that,  whilst 
he  had  not  the  slightest  intention  of  offer- 
ing any  thing  in  defence  of  the  declara- 
tions or  proposals  of  the  Government  made 
years  ago,  as  an  independent  Member  of 
that  House  he  must  tell  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, when  they  complained  that  more  was 
not  done  for  them,  that  they  did  not  ap- 
proach this  country  or  the  Government  in 
a  form  very  likely  to  conciliate  their  good 
offices.  That  House  had  shown  no  indis- 
position to  meet  the  evils  of  Ireland ;  but 
he  must  say  that  he  utterly  repudiated 
such  doctrines  as  those  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Manchester,  with  respect  to  the 
Church  of  Ireland;  and  he  thought  it  waa 
fit  that  the  House  of  Commons  should  let 
the  Irish  people  know  that,  ready  as  they 
were  to  consider  any  acknowledged  griev- 
ance, armed  sedition  and  conspiracy,  and 
the  formation  of  secret  societies  against 
this  Government,  were  not  the  means  to 
conciliate  this  country,  and  to  induce  them 
to  extend  to  that  country  the  privileges 
and  advantages  she  asked.  Let  him  ask 
any  reasonable  man,  with  reference  to  the 
demand,  for  instance,  of  an  extended  fran- 
chise, whether  the  Irish  people  were  better 
calculated  than  were  other  parties  in  this 
country  to  exercise  an  extended  franchise  ? 
A  Motion  had  lately  been  made  in  that 
House  for  an  extension  of  the  franchise  as 
regarded  England  and  Scotland.  That 
question  had  not  been  entertained,  how- 
ever, by  the  House  with  regard  even  to 
these  portions  of  the  kingdom ;  and  what 
was  there  in  Ireland  just  now  to  cause  a 
preference  for  that  country  in  that  respect? 
If  the  franchise  was  a  privilege,  it  was  one 
that  ought  to  reach  those  last  who  found 
themselves  the  most  inclined  to  disturb  the 
existing  law  of  a  nation.  The  people  of 
Ireland  could  not  thus  convince  this  coun- 
try that  they  were  entitled  to  privileges 
and  advantages  which  were  denied  to  the 
people  of  England  and  of  Scotland. 

Order  discharged. 

RUM  DUTIES. 

House  in  Committee,  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Duties  on  Rum  ;  Mr.  Bernal 
in  the  chair. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER rose  for  the  purpose  of  propos- 
ing the  second  of  those  measures  which 
the  Government  had  announced  for  th^ 
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"benefit  of  tlie  West  Indian  colonies,  by 
promoting  the  introduction  of  their  pro- 
duce into  this  country ;  and  he  was 
happy  to  state  that,  in  this  measure,  the 
interests  of  the  consumer,  as  well  as  of  the 
West  India  producer,  were  consulted. 
It  had  not  been  without  regret  that,  in 
the  measure  on  the  subject  of  the  sugar 
duties,  which  the  Government  had  lately 
submitted  to  that  House,  they  had  for 
a  time  somewhat  neglected  the  inter- 
ests of  the  consumer ;  but  in  the  pro- 
posal he  was  about  to  make,  the  interests 
of  the  consumer  and  of  the  producer  were 
alike  consulted.  The  principle  which  the 
Government  laid  down  three  years  ago, 
with  reference  to  the  duties  upon  rum, 
Tvas,  that  so  far  as  legislative  measures 
went,  the  colonial  producer  should  be  al- 
lowed to  bring  his  produce  into  this  coun- 
try on  equal  terms  with  the  British  pro- 
ducer; and  the  measure  he  was  now  about 
to  submit  to  the  House  was  based  upon 
that  principle.  He  had  stated,  during  the 
last  Session  of  Parliament,  that  he  con- 
sidered a  differential  duty  of  6d,  between 
British  and  colonial  spirits  would  attain 
this  end ;  but,  upon  further  considera- 
tion, he  had  been  induced  to  propose 
ft  lower  rate  of  duty.  Although  in  the 
spring  of  1847  he  had  thought  6d,  was 
a  fair  differential  duty,  it  was  not  in 
the  slightest  degree  inconsistent  with  that 
opinion,  that,  considering  the  measures 
which  had  since  then  been  introduced 
for  the  benefit  of  the  British  distillers,  he 
should  now  think  that,  in  the  altered  state 
of  circumstances,  a  less  sum  would  be  a 
suflScient  protection.  No  doubt  the  con- 
sumption of  British  spirits  had  fallen 
off  during  the  last  year  ;  but  he  believed 
that  fact  was  to  be  attributed  to  the  pecu- 
liar circumstances  of  the  times.  There 
had  been,  during  the  last  year,  owing  to 
the  failure  of  the  spring  crops,  a  consider- 
able falling-otf  in  the  quantity  of  malt 
brought  into  consumption;  and  to  that  cir- 
cumstance he  attributed,  to  a  great  extent, 
the  deficiency  of  the  revenue,  which  had 
disappointed  his  expectations  with  regard 
to  the  amount  to  be  derived  from  the  Ex- 
cise. In  the  early  part  of  1847  he  did  not 
anticipate  any  very  material  falling-off  in 
the  revenue  from  malt ;  and  he  was  encou- 
raged in  his  anticipations  b}^  being  inform- 
ed that,  if  thecrop  in  this  country  was  short, 
foreign  barley  would  be  brought  in.  He 
found,  however,  that  the  grain  which  had 
been  imported  into  this  country  from  abroad 
had,  to  a  great  extent,  been  re-exported, 
in  consequence  of  the  deficiency  of  food  in 


foreign  countries;  and  this  circumstance, 
in  a  great  measure,  accounted  for  the  fall- 
ing-off  in  the  revenue  from  malt.  Between 
1846  and  1847,  there  had  been  a  falling- 
off  in  the  quantity  of  malt  charged  with 
duty  of  6,700,000  bushels.  He  thought 
it  was  apparent  that  this  falling-off  was 
not  attributable  to  increased  entries  of  co- 
lonial spirits  for  home  consumption,  be- 
cause, though  the  entries  were  consider- 
able,  as  compared  with  former  years,  both 
in  Scotland  and  Ireland,  the  quantity  of 
rum  actually  consumed  in  those  countries 
was  most  insignificant  compared  with  the 
total  quantity  of  spirits  consumed.  He 
found,  from  the  evidence  given  before  a 
Committee  of  that  House,  that  the  total 
quantity  of  spirits  entered  for  home  con- 
sumption in  Scotland,  in  1847,  was 
6,193,000  gallons,  of  which  only  382,000 
gallons  consisted  of  rum;  while  the  total 
quantity  of  spirits  entered  for  consumption 
in  Ireland,  during  the  same  year,  was 
6,037,000  gallons,  comprising  only  176,000 
gallons  of  rum.  He  would  now  proceed  to 
state  why  he  thought  the  duty  upon"  colo- 
nial rum  should  be  reduced.  The  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  G.  Bentinck)  had  sub- 
mitted to  the  Committee  of  which  be  had 
recently  been  Chairman,  a  report  and  reso- 
lutions which  contained  a  perfect  mine  of 
information  on  this  subject,  and  in  which 
great  stress  was  laid  upon  the  different 
positions  of  the  distiller  from  malt  and  the 
distiller  from  grain.  Now,  he  thought  it 
was  impossible  to  draw  a  distinction  be- 
tween the  two.  It  was  quite  clear  that,  at 
present,  they  competed  successfully  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  country;  and  he  con- 
ceived that,  whatever  protection  was  ade- 
quate for  one,  must  be  adequate  for  the 
other.  He  conceived  that  the  malt  dis- 
tiller was  paid  for  the  additional  cost  of  his 
materials  by  the  additional  pricfe  which  he 
obtained  for  his  produce.  He  considered, 
also,  that  another  ground  on  which  the 
distillers  founded  a  claim  to  a  higher  dif- 
ferential duty  was  untenable — ^he  meant 
the  claim  of  rectifying.  He  had  said  last 
year  that  he  did  not  admit  the  claim  they 
put  forward  on  the  ground  of  rectification  ; 
for  he  considered  that  rectification  was  in 
fact  a  further  process  of  manufacture,  for 
which  the  producers  were  amply  remu- 
nerated by  the  higher  price  which  they 
obtained  for  the  purer  article.  He  did  not 
think,  either,  that  there  was  any  force  in 
the  complaints  which  had  been  made  bj 
the  distillers  with  reference  to  the  com 
duties,  or  any  ground  on  which  they  ought 
to  claim  a  differential  duty  agaiati«ddie 
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colonies.  The  grounds  upon  which  the 
distillers  claimed  protection  in  conse- 
quence of  the  payment  of  malt  duty,  was, 
that  a  certain  quantity  of  malt  was  neces- 
sary to  enahle  them  to  distil  from  grain. 
Now,  he  found  that  a  quarter  of  grain  pro- 
duced 20  gallons  of  spirits,  1-1 1th  of  malt 
only  heing  used.  The  distillers  them- 
selves claimed,  on  this  ground,  l^d,  a 
gallon;  hut  the  amount  which  came  nearest 
to  a  fair  claim  was  1^^.,  and  that,  in  fact, 
exceeded  what  they  were  entitled  to.  The 
duty  upon  a  quarter  of  malt  was  22s.  S^d., 
and,  as  he  had  stated,  1-1 1th  of  a  quarter 
was  used  in  distilling  from  a  quarter  of 
grain,  that  would  give  rather  less  than 
2«.  Id.  &  gallon;  which,  on  20  gallons — 
the  produce  of  the  quarter  of  grain — was 
1^.  per  gallon.  The  next  claim  made  hy 
the  distillers  was  for  decreases,  for  which 
they  required  3|d.  a  gallon.  Now,  he 
could  not  conceive  on  what  ground  a  claim 
for  so  large  an  allowance  was  made.  If 
the  duty  was  taken  on  British  spirits  when 
they  came  out  of  the  warehouse,  the  pre- 
cise amount  of  decrease  in  the  warehouse 
might  he  ascertained;  and  it  was  only  to 
the  extent  of  that  decrease  that  compensa- 
tion ought  to  he  given.  Mr.  Currie,  who 
was  examined  hefore  the  Committee,  said, 
in  reply  to  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Cambridge  University — 

"  I  am  far  from  wishing  the  Committee  to  un- 
derstand that  the  decreases  in  our  trade  amount 
to  3^.  per  gallon ;  but  what  I  mean  to  say  is 
this,  that  I  have  here  a  Parliamentary  paper,  by 
which  it  appears  that,  in  the  year  ending  the  5th 
of  January,  1846,  the  amount  of  duty  remitted  on 
allowances  for  deficiencies  and  leakage  on  rum  in 
bond  amounted  to  36,248/. ;  that  upon  the  quan- 
tity of  2,411,000  gallons,  gives  over  3^.  a  gallon." 

It  appeared  from  Parliamentary  papers 
moved  for  in  May,  1846,  that  the  amount 
of  duty  allowed  for  decrease  upon  the 
quantity  of  gallons  of  rum  warehoused  did 
amount  to  3^d,  a  gallon;  but  the  same 
papers  afforded  the  means  of  forming  an 
accurate  calculation  of  the  decrease  in  Ire- 
land and  Scotland.  It  appeared  that  the 
allowance  for  decrease  upon  rum  ware- 
housed in  Ireland  was  \d,  and  15,100d, 
per  gallon,  while  in  Scotland  it  was  equal 
to  56-lOOths  of  a  farthing — or  rather  more 
than  half  a  farthing— a  gallon.  He  stated 
to  the  House,  in  1847,  that,  upon  an  ave- 
rage of  several  distilleries,  he  found  the 
result  brought  out  was,  that  the  actual 
deficiency  in  the  case  of  Scotland  was 
33-lOOths  of  a  farthing  per  gallon;  and  in 
respect  of  Ireland,  |a.  I5-100ths  per 
gtUcni^     If  an  allowi     a  i  de  to  the 


better  than  half  a  farthing  per  gallon  in 
Scotland,  and  not  so  much  as  a  farthing 
and  a  quarter  in  Ireland,  it  would  be  equi- 
valent to  the  whole  loss  to  which  the  spi- 
rits were  subject  in  warehouse.  This  ia 
the  extent  to  which  the  distiller  would  be 
benefited,  if  he  was  allowed  to  pay  duty 
on  taking  his  spirits  out  of  warehouse  in- 
stead of  at  the  worm's  end;  and  this,  there- 
fore, was  all  that  he  was  entitled  to  claim 
compensation  for.  If  he  paid  the  duty  on 
taking  the  spirit  out  of  warehouse,  he 
would  be  in  precisely  the  same  situation  as 
the  importer  of  colonial  spirits,  and  would 
have  no  cause  of  complaint.  This  he  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  could  not  con- 
sent to,  for  the  opportunity  for  fraud  would 
be  so  great,  that  the  risk  to  the  revenue 
was  more  than  he  should  be  warranted  in 
incurring.  It  had  been  estimated  by  the 
Excise  at  not  less  than  100,0002.;  and  in 
the  present  state  of  the  revenue  that  was 
too  large  a  sum  to  be  put  in  danger.  In 
order  to  obtain  the  same  amount  of  reve- 
nue from  the  spirits  duty  as  at  present,  if 
the  period  of  taking  the  duty  were  post- 
poned, it  would  be  necessary  then  to  increase 
the  rate  of  duty,  which  would  come  to  very 
much  the  same  thing.  He  proposed,  then^ 
to  continue  the  period  of  taking  the  duty  aa 
at  present,  and  to  compensate  the  distiller 
by  placing  a  duty  on  colonial  spirits  equal 
to  the  loss  on  British  spirits.  In  regard  to 
the  question  as  between  the  British  and 
the  colonial  producer,  he  considered  that 
three-farthings  a  gallon  would  be  a  most 
ample  protection  for  the  loss  incurred  by 
paying  the  duty  upon  the  quantity  pro- 
duced at  the  worm's  end  rather  than 
when  taken  out  for  consumption.  There- 
fore, he  considered  l\d,  as  equivalent  to 
the  malt  duty,  and  id.  as  equivalent  to  all 
that  would  be  gained  by  paying  the  duty 
on  taking  out  of  warehouse,  instead  of  the 
worm's  end.  This  latter  sum  he  believed 
would  be  greatly  more  advantageous  to  the 
distiller  in  England,  considering  how  little 
warehousing  there  was  here.  Then  with 
regard  to  the  only  other  point — the  excise 
restrictions — the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Gr.  Ben- 
tinck)  had  certainly  drawn  out  a  formid- 
able list  in  his  resolutions,  when  he  spoke 
of  increased  plant,  loss  of  yeast,  raking 
out  of  fires,  inability  to  improve  the  manu- 
facture, and  so  forth;  but  when  the  loss 
was  brought  down  to  actual  pounds,  shil- 
lings, and  pence,  it  did  not  run  up  to  any- 
thing that  need  alarm  the  British  distiller. 
The  cost  of  British  spirit  was  calculated 
at  2s,  before  payment  of  duty,  Is,  6d, 
being  the  cost  of  the  raw  material^  and 
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6d.  tbe  cost  of  manufacture;  the  excise  re- 
strictions might  to  some  extent  interfere 
with  the  process  of  manufacture,  but,  as 
he  believed,  to  a  much  less  extent  than  was 
commonly  supposed;  and  in  some  instances 
the  excise  interference  was  not  without  its 
utility  as  a  protection  to  the  distiller  him- 
self. But  suppose  that  out  of  this 
6d,^  2d,  were  to  be  allowed  for  excise 
restrictions,  surely  that  would  be  more 
than  almost  any  one  would  be  disposed  to 
set  down  as  really  attributable  to  that 
head.  Of  course,  when  Gentlemen  were 
making  statements  to  prove  their  own  case, 
they  were  apt,  without  intending  unfairness, 
to  put  as  strongly  as  possible  the  points 
ihey  thought  favourable  to  them ;  and 
there  were  some  remarkable  instances  of 
this  in  the  mode  in  which  the  claim  of  the 
distillers  had  been  shaped.  There  was, 
for  example,  the  S^d,  for  decrease,  which 
he  had  shown  to  be  not  so  much  as  a  half- 
penny. Two  years  ago  a  printed  state- 
ment was  put  into  his  hand  of  the  cost  of 
rectification,  and  a  similar  statement  was 
inserted  in  page  180  of  the  noble  Lord's 
draught  report;  it  gave  6d,  as  "  extra  ex- 
pense in  rectifying,  in  consequence  of  the 
law;"  and  only  two  pages  before  there  ap- 
peared an  estimate  in  which  it  had  dwin- 
dled to  3(^.— one  or  other  of  those  esti- 
mates must  have  been  very  loose.  Two  or 
three  years  ago  it  was  charged  at  lOd., 
and  then  at  Sd, ;  so  that  he  (the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer)  was  warranted  in  saying 
that  the  statements  made  on  the  part  of 
those  who  preferred  this  claim  were  not 
quite  made  with  that  accuracy  which  was 
desirable  for  forming  a  just  estimate  respec- 
ting their  expenses.  There  was  one  rather 
laughable  statement,  to  which  he  would 
call  the  attention  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
G.  Bentinck).  He  held  in  his  hand  a  paper 
which  he  would  lay  on  the  table  iu  the 
course  of  the  evening,  that  the  House 
might  see  it.  A  witness  stated  before  the 
Committee,  that  the  loss  by  decrease  upon 
four  casks  of  spirits  imported  from  Scot- 
land to  London  came  to  id,  53-lOOths 
per  gallon  ;  the  Chairman  of  Excise 
was  a  little  astonished  at  this,  seeing 
that  he  had  stated  the  loss  on  impor- 
tation at  \d,  92-lOOths  ;  he  was  led  to 
suppose  that  it  must  have  been  a  singu- 
lar case  in  which  so  much  loss  took  place, 
and  that  there  were  circumstances  which 
rendered  that  importation  liable  to  a 
greater  loss  than  ordinary.  In  order  to 
verify  the  statement,  the  Chairman  took 
the  deficiency  upon  other  quantities  im- 
ported by  the  same  parties,  Messrs.  Twiss 


and  Browning,  about  the  same  time;  and 
he  found  that  upon  twenty  casks  of  Scotch 
spirits  imported  by  them  from  Leith  four 
days  before,  namely,  on  the  23rd  of 
March,  1848,  the  actual  loss  amounted 
to  19-lOOths  of  a  farthing;  and  on  twenty 
casks,  on  the  31st  of  March,  the  loss  was 
43-lOOths  of  a  farthing;  in  both  cases  it 
was  far  less  than  the  loss  allowed  by  the 
Chairman  of  Excise  as  the  average.  To 
make  the  matter  certain  it  was  ascertained 
that  the  average  loss  on  9,591  casks  of 
spirits  imported  into  London  from  Scotland 
and  Ireland  from  April  6,  1847,  to  April 
5,  1848,  was  exactly  \d,  42.100ths  per 
gallon,  which  was  also  less  than  the  Chair- 
man of  Excise  had  allowed  by  50-lOOths 
of  a  farthing.  Mr.  Browning  might  be  right 
enough  as  to  the  particular  case  he  mention- 
ed; but  at  any  rate  it  showed  how  very  little 
single  cases  were  to  be  depended  upon  in 
forming  an  average.  Now,  with  regard  to 
this  question  of  the  amount  to  be  set  down 
to  excise  restrictions,  he  did  not  think,  if 
the  whole  cost  of  manufacturing  spirits 
was  6d.  a  gallon,  that  any  man  would  say 
that  more  than  a  third  of  that  was  due  to 
those  restrictions;  but  he  found,  from  page 
83  of  the  sixth  report  of  the  Committee  on 
Sugar  and  Cofi^ee  Planting,  that  a  'state- 
ment had  been  sent  into  the  Excise  (en- 
tirely for  another  purpose  than  that  of 
showing  the  expense)  by  Mr.  Patrick 
Chambers,  a  distiller  at  Wishaw,  a  highly 
respectable  man,  upon  whose  statements 
reliance  might  be  placed;  and  he  gave  the 
quantity  of  barley  consumed,  the  quantity 
of  proof  spirits  produced,  and  the  whole 
expense  of  manufacturing  spirits,  and  the 
result  showed  was,  that  the  net  charges, 
including  the  expense  of  making  malt, 
amounted  to  3id.  per  gallon.  The  state- 
ment being  made  for  another  purpose  was 
less  likely  to  be  coloured  than  a  statement 
put  in  to  prove  a  particular  calculation  'or 
case.  But  would  anybody*  calmly  con- 
sidering the  subject,  say  that  of  3id.  cost 
of  making,  more  than  half,  namdy,  2d.* 
was  produced  by  excise  regulations  ?  He 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  pro- 
posed to  allow  2d.  for  the  whole  claim  in 
respect  of  excise  regulations;  and  even 
taking  the  statement  of  the  cost  at  Gci*. 
and  still  more,  if  it  were  taken  at  the  cal* 
culation  of  this  party,  that  must  surely  be 
a  fair  allowance.  He  saw  no  other  ground 
upon  which  the  distillers  could  claim  pro- 
tection against  colonial  spirits.  If  price 
was  looked  to,  there  was  no  such  great  ad- 
vantage in  the  price  of  nun.  The  noUe 
Lord's  report  stated  th«  arenge  prico  of 
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three  qualities  of  whisky  to  he  2s,  2|d.; 
and  the  average  of  rum  2s,  ^^d.  In  or- 
dinary years  the  introduction  of  rum  was 
not  likely  to  have  any  material  effect  upon 
the  large  quantity  of  spirits  produced  in 
this  country.  With  respect  to  the  ques- 
tion of  reyenue,  the  loss  would  he  ahout 
62,500Z.;  hut  we  might  calculate  on  an 
increased  consumption.  150,000  gallons 
in  England  would  suffice,  or  350,000,  sup- 
posing it  all  in  Scotland,  or  400,000  in 
Ireland;  hut  he  hoped  the  increase  would 
he  a  great  deal  more,  for  the  sake  of  the 
West  India  interest.  He  helieved  the  in- 
terests of  the  producer  and  the  consumer 
were  alike  consulted  hy  the  measure  he 
proposed;  and  he  thought  he  had  shown 
that  a  differential  duty  of  4d.  upon  colo- 
nial spirits,  due  partly  to  the  malt  duty, 
partly  to  decrease,  and  partly  to  excise  re- 
Btriotions,  would  he  at  least  adequate  to 
the  disadvantages  under  which  the  British 
distiller  was  placed.  The  principle  upon 
which  the  Government  proposed  to  proceed 
was  this — that  so  far  as  legislative  enact- 
ments went,  the  producer  in  the  colony 
and  the  producer  in  this  country  should 
some  into  the  market  upon  equal  terms; 
and  that,  he  helieved,  would  he  effected  hy 
the  proposal  he  had  now  the  honour  to 
suhmit.  He  had  only  further  to  put  into 
the  Chairman's  hands  a  formal  resolution, 
the  effect  of  which  was  that,  instead  of  the 
present  differential  duty  of  9d.,  a  differen- 
tial duty  of  4:d,  per  gallon  be  imposed  upon 
British  colonial  spirits. 

Resolution  put — 

"  That,  in  lieu  of  the  Duties  now  chargeable, 
there  be  levied,"  Ac, 

Mr.  W.  T.  fag  an  considered  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
very  unfair  towards  the  home  producer  of 
spirits.  If  the  distilling  interest  in  this 
country,  and  particularly  in  Ireland,  were 
to  he  affected  hy  the  spread  of  temperance, 
or  even  hy  raising  the  duty  on  spirits  so  as 
to  lessen  consumption,  he,  for  one,  would 
approve  of  such  a  result  ;  hut  when  he 
found  that  the  effect  of  the  present  mea- 
sure would  he  to  introduce,  to  a  greater 
extent  than  hitherto  into  this  country  and 
Ireland,  a  deleterious  and  seductive  spirit, 
he  confessed  he  could  not  go  along  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  congratulat- 
ing the  consumer  upon  it.  He  found  that, 
in  1846,  the  consumption  of  rum  in  Ire- 
land amounted  only  to  14,000  gallons; 
while  last  year,  with  a  differential  duty  of 
9d.,  the  consumption  amounted  to  176,000 
saUons;  and  he  helieved  it  was  still  gra- 
coaDj  inereasing.    He  thought,  therefore. 


that  the  manufacturer  of  British  spirits, 
and  particularly  the  Irish  manufacturer, 
had  very  great  cause  of  complaint  when 
he  perceived  that  his  interests  were  to  he 
sacrificed  to  the  carrying  out  of  a  measure 
proposed  hy  Her  Majesty's  Government 
(referring  to  the  Sugar  Duties  Bill),  which 
gave  satisfaction  to  no  party.  He  thought 
the  home  producer  had  reason  to  complain, 
not  precisely  of  a  breach  of  faith,  although 
it  was  certainly  something  like  it;  inas- 
much as  he  hroke  through  what  was 
understood  to  he  the  settlement  of  the 
question  in  1847,  when,  notwithstanding 
his  own  opinion  that  6d.  would  be  a  fair 
and  just  protection,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had,  after  various  negotiations 
with  the  distillers,  fixed  the  amount  at  9d. 
per  gallon.  The  unwarranted  change  now 
proposed,  amounted,  in  his  judgment,  to 
something  very  close  to  a  breach  of  faith. 
He  admitted  there  must  be  excise  restric- 
tions, and  there  must  be  consequent  ex- 
penses. This  being  so,  he  contended  there 
must  he  something  in  the  shape  of  protec- 
tion; but,  then,  the  question  was  as  to  the 
fair  amount  of  that  protection.  He  would 
follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  through 
his  calculations  to  show  that  they  were,  in 
many  instances,  erroneous,  and  that,  there- 
fore, the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  amount 
of  protection  was  also  wrong.  He  would 
take  the  case  of  malt.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  placed  his  calculation 
high  enough  in  this  respect;  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  only  allowed  IJd,  while  the 
Irish  distillers  conceived  they  were  fairly 
entitled  to  have  2^e2.  The  next  item 
was  only  casually  glanced  at,  namely, 
loss  for  distilling  and  brewing.  The  use 
of  acids,  not  now  permitted  by  the  excise 
laws,  would  give  4  or  5  per  cent  more  of 
saccharine  matter.  These  circumstances 
ought  to  be  considered  and  allowed  for. 
Then,  as  to  the  process  of  rectification,  it 
was  alleged  that  the  Irish  distillers  had  no 
claim  on  this  head.  But  this  was  a  mis- 
take. The  Irish  distillers  did  not  rectify 
so  highly,  but  they  distilled  the  spirits 
which  were  consumed,  twice ;  and  this,  to 
some  extent,  was  a  species  of  rectification. 
There  ought  to  be  an  allowance  on  that 
ground.  Then,  with  reference  to  the  de- 
creases, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ap- 
peared to  have  no  difficulty.  Indeed,  there 
was  no  difficulty  in  the  question,  as  justice 
required  that  the  foreign  and  British  dis- 
tiller should  be  put  on  the  same  footing. 
But  the  foreign  producer  had  an  advantage 
in  the  item  of  decreases  to  the  extent  of 
3|d. — ^which  amount  the  British  distillers 
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were  perfectly  right  in  adding  to  their 
claim  for  protection.  The  mode  adopted 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  this  ques- 
tion was  neither  fair  nor  just.  From  all 
the  information  he  had  received  from  dis- 
tillers, he  was  satisfied  that  the  amount  of 
decreases  was  at  least  Ihd,  per  gallon. 
This  amount,  added  to  7^d.  per  gallon, 
which  the  Irish  distillei'S,  on  other  grounds, 
claimed  as  a  fair  protection,  made  a  total 
of  9d.,  which,  he  asserted,  ought  to  be  the 
differential  duty  between  British  and  colo- 
nial spirits.  It  was  upon  the  statement  of 
Mr.  Wood,  the  Chairman  of  Excise,  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  came 
down  and  proposed  a  differential  duty  of 
4:d.  instead  of  9c?.,  which  he  believed  was 
the  proper  sum.  Mr.  Wood  had  given  his 
opinion  in  favour  of  a  differential  duty  of 
4<^.,  and  had  in  his  evidence  stated  that 
the  disadvantages  of  excise  restrictions 
were  by  no  means  so  great  as  to  warrant 
a  differential  duty  even  of  6d.  When  they 
considered,  however,  the  great  expense 
incurred  by  the  Irish  distillers — the  ne- 
cessity of  damping  fires  more  than  500 
times  in  the  course  of  a  year — the  obliga- 
tion to  purchase  yeast,  which  was  after- 
wards thrown  into  the  gutter,  they  would 
agree  in  the  able  report  made  by  the  noble 
Lord  opposite,  that  the  differential  duty  at 
present  maintained  could  not  be  diminished 
with  justice  to  the  distillers.  Under  these 
circumstances,  he  would  move  that  the 
Chairman  do  leave  the  chair. 

Captain  JONES  said,  that  he  did  not 
rise  to  support  the  Amendment  moved  by 
the  hon.  Member,  although  he  agreed 
with  him  in  the  observations  he  had  made. 
He  believed  that  if  this  measure  was  car- 
ried in  conjunction  with  other  measures 
proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
great  injustice  would  be  done  to  the  distil- 
lers. In  the  year  1842,  when  an  additional 
duty  of  Is.  per  gallon  was  put  upon  Irish 
spirits,  he  had  told  the  Government  that 
they  would  lose  money.  Previous  to  the 
imposition  of  that  duty  the  distillers  had 
been  enabled  to  produce  good  spirit  at  so 
low  a  price  as  to  give  the  illicit  distiller 
little  or  no  advantage;  but  this  increased 
duty  gave  an  encouragement  to  illicit  dis- 
tillation, and  in  the  end  reduced  the  duty 
received  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. By  running  into  the  opposite  ex- 
treme, they  would  do  as  much  injury, 
without  benefiting  the  public  in  any  mate- 
rial degree.  If  the  Government  wished  to 
prevent  illicit  distillation,  and  prevent 
crime,  even  of  murder,  they  would,  to  a 
certain  extent,  reduce  the  duty  on  spirit. 


and  thus  ensure  the  prosperity  of  this 
branch  of  manufacture.  Their  present  course 
of  legislation  would  give  a  final  blow  to  the 
manufacture  of  spirit  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  said,  that  the  com- 
munity which  he  represented  contained 
many  individuals  who  were  deeply  interest- 
ed in  the  manufacture  of  spirits.  Looking 
to  the  welfare  of  these  individuals  and  the 
trade  generally,  he  bad  hoped  that  the 
Government  would  have  placed  the  Irish 
distiller  on  the  same  footing  with  the  colo- 
nial distiller,  as  regarded  reasonable  allow- 
ance to  be  made  for  waste  and  natural 
evaporation.  By  this  measure  the  W^est 
Indian  interest  would  gain  an  advantage 
of  5d.  beyond  what  it  enjoyed  before.  He 
protested  against  the  change  in  the  name 
of  the  agricultural  interest,  for  it  was  as 
much  an  agriculturist's  as  a  distiller's 
question;  it  was,  in  fact,  a  battle  between 
sugar  and  oats.  The  duty  of  9d.  was 
held  out  as  a  final  measure,  and  ought  to 
be  maintained.  It  must  not  be  forgotten 
that  the  colonist  was  exempt  from  the 
harass  and  annoyance  of  excise  regulations 
to  which  the  English,  Scotch,  and  Irish 
distillers  were  exposed,  to  whom,  by  way 
of  an  additional  expense,  no  allowance  was 
made  for  loss  by  leakage  and  evaporation. 
He  claimed  some  consideration  on  behalf 
of  Ireland,  if  it  were  but  for  her  disinte- 
rested support  of  the  measures  of  free 
trade,  in  the  advantages  of  which,  as  an 
agricultural  country,  she  was  unable  to 
participate.  He  called  upon  the  Commit- 
tee to  pause  before  it  put  the  broad  stamp 
of  its  approval  on  the  measure  before 
them ;  and  hoped  that  the  Chairman  would 
be  allowed  to  report  progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again.  He  declared  that  he 
was  actuated  by  no  spirit  of  jealousy  to- 
wards the  colonies,  though  he  could  not 
but  regard  them  as  a  drag  on  the  mother 
country.  They  had  gone  so  long  on 
crutches  that  they  would  probably  never 
be  able  to  do  without  them.  At  all  events, 
however,  let  them  not,  in  watching  over 
their  interests,  shut  their  eyes  and  ears  to 
the  claims  of  that  country  which  had  been 
called  the  right  arm  of  England. 

Mr.  BARKLY  would  not  have  address- 
ed the  House  had  it  not  been  for  the  course 
adopted  by  hon.  Members  from  Ireland. 
But  he  must  say  that  the  measure  of  the 
right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
fell  short  of  the  measure  to  which  the 
West  Indies  were  entitled  in  regard  to  an 
equality  of  duties.  There  was  a  market  in 
this  country  for  the  spirits  produced  in 
those  colonies;    and  the  differential  duty 
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was,  therefore,  taken  out  of  the  pockets  of 
the  colonial  producers.  Were  the  proposed 
reduction  not  carried  out,  the  position  of 
the  West  India  planter,  had  as  it  was, 
would  be  rendered  worse;  and  he  strongly 
deprecated  the  rejection  of  a  measure  fa- 
vourable to  those  colonies,  which  had 
already  suffered  so  severely,  for  the  advan- 
tage  of  any  interest  such  as  that  repre- 
sented by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  the  Irish  and  Scotch 
distillers  were  at  present  in  a  condition  to 
compete  with  the  colonies.  It  appeared 
from  a  pamphlet  which  he  held  in  his 
hand,  that  the  hush  money  paid  by  eight 
or  ten  English  distillers  to  Scotch  distillers 
amounted  in  one  year  to  150,000^.  or 
200,0002.  That  showed  that  the  Scotch 
distillers  were  able  to  enter  into  competi- 
tion with  the  English.  He  would  accept 
the  measure  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer as  an  instalment  due  to  the  colo- 
nies. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  :  I  can  assure 
you,  Sir,  I  never  heard  any  complaint 
from  any  of  the  barley  growers  of  Norfolk 
on  the  subject  of  the  rum  and  spirit  duties. 
At  all  events,  I  am  not  the  representative 
of  Norfolk,  but  of  the  commercial  borough 
of  King's  Lynn;  and,  therefore,  whatever 
judgment  I  may  come  to  upon  this  subject, 
there  is  no  man  in  the  House  more  disin- 
terested, or  who  can  have  a  greater  desire 
to  arrive  at  the  truth  than  I  have.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  has 
quoted  from  an  anonymous  pamphlet,  in 
which  it  is  stated  that  from  150,0002.  to 
200,0002.  a  year  is  paid  by  the  English 
distillers  to  the  Scotch  distillers  as  hush 
money.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  so  cre- 
dulous, I  am  not  surprised  at  the  speech  he 
has  made  to-night.  I  think  no  other  Gen- 
tleman in  the  House  could  be  so  credulous 
as  to  believe  that  the  six  distillers  in  Eng- 
land paid  150,0002.  or  200,0002.  a  year  to 
the  distillers  in  Scotland.  But  an  hon. 
Gentleman  has  told  you  that  I  cross-exa- 
mined Mr.  J.  Wood  for  nearly  four  hours. 
I  certainly  did  cross-examine  him,  and  ra- 
ther sharply,  too,  though  not  for  four 
hours.  I  shall  now  state  to  the  House 
what  Mr.  John  Wood's  own  opinion  of  his 
evidence  is.     He  says — 

"  With  regard  to  the  decreases,  those,  I  take 
it,  are  matters  of  fact.  A  great  deal  of  the  eyi- 
dence  I  have  given  is,  of  course,  matter  of  opinion, 
and,  I  hope,  will  be  taken  hj  the  Committee,  and 
those  before  whom  the  evidence  may  come,  with  a 
considerable  allowance,  because  it  is  mere  matter 
of  opinion." 

At  another  time  he  says  that  all  he  states, 
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except  as  regards  those  matters  of  fact,  he 
states  with  the  greatest  diffidence.  As 
Chairman  of  the  Excise  he  had  the  privi- 
lege— and  I  did  not  interfere  with  that 
privilege — of  having  a  prompter  at  his 
elbow,  who  whispered  in  his  oar  the  an- 
swers he  was  to  give  to  the  Committee.  It 
it  quite  true  that  I  did  cross-examine  Mr. 
John  Wood  as  to  his  matters  of  fact,  be- 
cause Mr.  John  Wood  took  upon  himself 
to  arraign  the  evidence  and  impeach,  the 
statements  of  all  the  distillers  of  England 
and  Scotland.  He  presumed  to  say  that 
they  made  exaggerated  statements.  Hav- 
ing declared  that  the  decreases  alleged  on 
the  part  of  distillera  were  decreases  for 
which  allowance  was  made,  Mr.  John 
Wood,  a  gentleman  of  station,  and  whose 
veracity  we  could  not  attempt  to  deny,  said 
the  decreases  they  made,  instead  of  being 
worth  4d.,  were  only  worth  |c2.  Having 
remarked  that  he  made  this  statement 
with  diffidence,  he  applied  a  rule-of-three 
test  to  the  decreases,  and  said — 

**  I  find  that,  as  4<2.  is  to  Id.,  so  is  3(2.  to  ^d,, 
and,  therefore,  instead  of  allowing  the  3c2.,  I  should 
be  much  inclined  to  say  that  Id.  was  the  utmost 
that  can  be  made  out  as  the  value  or  cost,  to  a 
distiller,  of  the  excise  restrictions." 

This  was  Mr.  John  Wood's  mode  of  deal- 
ing with  the  subject  of  restrictions  on  the 
Excise,  and  anything  more  theoretical  to 
come  from  a  Chairman  of  Excise  I  never 
heard  propounded.  That  statement  was 
denied  on  the  part  of  the  distillers,  and 
they  came  well  out  of  the  ordeal.  The 
distillers  stated  the  decrease  on  spirits 
in  transitu  in  Scotland  to  be  114  hun- 
dredths of  a  gallon  per  cent.  The  excise- 
men in  their  gauge  stated  the  decrease  at 
32  hundredths.  Comparing  the  gauging 
of  the  Excise  and  the  gauging  of  the 
trade,  there  appeared  a  difference  of  four 
to  one.  The  whole  question,  then,  turns 
upon  who  is  right.  Before  the  Committee 
came  to  a  conclusion,  Mr.  John  Wood  was 
obliged  to  send  in  for  papers  correcting  his 
evidence;  and  then  it  was  admitted  that, 
according  to  the  mode  of  gauging  for  the 
Customs,  the  trade  were  not  so  very  far 
wrong,  for,  instead  of  being  114  hun- 
dredths to  the  gallon  per  cent,  as  they 
had  stated,  they  were  111  hundredths  per 
cent.  The  man  who  diminished  the  truth 
by  75  per  cent  was  found  to  be  Mr.  John 
Wood,  the  Chairman  of  the  Excise.  Is  the 
trade  to  be  trusted,  who  only  differed  from 
the  Customs  by  3  hundredths  in  114,  or 
Mr.  John  Wood,  the  Chairman  of  the  Ex- 
cise, who  tells  you  that  the  decrease  is  only 
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32  hundredths  of  a  gallon,  when,  accord- 
ing to  the  Custoras,  it  is  111  hundredths  ? 
The  Chairman  of  the  Excise  then  gave  us 
an  example  of  a  gauging  by  the  Excise,  in 
which  a  still  less  decrease  had  taken  place; 
and  this  measurement  was  taken  upon  va- 
rious cargoes  imported  at  the  same  time  as 
those  on  which  his  former  statement  was 
based.  But,  let  me  ask,  why  did  not  Mr. 
John  Wood,  the  Chairman  of  the  Excise, 
make  that  statement  to  the  Committee 
when  we  could  have  tested  its  truth  by 
cross-examining  him  ?  No,  Sir,  this  was 
kept  for  the  House  of  Conuuons,  where  it 
cannot  be  tested.  Where  you  have  had  an 
opportunity  of  testing  the  truth  of  the 
statements  of  the  Excise,  there  you  are 
able  to  show  that  the  trade  was  right,  and 
the  Excise  wrong.  But,  Sir,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  this  carffo  of  the 
JBoyol  Victoria  was  a  remarkable  cargo; 
but  there  was  nothing  remarkable  in  the 
cargo  at  all  except  that  in  the  original  ac- 
count given  by  the  Excise  they  showed  the 
decrease  to  be  less  than  the  average  de- 
crease admitted  by  the  Chairman  of  Excise 
upon  the  large  quantities.  The  decrease, 
as  measured  originally  by  the  Excise,  was 
only  32  hundredths  in  the  gallon,  but  it 
turned  out  to  be  110  hundredths;  and  the 
result  is,  that  the  decreases  are  very  nearly 
threefold  what  they  were  admitted  to  be  by 
the  Chairman  of  Excise.  But  the  peculi- 
arity in  this  case,  as  the  Chairman  of  the 
Excise  explains,  is,  that  the  decreases  in 
the  cargoes  of  spirits  by  the  Rojfid  Vic- 
toria were  attributable  to  the  heat  pro- 
duced by  the  steam  used  in  that  vessel. 
Why,  it  is  not  necessary  that  I  should  re- 
fer to  the  report.  Every  Gentleman  who 
knows  the  character  of  spirits,  knows  that 
spirits  do  not  contract,  but  expand 
under  the  influence  of  heat.  There- 
fore you  have  here  Mr.  John  Wood, 
the  Chairman  of  the  Excise,  acknowledg- 
ing that  while  he  gives  a  mere  opinion 
upon  the  value  of  restriction,  his  opinion  is 
not  worth  a  great  deal;  and  you  have  it 
proved  to  dem<Histration  that  while  he 
speaks  of  matters  of  fact  he  is  wrong  to 
the  extent  of  three  to  one.  Wdl,  then. 
Sir,  if  this  be  so,  I  think  we  are  entitled 
to  place  some  reliance  on  the  statem^its 
of  these  distillers.  But,  Sir,  the  right 
hon.  G^ntl^nan  the  Chancellor  of  the  £x- 
ekequer,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Leominster,  have  both  admitted 
tiiat  we  are  entitled  to  assume  that  the 
«ah  distiller  and  the  raw  com  distilW  are 
«i  w  equal  footmg.    fini  that  is  mj  caaa. 


Admit  that  once  to  me,  and  I  have  no  dif- 
ficulty whatever  in  showing  to  you  what 
disadvantage  the  com  distiller  wiU  labour 
under  as  regards  the  revenue  if  this  pro- 
position is  carried;  for  I  can  show  you,  by 
a  demonstration  which  anybody  who  can 
count  five  on  his  fingers  can  understand, 
that  the  malt  distiller  pays  a  mudi  kiglier 
duty  than  the  com  distiller.  I  know  there' 
are  some  Gentlemen  who  say  that  beeaie 
the  Scotch  distiller  pays  the  duty  at  twiee, 
that  b  to  say,  because  he  pays  It.  4^^. 
out  of  one  pocket  as  duty  on  malt,  and 
7s.  lOd.  out  of  a  different  pocket  as  the 
duty  upon  spirits,  that  you  have  no  right 
to  think  anything  about  the  malt  duty. 
But  I  think  no  man  of  any  sense  will  pro- 
pound such  an  argument  as  that  ia  this 
House.  And,  therefore,  it  is  quite  idear 
that  the  malt  distiller  of  Scotland,  for 
sending  his  raw  spirits  to  England,  or  the 
malt  distiller  of  England  (or  the  barley 
grower  of  Norfolk,  if  the  hon.  Gentlenum 
is  determined  to  state  the  case  in  that  way) 
pays  7s,  lOd.  spirit  duty,  and  If.  4d.  malt 
duty,  or  9s,  2^d,  in  the  whole,  while  the 
com  distiller  pays  only  Ss,  7d,  Now,  it  is 
very  easy  for  any  hon.  Gentleman  te  calcu- 
late and  understand  the  diflerenee.  It  k 
impossible  for  any  man  to  dispute  that  the 
m^t  distiller  of  England  or  of  Scotland 
pays  already  7^.  more  duty  than  ihe  mm 
distiller;  and  u  you  reduce  the  du^  on 
rum  5d,  more,  he  will  pay  just  Is.  0^ 
more  duty  than  the  rum  distiller.  In  Scot- 
land, half  the  malt  duty  is  returned  aa 
drawback  to  the  malt  distiller  if  the  apirita 
are  sent  to  England;  consequently,  tiie 
difference  in  Scotland  is  8|a.  leas  than 
it  is  in  England.  The  resuH  of  this  will 
be,  that  if  your  present  pn^position  pasoea, 
the  malt  distiller  in  Scotland  will  pay  ab- 
solutely id.  more  than  the  rum  distiller. 
And  the  same  ease  applies  to  the  malt  dis- 
tiller in  Ireland,  The  result,  thai,  of  your 
measure,  if  it  pass,  will  be,  that  in  Ew- 
land  the  malt  distilW  will  pay  Is.  O^L 


more  duty  than  the  run  distiller;  and  in 
Scotland  and  Ireland  he  will  pay  id.  aero 
duty.  Well,  then,  if  yon  admit  to  me,  aa 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Lee- 
minster,  and  the  right  hon.  GentlesMtn  tin 
Chanc^or  of  the  Exdbeqoer,  have  both  de- 
clared, that  the  malt  dii^ill^  and  tihe  raw 
com  distiller  are  pcmctically  upon  an  ngnsl 
ity,  it  is  quite  dear  tiiat  the  raw  com  dis- 
tiller will  be  nnd^  the  same  ^sadvantiigea 
that  the  malt  distOler  is— -thmgs  tlisi  aro 
equal  to  the  same  thhig  being,  as  tbe  hen. 
Gentlewys  said,  and  ta  «s  sM  Iwvb  •IMl 
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to  one  anotlier.  I  have  ahown  jou  that  tlie 
malt  distiller  ii  by  this  plan  under  a  mani- 
fost  (li£}adv'antag&,  and  tUo  tblw  corti  dig- 
tiOer  m  Ecgfand  wUl  havo  to  pay  an  addi- 
tional duty  of  Is.  0^.  and  of  4^^.  in  Beat- 
land  and  Ireland »  But  than  tbej  tell  you 
that  the  malt  distiller  can  well  aftbrd  to  pay 
the  additional  duty*  The  malt  diatiller 
does  compete  with  the  raw  com  diatiller  iu 
Scotland;  hnt  you  frill  see  that  for  the  last 
sii:  years  the  malt  distiller  haa  heen  gra^ 
dually  losing  ground  in  the  race — that  in 
the  course  of  the  last  six  or  seven  years  I 
think  the  consumption  of  malt  whisky  has 
fallen  o^  nearly  a  milUon  gallons,  whilst 
the  consumption  of  raw  grain  spirits  has 
increased  in  like  proportion;  which  is  pret^ 
ty  clear  eridcnce  that  it  is  a  very  hard  race 
between  them.  But  we  now  come  to  the 
qnestion  of  value.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
says^  and  so  said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Eiehequor,  that  It  is 
true  that  they  paid  higher  duty  upon  mw 
spirits;  but  they  satisfied  the  tastes  of  the 
consumers  better,  and  they  fetched  a  bet- 
ter price*  But  let  us  see  what  is  the  price 
which  they  fetch,  as  compared  i^irith  rum, 
and  if  I  show  to  yon  that  the  price  of  malt 
spirits  is  lower  than  the  price  of  rum,  while 
your  duty  on  malt  spirits  is  considerably 
higher  than  your  duty  upon  rum,  you  must 
admit  tliat  the  duty  is  higher  than  it  ought 
to  be.  The  right  hon,  Gcntloroan  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  quoted  from 
the  report  which  1  had  the  honour  of  sub- 
mitting to  the  Committee  cm  this  question, 
and  he  made  a  calculation  from  it,  to  the 
effect  that,  upon  an  average,  the  price  of 
malt  spirits  in  Scotland  was  2s,  Bd,  Now^, 
I  think  that  that  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  rather  disingenuous, 
and  I  will  tell  you  why.  The  report  of  the 
Committee  was  printed  and  presented,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knowSt  oa  the 
3rd  of  May;  but,  after  that  date,  on 
the  8th  of  May,  a  letter  was  addressed 
to  mCf  and  wbieh  did  not  reach  me  until 
the  10th,  statmg  that  I  had  made  a  mis- 
take altogether  in  the  prices  of  the 
Scotch  spirits,  because,  although  it  was 
true  that  there  was  Highland  whisky  sold 
at  the  prices  stated,  yet  the  whisky  sold 
at  the  high  prices  quoted  only  horo  thn 
proportion  of  one  gallon  in  twenty,  $;^ 
consequently  bstead  of  taking  2j.  8r 
the  average  price  of  wliinky,  1 
set  it  down  at  2j.  Id,  That  ' 
subsequently  appended  t/f  the 
CymmiUcn,  but  th*s  Ciia 


to  explain  that  2f.  lA^  and  not  2s.  8d., 
was  tlie  sum  upon  which  the  ad  valoren^ 
duty  should  be  assessed.  Well,  this  is  the 
way  tlie  matter  stands.  The  duties  now 
are  on  malt  spirits,  di,  2^d.  in  England; 
on  rum,  8i.  7a. ;  in  Scotland,  is,  4f d.  oi| 
malt  spirits,  on  rum  4«.  5d,;  and  in  Ire* 
land  the  duties  are  4§,  0\d.,  and  on  mm 
3i.  5d,  But  the  new  duties  are  to  he— 
in  England  9^.  2|cl.  on  midt  spirits,  8s.  2d. 
on  rum;  in  Scotland,  4^;.  i\d.,  and  on  nun 
A$,l  in  Ireland,  4$,  0|ci.  on  malt  spirits, 
and  3^*  on  rum*  Well,  then,  we  come  to 
the  raw  grain  spirits;  they  are  7s.  lOd.  in 
England,  3^.  Sd.  in  Scotland,  and  2«.  Sd. 
in  Ireland;  to  which  l^d.  is  to  he  udded 
also  for  malt  duty,  making  the  duty  7s. 
li^d.,3s.  9|<l.,  and  2«.  9|3.,  respectively, 
in  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland.  Now 
let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  effect  of  these  ad  nalor&m  duties;  and  I 
take  the  ease  of  good  Scotch  whisky,  of 
which  the  price  is  Is,  lid.,  being  the  in- 
stance given  by  Mr.  Greene  before  the  Com- 
mittee. The  duty  in  England  is  9s.  2^d., 
and  in  Scotland  is.  ild, ;  so  that  the  od 
tutor  em  duty  upon  good  Scotch  whisky 
is  4S0  per  cent  in  England,  and  227  pep 
cent  in  Scotland.  On  Jamaica  mm,  of 
which  the  price  is  3*.  3|rf.,  acoordii\g  to 
the  statement  of  Mr.  Greene  (which  I  think 
will  not  be  disputed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leominster),  the  duty  in  England  is 
Es.  7d,,  and  in  Scotland  4s.  5d,;  hut  if 
you  allow  3|ci*  for  the  decrease,  which  can- 
not be  disputed,  the  result  will  be  that  the 
ad  valorem  burden  shows  a  duty  of  280 
per  cent  on  rum  in  England,  against  480 
per  cent  of  a  burden  on  Scotch  whisky 
in  England;  and  144  per  cent  agaipst  224 
per  cent  ad  vahrem  on  Scotch  whisky  in 
Scotland.  I  now  come  to  the  English  raw 
gi-uln  spiritB.  The  duty  on  the  28th  of 
April  last  was  7^.  ll|«i.  in  England,  and 
3^.  9|ci.  in  Scotland,  and  the  prices  at 
that  time  were  raised  3d.  a  gallon,  ^he 
result  is  that  the  ad  valorem  duty  is  160 
per  cent  in  Scotland,  against  280  per  cent. 
But,  Sir,  there  is  another  point  of  view  ia 
which  this  question  may  be  viewed;  and  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Leo- 
miniter  voted  for  that  measure  as  it  was 
hruUKht  in  by  Sir  Robert  Feel's  Qovem- 
W!^}iT^*  ^  ^^^  introduced  and  i^ramed,  I 
'  *Lt  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Exchequer,    the 
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Islands  there  is  an  Act  for  distillation,  the 
preamble  of  which  sets  forth  that  it  was 
deemed  requisite  to  determine  by  Act  of 
Parliament  what  were  the  proper  counter- 
vailing duties  that  should  be  imposed  with 
respect  to  it.  Now  this  was  a  remarkable 
circumstance;  this  Act  passed  in  1845, 
aflter  the  com  law  of  1842  had  been 
three  years  in  operation.  The  average 
duty  paid  upon  barley,  was,  I  believe, 
5«.  lid.;  and  I  pray  the  House  to  attend 
to  this  preamble,  for  I  dare  say  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  framer  of  this  Act, 
who  is  now  free  from  the  trammels  of  Go- 
vernment, and  is  able  to  vote  and  speak  as 
a  sugar  planter  to-night,  will  forget  the 
obligations  of  the  late  Government,  and 
we  shall  hear  him  advocate  to-night  the 
reduction  of  the  differential  duties  of  this 
liis  own  preamble.  The  preamble  conclud- 
ed as  follows : — 

"  It  is  necessary,  therefore,  to  determine  the 
same  [fitting  countervailing  duties]  by  the  imposi- 
tion of  a  differential  duty  of  Is.  2d.  upon  spirits 
the  produce  of  the  Channel  Islands." 

So,  here  we  have  the  Government  of  Sir 
Robert  Peel,  in  the  year  1845,  in  the  per- 
son of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  contriving  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  settle  this  great  question, 
and  inserting  in  the  preamble  of  their  Bill 
a  clause,  if  not  setting  forth  the  motives  of 
the  arrangement,  at  least  distinctly  stating 
that  it  was  fitting  that  the  countervailing 
burdens  in  the  case  of  the  Channel  Islands 
should  be  met  by  a  Is,  2d,  differential 
duty.  Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  pretend  to 
answer  for  the  votes  of  any  Gentleman  in 
this  House,  or  account  for  any  changes  of 
opinion;  but  there  must  be  a  great  revo- 
lution in  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer between  the  time  when  he  was  in 
office,  a  servant  of  the  public,  and  now, 
when  he  is  free  to  act  as  he  pleases — to 
support,  if  he  can,  this  proposition  to  re- 
duce that  differential  duty  imposed  by  this 
Act,  from  1^.  2d.  to  4(2.  Sir,  it  will  be 
argued  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that 
the  average  duty  upon  barley  is  ds,  lid., 
and  that  that  must  be  taken  as  a  part  of 
the  countervailing  duty,  because  no  duty 
is  paid  upon  it  in  the  Channel  Islands. 
But  when  the  distillers  claimed  Is.  2d.  as 
a  set-off,  it  was  Is.  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  came  to  the  one  shilling  duty 
on  barley,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  says,  •*  I  agree 
entirely  with  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  King's  Lynn,  that  the  one  shilling  duty 


cannot  be  taken  into  account — that  is  no 
charge  upon  the  distiller."  So,  here  we 
have  this  avowal  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  that  the  duties  on  com 
are  paid  by  the  foreigner.  That  is  what 
I  always  insisted  on  ;  and,  therefore, 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  takes  a 
leaf  out  of  my  book,  when  I  am  talking 
about  rum  1  may  be  permitted  to  re- 
mind him  of  this  avowal  on  future  occa- 
sions, when  I  am  discussing  these  finan- 
cial questions,  that  the  duty  on  foreign 
imports  is  paid  by  the  foreigner  and  not 
by  the  consumer  in  this  country.  I  lis- 
tened with  great  pleasure  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Dublin.  He  took  great  credit  to  himself, 
and  great  credit  to  the  Irish  Members, 
that  in  repealing  the  com  laws  two 
years  ago,  they  had,  for  the  sake  of  the 
manufacturers  of  England,  inflicted  on 
themselves  a  burden  amounting  to 
3,000,000Z.  annually,  and,  therefore,  be 
argued  that  the  Irish  Members  and  Irish 
people  were  entitled  to  great  mercy  from 
the  House  of  Commons  for  this  volun- 
tary sacrifice.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman 
ought  to  know  that  from  the  protection- 
ist party  —  from  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
around  me,  they  are  not  entitled  to  any 
mercy  at  all.  How  does  the  case  stand  ? 
Why,  that  about  28  only  out  of  105 
Irish  Members  tried  to  ward  off  from 
Ireland  that  heavy  blow,  by  which  a  loss 
of  3,000,000^.  annually  was  inflicted 
in  perpetuity.  I  was  one  of  those  who 
used  an  humble  endeavour  to  dissuade 
the  Irish  Members  from  taking  this  fatal 
step;  but  in  vain.  So  do  not  let  the 
Irish  Members  come  to  us  now  and  tell  us 
that  Ireland  was  the  country  which  suffered 
first  and  heaviest  from  the  repeal  of  the 
corn  laws.  Let  them  not  come  and  ask 
us  English  Gentlemen  for  money  because 
you,  Irish  Members,  in  the  earnestness 
to  carry  out  a  theory  and  to  support  a 
Government,  forgot  the  interests  of  your 
own  country.  No,  Sir,  there  will  be  no 
mercy  from  this  side  of  the  House  upon 
those  grounds.  The  only  mercy  that  I 
can  conceive  could  be  shown  to  Ireland 
would  be,  if  some  omnipotent  power  wonld 
altogether  change  its  representation. 
Without  that,  I  see  no  hope  of  rescuing 
a  country  whose  Members  imposed  upon 
it  a  burden  of  3,000,000Z.  a  year  in  perpe* 
tuity,  in  order  to  please  the  Goverameat 
of  the  day.  But,  Sir,  with  regard  to  the 
question  immediately  before  the  House,  I 
avow  that  neither  the  Irish  distilierSy  nsr 
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the  Scotch  distillers,  nor  the  British  dis- 
tillers, nor  anj  sect  or  party  in  this  coun- 
try, have  my  sympathies.  My  wishes  do 
not  lean  to  one  side  or  the  other;  all  I 
wish  to  see  is  justice  fairly  and  impartially 
dealt  out  to  all.  I  wish  to  see  this  ques- 
tion, like  all  others,  tried  upon  its  real 
merits,  and  a  real  not  a  merely  nominal 
equality  established.  For  instance,  no 
man  feels  more  strongly  than  I  do  that  the 
West  Indies  has  been  through  our  own 
policy  brought  to  beggary  and  ruin;  but  I 
will  not  seek  to  retrieve  them  at  the  ex- 
pense of  any  other  class.  I  will  not  sit  in 
this  House  to  set  one  class  against  another, 
nor  help  the  planters  in  the  Mauritius  and 
West  Indies  to  prey  upon  the  English, 
Scotch,  and  Irish  distillers.  If  justice  is 
to  be  done  at  all  let  it  be  done  in  a  fair 
and  open  way,  and  let  us  not  endeavour  to 
shift  the  burden  upon  the  British  distillers. 
But  it  has  always  been  a  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment policy  to  set  class  against  class. 
As  regards  the  effect  which  those  duties 
would  have  upon  the  West  Indies,  there 
was  a  letter  addressed  by  Mr.  Greene  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ;  it  will 
not  be  denied  that  Mr.  Greene  is  the  very 
highest  authority  upon  this  question,  yet 
he  thought  that  the  great  boon  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Westbury  (Mr.  Wilson) 
said  was  equal  to  Is,  6d.  per  cwt.  weight 
upon  sugar  was  (and  he  proved  it  to  de- 
monstration) only  equal  to  threepence- 
farthing  per  cwt.  in  sugar  to  the  West 
Indies,  to  the  East  Indies  one  penny  and 
three-eighths,  and  that  to  the  Mauritius 
the  great  boon  did  not  exceed  two-fifths  of 
a  penny.  How  any  person  can  come  to 
a  different  conclusion  from  that  of  Mr. 
Greene  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand,  unless 
he  assume  that  the  West  Indies  are  to  get 
the  whole  duty.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Leominster  (Mr.  Barkly),  thinks  the  plan- 
ter will  get  the  whole  duty ;  and  here  I 
must  say,  that  as  far  as  the  West  Indian 
question  is  concerned,  I  do  not  know  any 
Member  that  has  done  more  mischief  than 
the  hon.  Member,  for  his  speech  furnished 
the  only  peg  upon  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  could  hang  an  argument.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  agreed  that  if  a  differen- 
tial duty  of  10^.  were  to  be  imposed  for 
more  than  two  or  three  years,  the  planters 
would  not  get  the  benefit  of  it,  but  the  la- 
bourer. Now  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  how  he  draws  the  line  of 
distinction  between  the  permanent  diffe- 
rential duty  on  sugar,  and  the  permanent 
differential  duty  on  rum.     Does  he  think 


that  the  Creoles  will  not  find  out  that  the 
West  Indians  obtained  that  great  boon  from 
the  reduction  of  the  differential  duty  on 
rum  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Worthing  promises  ?  If  the  argu- 
ment upon  which  the  Government  relies 
be  that  the  negroes  will  demand  higher 
wages  in  cases  of  a  permanent  differen- 
tial duty  in  favour  of  colonial  sugar, 
then  I  think  that  argument  equally  ap- 
plies to  the  case  of  rum.  It  is  true 
that  when  the  report  of  the  Committee 
upon  this  subject  was  drawn  up,  there 
was  understood  to  be  a  majority  upon  the 
Committee  in  favour  of  a  differential  duty 
of  10^.  upon  sugar.  It  is  also  true  that 
colonial  sugar  then  went  up  28,  per  cwt., 
and  that  foreign  sugar  fell  Is.  6d,;  but  I 
never  heard  that  the  recommendation  of 
the  Chairman,  which  was  rejected  by  a 
majority  of  nine  to  ^ve,  had  an  effect  upon 
the  price  of  rum,  which  since  then  has  had 
a  downward  tendency.  But  with  respect 
to  this  question,  and  the  boon  which  the 
West  Indies  are  to  gain,  hon.  Gentlemen 
ought  to  know  that  they  cannot  have  more 
of  the  cat  than  the  skin,  and  that  if  the 
whole  amount  of  the  boon  is  to  be  65,0002., 
that  65,000Z.  is  to  be  divided  between  the 
East  Indies,  the  West  Indies,  and  the 
Mauritius :  in  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Greene 
the  amount  of  such  boon  is  not  greater 
than  43,0002.  Now,  Sir,  I  have  shown 
the  House  that  this  boon,  of  which  so  much 
has  been  said,  is  almost  valueless.  I  have 
shown  that  the  distillers  are  already  under 
great  disadvantages;  and  I  maintain  again 
that  you  have  no  right  to  oppress  the  Bri- 
tish distillers  because  they  may  happen  to 
be  a  wealthier  or  a  poorer  class  than  the 
West  Indian  planters,  in  order  to  benefit 
any  party,  or  class,  or  section  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects.  You  ought  to  deal  out 
justice  to  all  parties  without  favour  or  af- 
fection. I  say  once  more  that  I  will  never, 
whilst  I  have  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  this 
House,  advocate  the  interests  of  any  one 
class  against  another,  and  that  I  will  never 
countenance  the  principle  that  English, 
Irish,  and  Scotch  are  to  be  burdened  and 
oppressed  in  order  to  benefit  their  fellow- 
subjects  on  the  other  side  of  the  Indian 
seas  ;  or  that  the  West  Indians  are  upon 
the  other  hand  to  be  unjustly  burdened  for 
the  sake  of  any  class  in  these  islands.  But 
I  defy  any  man  to  show  that  if  the  duties 
are  altered,  the  duty  will  then  be  fairly 
assessed  between  the  British  distillers  on 
the  one  side,  and  the  West  Indians  on  the 
other.     If  the  West  Indian  deserves  and 
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needs  compensation,  gire  it  to  him  fairlj 
and  honestly — give  it  to  him  not  at  the 
cost  of  his  fellow-suhjects,  hat  give  him 
compensation  at  the  cost  of  the  slare- 
traders  and  slave  planters  in  Cuha  and  in 
Brazil. 

Mb.  GOULBURN  did  not  advocate  the 
measure  proposed  hy  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
because  he  looked  upon  it  as  a  compensa- 
tion given  to  the  West  Indians  for  the 
losses  thej  had  sustained;  hut  he  advo- 
cated the  proposition  because  he  believed 
it  was  a  just  settlement  between  two  classes 
of  th^r  fellow-subjects  who  produced  simi- 
lar articles,  and  had  a  right  to  stand  on 
the  same  footing.  The  question  for  the 
House  was  one  which  was  to  be  decided  by 
a  calculation  of  the  duties  and  restrictions 
imposed  upon  the  two  articles  which  were 
the  subjects  of  legislation;  and  he  enter- 
tained the  opinion  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman hitd  made  on  the  whole  a  fair  cal- 
culation upon  the  subject.  If  he  had  any 
obfection  to  that  calculation,  it  was  this — 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in  fa- 
vour of  the  British  distillers.  With  re^rd 
to  the  difficulty  imposed  upon  the  British 
distillers  by  the  restrictions  of  the  Excise, 
he  could  not  agree  altogether  in  the  opi- 
nion expressed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  It 
must  certainly  be  admitted  that  the  effect 
of  the  collection  of  the  excise  duty  upon 
the  manufacture  of  an  article,  is,  in  some 
respects,  calculated  to  produce  inconve- 
nience to  the  manufacturer;  but  there  are 
some  respects  in  which  it  is  of  the  greatest 
advantage  to  a  manufacturer  to  have  the 
supervision  of  the  Excise,  and  in  no  article 
is  that  more  observable  than  in  the  article 
of  spirits.  Tho  Exciso  supervision  gave 
an  additional  guard  to  the  proprietor  of  the 
manufactory  against  the  frauds  which  could 
be  so  easily  committed  by  the  servants  he 
employed  in  that  manufactory.  The  Go- 
vernment was  protected  from  the  abstrac- 
tion of  a  quart  of  spirits,  on  which  they 
were  ehtitled  to  receive  duty;  but,  at  the 
same  time  the  manufacturer  was  guarded 
from  the  frauds  that  might  be  committed 
upon  him  by  those  who  possibly  might  be 
inclined  to  abstract  gallons  if  no  duty  were 
charged  upon  it.  He  knew  it  was  said 
that  a  great  hardship  was  inflicted  upon 
the  distillers  by  the  penalties  that  were 
imposed  upon  every  step  they  took  in  the 
manufacture  of  spirits;  but  it  should  be 
llected  that  these  penalties  were  not 
ntly  exacted,  but  were  held  out  in 


terrorem^  to  protect  the  honest  toAet  finom 
the  fraudulent  one.  He  b^ged,  in  sup- 
port of  his  view  of  the  subject,  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  state  of  the 
soap  duties  in  this  country.  The  soap  ex- 
cise duty  is  \\i,  per  lb.  on  bard  soap,  and 
Idf.  per  lb.  on  soft  soap.  And  what  was 
Uie  regulation  with  regard  to  the  soap  of 
the  British  colonies  ?  They  imposed  a  duty 
of  \\d.  on  hard  soap,  and  only  Id.  on  soft 
soap;  precisely  the  amount  of  doty  levied 
in  this  country,  not  taking  into  considera- 
tion in  any  degree  the  restrictions  which 
the  Excise  imposed  on  Uie  mannfactorer 
in  this  country;  and  he  never  yet  heard  it 
complained  of  any  manufacturer  of  soap  in 
this  country  that  he  was  likely  to  be  min- 
ed by  the  competition  of  Canada,  or  Nova 
Scotia,  or  New  Brunswick.  But  look  how 
the  matter  stood  with  respect  to  Ireland. 
In  Ireland  there  was  no  soap  duty  at  all — 
there  was  no  restriction  on  the  manu£u^ 
turer — ^he  had  every  advantage  possessed 
by  the  manufacturer  in  this  country.  The 
commodities  and  labour  were  cheaper;  and 
was  there  any  countervailing  duty  imposed 
upon  him  ?  The  Irish  were  p^nitted  to  in- 
troduce their  soap  at  a  duty  of  1^  for 
hard  soap,  and  of  \d.  for  soft  soap;  and 
what  was  the  consequence?  Did  Ireland 
overflow  this  country  with  soap  9  No;  but 
England  sent  into  Ireland  a  very  great 
quantity  of  soap  every  year.  When  they 
had  to  deal  with  West  India  rum,  was  it 
right  that  the  excise  restrictions  were  to 
be  made  a  subject  for  compensation  ?  Did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  think  that  the 
restrictions  Upon  soap  were  less  than  the 
restrictions  upon  spirits?  Did  they  ever 
hear  of  the  enormous  penalties  imposed  in 
every  stage  of  the  soap  manufacture?  A 
man  could  not  open  a  cc^per  without  leave, 
and  the  penalties  were  far  more  severe  than 
those  imposed  on  spirits.  He  would  next 
refer  to  the  question  of  the  decreases;  and 
he  must  say  that  he  differed  from  the  opi- 
nion expressed  by  the  noble  Lord  with  re- 
spect to  the  conduct  of  the  Chairman  of 
Excise,  who  was  examined  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Sugar.  The  noble  Lord  said 
the  evidence  of  the  Chairman  of  Excise  waa 
to  be  taken  as  nothing,  because  he  ex- 
pressed himself  diffidently.  [  Lord  GBOlifift 
Bentikck  had  stated  that  the  Chairman  of 
the  Excise  had  expressed  himself  diffident)^ 
as  to  his  opinion  upon  the  restrictions,  but 
most  positively  upon  certain  matters  of 
fact,  and  that  on  all  those  matters  of  ^t 
he  was  wrong  four  cases  to  one.]  Ha  con- 
sidered that  the  man  who  o^rowed  lum- 
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Belf  with  diffidence,  and  admitted  that  he 
found  it  difficult  to  ascertain  the  exact 
amount  of  decrease,  was  the  man  of  all 
others  on  i^hoiu  they  should  he  most  in- 
clined to  rely;  and  that  was  exactly  (on 
matters  of  opinion)  what  had  heen  done 
hy  the  Chairman  of  the  Excise.  The  nohle 
Lord  said  the  Chairman  of  the  Excise  had 
the  assistance  of  an  attendant  who  was 
whispering  in  his  ear;  but  they  all  knew 
perfectly  well  that  all  questions  Connect- 
ed with  distillers  were  best  understood 
hy  those  who  conducted  the  practical 
operations  of  distilleries;  and  in  every 
instance  he  had  attended  of  a  Commit- 
tee in  which  the  Excise  business  was 
the  subject  of  discussion,  the  Surveyor 
General  or  some  inferior  officer  of  Ex- 
cise was  in  attendance  to  assist  the  Chair- 
man. What  they  maintained  was  this, 
that,  taking  the  whole  course  for  a  long 
period,  on  which  alone  an  avehtge  could 
be  ascertained,  the  amount  was  less  than 
WM  allowed  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Ex- 
dse  and  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. He  Would  say,  therefore,  that, 
allowing  for  the  leakage,   there  was  no 

Sound  for  objecting  to  the  resolution  of 
e  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  as  be- 
tween the  distillers  in  the  colonies  and  in 
this  country.  His  own  views  on  the  ques- 
tioii  of  rum  and  British  spirits  had  been 
known  ever  since  1830,  when  he  proposed 
luB  measure  for  the  reduction  of  the  duties 
on  rum.  The  noble  Lord  had  objected  to 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Leominster, 
for  having  quoted  an  anonymous  pamphlet; 
but  the  part  which  his  hon.  Friend  quoted 
was  word  for  word  the  import  of  the  Com- 
mission that  had  been  appointed  by  the 
Crown  on  this  subject.  It  had  been  said 
also,  that  they  had  paid  too  much  atten- 
tion to  the  views  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Excise  ;  but  if  there  were  any  party  who 
should  be  more  jealous  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Excise  than  another,  it  was  the 
colonial  pkodUcet*,  because  the  part  of  their 
labour  which  the  Excise  Commissioners 
found  most  satisfactory  was  clearly  the 
eoUeotion  of  the  duty  on  Endish  spirits, 
seeiug  that  it  Was  all  paid  wi£out  trouble 
by  eight  groat  houses.  He  did  not  wish 
to  occupy  the  time  of  the  Committee;  but 
before  mtting  down  he  mUst  say  that  he 
had  heard  with  some  regret  an  expression 
thAt  hAd  be^  used  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dublin.  That  hon.  Gentleman,  as  rc- 
presentiug  an  Irish  constituency,  talked 
throughout  his  speech  of  "  your  colonies.'' 
fie  would  maintain  that  the  colonies  were 


as  much  the  property  of  Ireland  as  of 
England — that  they  were  maintained  as 
much  for  the  advantage  of  Ireland  as  of 
this  country;  and  he  could  not,  therefore^ 
consider  any  benefit  conferred  on  the  ccdo- 
nies  in  any  other  light  than  as  an  advan- 
tage conferred  on  children  of  the  united 
kingdom  who  had  embarked  their  capital 
in  cultivation  in  a  distant  country.  As  he 
regarded  the  proposition  as  one  based  on 
justice  and  sound  policy,  he  trusted  that  it 
would  receive  the  approbation  not  only  of 
the  House  but  of  the  country. 

Mr.  FORBES  could  not  help  remem- 
bering the  arguments  used  on  this  ques- 
tion in  1847  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who  then 
proposed  a  duty  of  9d,  though  he  said 
that  7d.  would  be  strict  justice.  The 
noble  Lord  had  stated  tbat  the  Chairman 
of  the  Excise  had  fenced  with  the  question: 
but  he  thought  that  a  man  who  did  so  had 
some  fixed  view  to  maintain,  and  the 
Chairman  of  Excise  had  shown  no  symptom 
of  that.  He  could  not  conceive  how  either 
the  present  or  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  could  not  approve  of  a  icL 
duty,  afler  formerly  supporting  a  duty  df 
Is.  2d. 

The  Comtnittee  divided  on  the  queslioni 
that  the  Chairman  do  leave  the  cnair : — 
Ayes  75  ;  Noes  168  :  Majority  93. 

Listof  the  Ayes. 


Anstey,  T.  C. 
Archdall,  Capt. 
Baldock,  E.  fl.      • 
Bateson,  T. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Bentinck,  Lord  H. 
Beresford,  W. 
Bourke,  R.  S, 
Bouverie,  hon.  E.  P, 
Bremridge,  R. 
Broadley,  H. 
BuUer,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Chichester,  Lord 
Cole,  hon.  II.  A. 
Cowan,  C. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Devereux,  J.  T. 
Dick,  Q. 
Disraeli,  B. 
Duncan,  G. 
Dunne,  F.  P. 
Emlyn,  Viaot. 
Farnham,  E.  B. 
Farrer,  J. 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A, 
Floyer,  J. 
Fox,  R.  M. 
Fidler,  A.  E. 
Galway,  Visct. 
GaskeU,  J.  M. 
Gordon,  Adm. 


J.  L. 


Gore,  W.  R.  0. 
Granby,  MaTq.  of 
Greene,  T. 
Grogan,  £. 
Gwyn,  H. 
Halsey,  T.  P. 
Hastie,  A. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  H.  A. 
Hildyard,  T.  B.  t. 
Hodgson,  W.  N. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Hudson,  G. 
Ingestre,  Visot. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Keogh,  W. 
•Knox,  Col. 
Lascelles,  hon.  £. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Lowther,  hon.  Ool. 
M'Cullagh,  W.  T. 
M*Gr6gor,  J. 
Manners,  Lord  G. 
Masterman,  J. 
Monsell,  W. 
Morgan,  0. 
Napier,  J. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Noel,  hon.  G.  J. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
Nugent,  Sir  P. 
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O'Brien.  Sir  L.  Sturt,  H.  G. 

OTonnell,  M.  J.  SuUivaii.M. 

Reynolds,  J.  Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 

Sadlier,  J.  Wawn.  J.  T. 

Scott,  hon.  F.  Wodehouse,  E. 

Scully,  F.  TSLLSB8. 

Somerset,  Capt.  Fagan,  W. 

Spooner,  R.  Forbes,  W. 

List  of  the  Noes. 

Abdy,  T.  N.  Greene,  T. 

Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 

Adair,  R.  A.  S. 

Anson,  hon.  Col. 

Anson,  Visct. 

Armstrong,  Sir  A. 

Armstrong,  R.  B. 

Baines,  M.  T. 

Barkly,  H. 

Baring,  rt-hn.  Sir  F.T. 

Bellew,  R.  M. 

Benbow,  J. 

Berkeley,  lion.  Capt. 

Berkeley,  bon.  C.  F. 

Bircb,  Sir  T.  B. 


Bowring,  Dr. 
Boyd,  J. 
Boyle,  bon.  Col. 
BrooUehurat,  J. 
Brockman,  £.  D. 
Brotberton,  J. 
Brown,  W. 
Browne,  R.  D. 
Boiler,  0. 
Batler,  P.  S. 
CardweU,  £. 
Carew,  W.  H.  P. 
Carendish,  hon.  C.  C. 
Carendish,  W.  G. 
Childers,  J.  W. 
CUy,  J. 
Clifford,  H.M. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Compton,  H.  C. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Dairymple,  Capt. 
Dashwood,  G.  H. 
Darie,  Sir  H.  R.  F. 
Deedes,  W. 
Denison,  J.  £. 
D'Eyncourt,  rt.  hn.  C.  T. 
Dockworth,  Sir  J.  T.B. 
Dancnft,  J. 
Dnndas,  Adm. 
Dondas,  Sir  D. 
East,  Sir  J.  B. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Euston,  Earl  of 
Erans,  Sir  De  L. 
Fitigerald,  W.  R.  S. 
Fitzroy,  hon.  H. 
Foley,  J.  H.  H. 
Fortescue,  hon.  J.  W. 
Freestun,  Col. 
Frewen,  C.  H. 
Gladstone,  rt.  hn.  W.  E. 
Glyn,  G.  C. 
Godson,  R. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Gnham,  rt.  bon.  Sir  J. 


GrenfeU,  C.  W. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Hall,  Sir  B. 
HaUyburton,  Ld.  J.F.G. 
Ilastie,  A. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hay,  Lord  J. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Headlam,  T.  E. 
Henry,  A. 
Henrey,  Lord  A. 
Heywood,  J. 
Hobhouse,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hogg,  Sir  J.  W. 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G. 
Howard,  hon.  J.  K. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howard,  Sir  R. 
Hutt.  W. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Jenris,  Sir  J. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Jolli£fe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Kershaw,  J. 

Labouchere,  rt.  bon.  H. 
Lacy,  H.  C. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Lascclles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Legh,  G.  C. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Lindsay,  hon.  Col. 
Littleton,  bon.  E.  R. 
Lockhart,  A.  E. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
M'Taggart,  Sir  J. 
^larshaU,  J.  G. 
Matheson,  A. 
Iklatheson,  Col. 
Maole,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Miles,  P.  W.  S. 
Milner,  W.  M.  £. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Moody,  C.  A. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Morris,  D. 

Mostyn,  hon.  E.  M.  L. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
Paget,  Lord  G. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Pennant,  hon.  Col. 
Perfect,  R. 
Pigott,  F. 
Pilkington,  J. 


Pinney,  W. 
Pugh,  D. 
Pusey,  P. 
Raphael,  A. 
Reid,  Col. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Ricardo,  0. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Rumbold,  C.  E. 
Rassell,  Lord  J. 
RusseU,  F.  C.  H. 
Rutherfiird,  A. 
Sandars,  J. 
Seymer,  H.  K. 
Sheil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Shelbume,  Earl  of 
Simeon,  J. 

SomerTille,  rt.hn.Sir  W. 
Spearman,  H.  J. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Thicknesse,  R.  A. 


Thompson,  CoL 
Thomely,  T. 
ToUemache,  hon.  J.  F. 
Towneley,  J. 
Towneley,  R.  G. 
Turner,  E. 
Turner,  G.  J. 
Tynte,  Col. 
Vemey,  Sir  H. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
WUlcox,  B.  Bl 
Williams,  J. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  B«L 
Wood,  rt.  hn.  Sir  C. 
Wood,  W.  P. 
Wyld,  J. 
WyriU,  M. 

TKLLEBB. 

Tufoell,  H. 
Rich,  H. 


Original  qaestion  again  proposed. 

Mr.  MONSELL  moved  that  the  Chair- 
man  report  progress. 

Mb.  labouchere  deprecated  the 
coarse  of  moving  adjournments  at  that 
hour,  which  was  hecoming,  not  as  formerly, 
the  exception,  hut  the  rule  of  the  House,  to 
the  prevention  of  husiness.  In  the  single 
comhat,  as  it  had  heen  designated,  which 
had  there  taken  place  hetween  the  Chair- 
man of  Excise  and  the  nohle  Lord  the 
Memher  for  Ljnn,  the  whole  suhject  had 
heen  gone  into  in  all  its  detaib;  and  again, 
the  House  had  heen  discussing  it  the  whole 
of  that  night.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Mem- 
her for  Limerick  (Mr.  Monaell}  wotdd  not 
proceed  with  his  Motion. 

Mb.  SADLIER  hoped  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Monsell)  would  persist  in  his  Motion* 
He  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  Uie  question  had  heen  fully  discussed 
in  the  Select  Committee,  and  he  regretted 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  pro- 
posed a  measure  the  contrary  of  that  which 
the  Committee  had  recommended. 

After  a  lengthened  discussion  in  refer- 
ence chiefly  to  a  supposed  pronuse  made 
hy  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  the 
Irish  Members,  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman explained  was  misunderstood  and 
misdescnbed,  in  which  he  was  supported 
by  the  Irish  Members  who  had  wuted  oa 
him. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  quea- 
tion,  that  the  Chairman  do  now  report  pro- 
gress : — Ayes  48;  Noes  127  :  Majori^  79. 

[It  will  suffice  that  we  insert  the  Ajea 
only  of  the  last  of  these  two  divisions.] 

On  the  original  question  bang  again 
put. 
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Colonel  DUNNE  moved  that  the  Chair* 
man  do  leave  the  chair. 

The  Committee  divided  :  —  Ajes  48; 
Noes  125:  Majority  77. 

List  of  the  Ates. 


Anatey,  T.  C. 
Arohdall,  Capt. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Baldock,  E.  H. 
Bentinck,  Lord  6. 
Boyd,  J. 
Butler,  P.  S. 
Gallaghan,  D. 
Chichester,  T/ord  J.  L. 
Cole,  hon.  H.  A. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Devereux,  J.  T. 
Fagan,  W. 
Floyer,  J. 
Galway,  Visct. 
GaskeU,  J.  M. 
Gooch,  £.  S. 
Greene,  J. 
Gwyn,  H. 
Halsey,  T.  P. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hayes,  Sir  £. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbert.  H.  A. 
Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hodgson,  W.  N. 


Hudson,  G. 
Ingestre,  Visct. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Keogh,  W. 
Knox,  Col. 
M'Cullagh,  W.  T. 
M'Gregor,  J. 
Monsell,  W. 
Norreys,  Sir  D,  J. 
Nugent,  Sir  P. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Sadlier,  J. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Scully,  F. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Spooner,  R. 
Sullivan,  M. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 

TELLERS. 

Dunne,  Col. 
Fox,  R.  M. 


Oririnal  question  again  put,  and  after 
some  discussion  as  to  the  further  proceeding 
then  or  the  next  day  at  noon,  part  of  which 
took  place  with  closed  doors,  the  Commit- 
tee divided: — Ayes  116;  Noes  37:  Ma- 
jority 79. 


List  of 

Abdy,  T.  N. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Armstrong,  R.  B. 
Baines,  M.  T. 
Barkly,  H. 

Baring,  rt.  hon.  Sir  F.T. 
BeUew,  R.  M. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Birch,  Sir  T.  B. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Brockman,  E.  D. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brown,  W. 
Buller,  C. 
Cardwell,  E. 
Carew,  W.  H.  P. 
Carendish,  hon.  C.  C. 
ChUders,  J.  W. 
Compton,  H.  C. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Dashwood,  G.  H. 
Deedes,  W. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Duckworth,  Sir  J.  T.B. 
Duncuft,  J. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Danda8,SirD. 


the  Ayes. 

Ebrington,  Visct. 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Evans,  Sir  D.  L. 
Fitzgerald,W.  R.  S. 
Fitzroy,  hon.  H. 
Foley,  J.  H.  H. 
Freestun,  Col. 
Frewen,  C.  H. 
Glyn,  G.  C. 
Godson,  R. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Greene,  T. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Hall,  Sir  B. 

Hallyburton,  Lord  J.  F. 
Hardcostle,  J.  A. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Henry,  A. 
Hervey,  Lord  A. 
Heywood,  J. 
Hobhouse,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G. 
Howard,  hon.  J.  K. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
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Jervis,  Sir  J. 

Romilly,  Sir  J. 

Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  H. 

Rumbold,  C.  E. 

Lacy,  H.  C. 

RusseU,  Lord  J. 

Li^celles,  hon.  W.  S. 

Rutherfurd,  A. 

Lewis,  G.  C. 

Sandars,  J. 

Littleton,  hon.  £.  R. 

Scholefield,  W. 

Lockhart,  A.  E. 

Seymer,  H.  K. 

Mackinnon,  W.  A. 

Shelbume,  Earl  of 

Marshall,  J.  G. 

Simeon,  J. 

Masterman,  J. 

Somer  ville,rt.  hon.SirW. 

Matheson,  Col. 

Spearman,  H.  J. 

Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 

Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 

Miles,  P.  W.  S. 

Thicknesse,  R.  A. 

Milner,  W.  M.  E. 

Thompson,  Col. 

Morpeth,  Visct. 

Thomely,  T. 

Morris,  D. 

Turner,  G.  J. 

Mostyn,  hon.  E.  M.  L. 

Tynte,  Col. 

Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 

WiUcox,  B.  M. 

Paget,  Lord  C. 

Williams,  J. 

Paget,  Lord  G. 

WUloughby,  Sir  H. 

Palmerston,  Visct. 

Wilson,  J. 

Parker,  J. 

WUson,  M. 

Patten,  J.  W. 

Wood.  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 

Pechell,  Capt. 

Wood,  W.  P. 

Pigott,  F. 

Wyld,  J. 

Pilkington,  J. 

WyvUl,  M. 

Pinney,  W. 

Raphael,  A. 

TELLBB8. 

Ricardo,  0. 

Tufoell,  H. 

Rice,  E.  R. 

Rich,  H. 

List  of  the  Noes. 

Anstey,  T.  C. 

Ingestre,  Visct. 

Archdall,  Capt. 
Baldock,  E.  H. 

Jones,  Capt. 

McGregor,  J. 

Bentinck,  Lord  G. 

Monsell,  W. 

Butler,  P.  S. 

Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 

Callaghan,  D. 

Nugent,  Sir  P. 

Chichester,  Lord  J.  L. 

O'Connell,  M.  J. 

Cole,  hon.  H.  A. 

Reynolds,  J. 

Crawford,  W.  S. 

SadUer,  J. 

Devereux,  J.  T. 

Scott,  hon.  F. 

Duncan,  G. 

Scully,  F. 

Fagan,  W. 

Sibthorp,  Col. 

Floyer,  J. 

Sturt,  U.  G. 

Fox.  R.  M. 

SulUvan,  M. 

Galway,  Visct. 

Taylor,  T.  E. 

Greene,  J. 

TyroU,  Sir  J.  T. 

Grogan,  E. 

Waddington,  H.  S. 

Halsey,  T.  P. 

TELLERS. 

Hayes,  Sir  E. 

Dunne,  Col. 

Herbert,  H.  A. 

Keogh,  W. 

Resolutions  agreed  to. 
House  resumed.    Report  to  he  received. 
House  adjourricd  at  a  quarter  to  Three 
o'clock. 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  July  18, 1848. 

MfNUTRS.]     Public  Bills.— 1*  Exchange  of  Advowions 
in  the  Counties  of  Warwick  and  Stafford. 
Reported. — Appeals  on  Civil  Bills  (Dublin). 
3*  and  passed ;    Officers  of  Courts  of  Justice  (Ireland), 
Assimilation  of  Appointments. 

Pbtitionb  Prksbntkd.  From  Billinge  and  St.  Hdem, 
against  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sundays.— 
By  Lord  Beaumont,  from  Members  of  the  Sodety  of 
Odd  Fellows,  Manchester  Unity,  for  the  Extemioa  of 
the  Provisions  of  the  Benefit  Societies  Act  to  that  Ordac 
—From  Preston,  for  the  Adoption  of  a  System  of  Secular 
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Eduettioii  in  the  Cdanty  of  Lancaster.— Frmh  Metohanta 
and  Bankers  of  the  MetropoUa,  for  thaAmendment  of  the 
LawofBaukniptey. 

FOREIGN  SHEEP. 
The  Duke  of  RICHMOND,  in  moying, 
according  to  notice^  for  a  return  of  the 
number  of  Sheep,  and  the  quantity  of 
Wool  imported  into  the  United  Kingdom  in 
ihe  jear  1847,  and  asking  what  precau- 
tionary measures  had  been  taken  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  with  respect  to  a 
contagious  disease  in  sheep,  supposed  to 
be  of  the  nature  of  small-pox,  said  that 
the  House  was  aware  that  in  consequence 
of  the  tariff  of  Sir  R.  Peel,  which  had  so 
unfortunately,  as  he  thought,  been  carried 
throtigh  Parliament,  foreign  sheep  and 
foreign  cattle  could  be  brought  into  this 
country;  and  the  jusification  of  that  mea- 
sure wasv  that  the  people  of  England 
should  have  their  mutton  cheap.  Well,  it 
was  true  they  had  brought  in  foreign  sheep, 
but  with  them  they  had  brought  in  a  dis- 
ease that  would  destroy  more  English 
sheep  than  the  whole  number  of  foreign 
they  were  importing.  He  thought  the  Go- 
vernment was  bound  to  do  their  utmost  to 
ascertain  all  the  circumstances  of  the  dis- 
ease; and  for  that  purpose  they  should 
send  over  some  gentleman  of  the  veterinary 
profession  to  those  |>laees  in  the  north  of 
Germany  where  the  disease  appeared  to  be 
chiefly  prevalent,  in  order  that  he  might 
ascertain  the  symptoms,  and  the  best 
means  of  counteracting  its  effects.  He 
knew  that  he  ^would  be  told  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  appointed  persons  to  examine 
the  cargoes  of  sheep  imported  into  this 
country  ;  but  the  custom-house  officers 
could  not  know  whether  the  sheep  were 
diseased  or  not.  He  (the  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond) was  told  that  the  disease  often  lay 
dormant  in  the  animal,  and  did  not  show 
itself  for  a  fortnight.  He  might  be  told, 
too,  that  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society, 
or  BOkne  of  the  agricultural  societies,  ought 
to  dt>  what  he  suggested  about  ascertaining 
the  cause  and  cure  for  the  disease;  but  he 
denied  that.  If,  indeed,  any  of  them  had 
voted  for  the  tariff,  they  might  be  told  it 
was  their  duty;  but  they  had  all  opposed 
it.  They  said  that  with  the  foreign  sheep 
dtseasie  would  be  imported,. and  their  pro- 
phecy had  been  fulfilled.  He,  therefore, 
thpught  it  was  the  duty  of  his  noble 
iPriend  to  prevent,  for  a  time  at  least,  the  im- 
poHatioh  of  sheep  until  they  saw  what  was 
to  Ibe  done.  He  was  aware  that  one  gen- 
t,  who  had  had  a  good  deal  of  ex- 
in  Holstein,  where  the  disease 


was  very  prevalent,  suggested  thai  vaecin- 
ation  should  be  tried,  as  he  thought  it 
might  dd  to  arrest  the  prc^press  of  the 
disease. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  felt 
that  he  was  not  boiind  to  argue  with  his 
noble  Friend  as  to  the  merits  or  dementis 
of  Sir  Robert  Peel's  tariff  respecting  sheep. 
But  he,  fks  one  of  its  supporters,  should 
say  that  he  thought  it  had  operated  bene- 
ficially for  this  country.  He,  however,  ad- 
mitted the  inconvenience  attending  the  &ee 
importation  of  sheep,  and  the  importance 
of  the  subject  to  which  his  noble  friend 
had  alluded;  and  although  he  was  not  one 
of  those  prone  to  create  alarm,  he  thought 
it  would  be  useful  that  some  alarm  should 
be  created  upon  that  subject,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  inducing  persons  engaged  in  the 
traffic  to  adopt  such  precautions  as  would 
protect  both  themselves  and  the  public 
from  the  consequences  of  the  importation 
and  spread  of  the  disease.  The  subieet 
was  one  well  calculated  to  eicite  their 
Lordships*  curiosity  and  attention^  With 
the  view  to  the  providing  of  a  future  re- 
medy; for  it  affected  the  largest  'staple 
commodity  in  the  manufactures  of  this 
country,  as  well  as  ah  article  of  exten- 
sively used  food.  It  Was  known  that  the 
disease  had  existed  for  a  long  time  in  Hol- 
stein;  ahd  it  was  a  curious  cireumstanee 
that,  although  it  had  existed  there  without 
propagating  itself,  it  subsequently  propa- 
gated itself  in  various  other  countries  into 
which  it  had  been  imported;  but  he  be- 
lieved it  was  only  this  year  that  it  had  in 
this  country  given  any  cause  of  alarm. 
There  were  apprehensions  that  within  the 
last  year  it  had  been  introduced  into  this 
country;  but  he  believed  that,  in  point  of 
fact,  only  one  instance  of  a  diseased  she^ 
had  been  discovered  in  a  cargo  imported 
since  the  present  year  had  commeneed^  A 
great  many,  however,  had  become  impreg- 
nated with  the  disorder,  and  inatiy  more 
would  become  so  if  great  care  were  not 
taken.  The  Government  appointed  pii>- 
perly  qualified  persons  to  examine  the  sheq^ 
imported;  and  their  directions  were,  thiu 
when  diseased  sheep  should  be  discovered^ 
the  infected  animals  should  be  destroyed* 
and  the  whole  oarJB^o  in  which  they  were 
found  should  be  detamed,  and  placed  in  % 
sort  of  quarantine  for  a  reasonable  time* 
He  understood,  that  in  the  countries  where 
the  disease  prevailed,  the  owners  haa 
adopted  the  system  of  inoculatioli,  which 
was  extended  to  whole  flocks,  and  it  had 
had  the  e&ct  of  ^litigating  the  tflbOta  df 
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the  disorder.  As  to  the  method  proposed 
to  be  adopted  by  the  Government,  he  should 
say  that  he  was  not  at  all  certain  that  an 
Order  in  Council  might  not  be  found  ne- 
cessary to  authorise  the  yeterinary  sur- 
geons to  destroy  the  infected  sheep,  and 
to  detain  the  flocks  in  which  they  should 
be  discovered. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  that  nothing 
could  be  more  satisfactory  than  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  noble  Marquess.  The 
matter  was  one  which  involved,  not  only 
the  question  of  the  destruction  of  sheep, 
and  the  spread  of  small-pox,  but  the  spread 
of  many  other  diseases  iJso,  amongst  which 
was  the  cholera. 

THE  LAW  OF  BANKRUPTCY. 

LoftD  WHARNCLIFFE  rose  to  present 
a  petitiod  from  merchants,  bankers,  and 
traiders  of  the  metropolis,  praying  for  a 
consolidation  and  amendment  of  the  law 
6f  Bankruptcy,  in  conformity  with  certain 
suggestions  therein  contained.  The  noble 
Lora  said  this  petition  was  originally  in- 
tended to  have  been  presented  by  a  deceased 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Ashburton),  whose  posi- 
tiott  and  great  experience  had  peculiarly 
fittecl  him  for  such  an  office;  but  it  so 
happened  that  it  now  fell  upon  him  (Lord 
Whamclifib)  to  do  so;  and  he  would  not 
detach  their  Lotdships  at  any  great  length, 
bey6hd  calling  attention  to  the  various  sug- 
gestions in  the  petition.  Their  Lordships, 
he  must  observe  in  the  first  place,  must 
admit  that  the  subject  was  one  of  great 
moment  to  an  immense  and  an  important 
class  of  the  community,  namely,  the  com- 
mercial men  of  this  country.  Again,  the 
petition  was  one  which  demanded  the  grave 
consideration  of  their  Lordships'  House, 
fh)m  the  high  respectability  and  character 
of  those  who  had  signed  it.  There  were 
appended  to  this  document  300  signatures 
of  the  most  considerable  trading  fii-ms  of 
thid  great  metropolis,  and  they  prayed 
their  Lordships  to  amend  the  laws  which 
regulated  the  transactions  carried  on  be- 
tween parties  engaged  in  the  commercial 
world.     The  petitionera  observed — 

*•  ThAt  the  welfare  of  this  great  country  is  de- 
pendent upon  trade  and  commerce,  and  that  cre- 
dit or  confidence  between  man  and  man  is  an 
essential  element  of  their  existence. 

"  That  it  is  the  especial  duty  of  the  State  to 
inaintain  credit  in  its  integrity,  and  effectually 
to  discourage  and  punish  its  fraudulent  or  wilful 
abuse. 

**  That  commercial  credit,  far  from  being  sus- 
tained by  the  laws,  is,  on  the  contrary,  sdmost 
Wholly  unsupported  by  them;  and  that  dependence 
on  the  mercantile  honour  of  the  country,  which 


has  contributed  so  much  to  its  greatness,  is» 
from  a  defective  system  of  legislation,  almoBt 
extinct." 

Now,  with  a  view  to  call  the  attention  of 
their  Lordships  and  the  commercial  worid 
to  the  evils  of  which  they  complained^  the . 
petitioners  continued — 

"  That,  at  a  public  meeting  of  merchant 
bankers,  and  traders,  of  the  metropoliii,  held  in 
the  month  of  February,  in  the  year  1847,  it  wM 
unanimously  resolved,  That  the  existing  bank- 
ruptcy and  insolFcnt  laws  were  a  disgrace  to  this 
cominercial  age  and  country;  that,  under  their 
shelter,  deceit,  reckless  trading,  extravagance, 
dishonesty,  and  every  species  of  fraud,  knight  be 
practised  with  impunity :  the  debtor  was  denko- 
ralised,  and  the  creditor  unprotected ;  that  thin 
impunity  was  steadily  and  surely  undermining  the 
commercial  moralitv  of  the  country ;  that  it  was 
unjust  in  reference  to  society  in  general,  and  to 
the  industrious  classes  in  particular ;  that,  under 
this  protection,  a  profligate  dealer,  after  destroy- 
ing the  fair  trade  of  a  district,  and  ruining  all  ia 
his  neighbourhood,  might,  in  effect,  recommence 
business  and  repeat  his  course  in  another,  or  even 
in  the  same  district,  with  scarcely  a  possibility  of 
his  reckless  career  being  stopped  by  the  arm  of 
justice,  or  of  any  punishment  being  inflicted  upon 
him  for  the  ruin  he  had  entailed  upon  others ; 
that  the  opinion  then  expressed  has  oeen  ui^p- 
pily  strengthened  by  the  numerous  and  disastrous 
&llures  which  have  since  occurred,  and  which  are 
mainly  attributable,  as  your  petitioners  confidently 
assert,  to  the  absence  of  sidequate  and  certain 
punishment  for  reckless  and  fraudulent  traders ; 
that  the  annual  loss  sustained  by  the  country  firom 
bad  debts  has  been  under-estitnated  at  50,000,000?. 
sterling;  that  this  vast  amount  is  exclusive  of 
the  serious  injury  to  the  industrious  classes,  by 
the  reduction  of  wages,  resulting  firom  the  system 
of  selling  at  a  loss,  practised  by  dishonest  dealers, 
who  trust  to  the  protection  and  exemption  from 
punishment  kiow  afforded  them  ;  thai  the  present 
laws  appear  to  have  been  enacted  for  the  purpose 
of  dealing  with  insolvency  after  it  has  taken  place, 
and  not  with  the  view  to  prevent  that  course  of 
trading  which  leads  to  it — a  principle  of  legisla- 
tion which  your  petitioners  consider  of  vital  im- 
portance to  the  safety  of  conmierce. 

"  That  your  petitioners  have  long  entertained 
the  opinion  that  when  insolvency  has  arisen  fix>m 
wilful  miscouduct  or  extravagance,  or  where  debts 
have  been  contracted  in  fraud,  dishonesty,  or 
without  the  reasonable  expectation  of  ability  to 
pay  them,  the  debtor  should  be  subjected  to 
punishment  for  the  injury  he  has  inflicted  upon 
society,  by  imprisonment  in  the  common  gaol ; 
they,  therefore,  hailed  with  satisfaction  the  recog- 
nition of  this  principle  in  the  County  Courts  Act, 
and  are  most  desirous  of  its  extension  to  debts  oF 
larger  amount. 

"That  notwithstanding  certain  acts  of  fraud 
committed  by  bankrupts  are  by  law  punishable  as 
felonies  or  misdemeanours,  yet  the  diflSculties  and 
obstacles  in  the  way  of  conviction  are  such  as  al- 
most entirely  to  deter  creditors  from  their  prose> 
cution. 

"  That  your  petitioners  are  of  opinion  that  upon 
non-payment  of  his  demand  the  creditor  ought  to 
have  every  possible  facility  of  obtaining  an  imme- 
diate distribution  of  his  debtor^s  property,  without 
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the  risk  of  further  loss  by  its  being  made  away 
with." 

Now,  in  consequence  of  certain  resolutions 
and  conclusions  which  had  been  arrived  at 
in  many  meetings,  held  for  some  years 
.  past,  there  were  furnished  the  particulars 
of  48  consecutive  cases  to  the  Committee, 
by  the  Commissioners  of  Bankruptcy.  It 
appeared  that  in  these  48  cases  there  was 
an  amount  of  debts  proved  of  no  less  than 
154,557^.;  and  of  this  sum  the  total 
amount  collected  under  the  bankruptcy 
laws  was  41,826^;  but  before  this  amount 
was  divided  amongst  those  who  were  en- 
titled to  receive  it,  there  were  various  de- 
ductions to  be  made;  there  were  the  ex- 
penses of  the  court,  and  miscellaneous 
charges,  the  solicitor's  costs,  the  official 
assignee's  charges,  &c.;  and,  taking  all 
these  charges  together,  and  deducting 
them  from  the  amount  collected  under  the 
estates,  the  result  was  that  no  more  than 
23,338^.  was  left  to  be  divided,  and  this 
gave  a  dividend  of  3«.  in  the  pound;  and 
as  these  48  consecutive  cases  were  taken 
as  the  average  of  cases,  it  might  be  pre- 
sumed that  the  result  was  not  far  from  the 
average  result.  If  they  took  the  average 
amount  of  bankruptcies  for  five  years,  to 
be  1,348^.,  and  the  dividends  at  3^.  in 
the  pound,  the  amounts  paid  were,  say 
2,21o,000Z. :  that  would  represent  no  less 
a  sum  than  8,083,000Z.,  the  loss  on  that 
amount  being  nearly  7,000,000Z.  Then 
there  were  the  Insolvency  Court  dividends; 
then  there  were  those  from  the  Court  of 
Requests;  then  those  settled  by  composi- 
tion; and  taking  all  these  items  together, 
it  appeared  that  upon  an  average  calcula- 
tain  the  gross  amount  of  bad  debts  was 
65,000,000^.,  and  the  loss  on  this  ac- 
count was  49,000,000Z.  at  the  lowest 
estimate.  He  believed,  however,  that  a 
statement  had  been  made  by  a  learned 
Commissioner,  who  had  been  constant- 
ly acting  in  the  administration  of  these 
laws,  and  he  had  made  an  estimate  of  the 
loss,  which  was  somewhat  lower  than  this. 
But  the  lowest  estimate  of  the  loss  incurred 
by  the  inefficiency  of  the  bankruptcy  laws 
was  25,000,000/.;  and  whether  it  were 
25,000,000Z.,  or,  according  to  the  calcu- 
lation he  had  referred  to,  49,000,000/., 
he  thought  their  Lordships  would  admit 
that  the  subject  was  one  which  demanded 
serious  attention.  The  bankruptcy  laws, 
AA  every  one  knew,  had  within  the  last 
rs  undergone  many  changes,  and 
other  changes  was  that  which  re- 
power  over  the  person  of  the 


debtor  by  the  creditor.  No  doubt  there 
was  at  the  time  a'  very  strong  feeling 
against  this  power  of  imprisonment  by  the 
mesne  process,  and  Parliament  applied  it- 
self to  afford  a  remedy;  but,  for  his  own 
part,  he  must  say,  that  he  had  some  doubt 
whether  Parliament,  in  seeking  to  remedy 
an  abuse,  did  not  go  too  far  in  an  opposite 
direction,  by  giving  an  undue  advantage  to 
the  debtor  over  the  creditor,  which  ope- 
rated most  perniciously.  Now,  this  was  a 
state  of  things  to  which  the  petitioners 
called  the  attention  of  their  Lordships  in 
the  following  terms  : — 

"  That  the  evils  which  the  trading  community 
have  suffered  by  the  abolition,  in  the  year  1838, 
of  arrest  for  debt  upon  mesne  process,  have  con- 
vinced them  that  process  against  the  person  in  the 
first  instance  is  a  remedy  which  ought  to  be  again 
accorded,  but  accompanied  with  j)recaution8 
against  misuse,  and  with  inducements  to  the 
debtor  to  surrender  himself  to  the  Court  of  Bank- 
ruptcy. 

"  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  your  petitioners  that 
all  creditors  whose  debts  sludl  have  been  proved, 
and  also  the  assignees,  for  the  whole  amount  of 
the  bankrupt's  debts,  should  have  the  rights  of 
judgment  creditors  against  his  person. 

*'  That  the  court  should  have  discretionary 
power  to  refuse,  suspend,  or  withdraw  its  protec- 
tion, now  granted  as  of  course,  to  the  bankrupt 
upon  his  surrender  to  the  fiat;  and  that  such  pro- 
tection should  be  absolutely  refused  or  withdrawn 
whenever  the  debtor  shall  fail  to  show  that  his 
bankruptcy  has  arisen  otherwise  than  from  fraud, 
gambling,  wilful  misconduct,  or  extravagance,  or 
in  caso  of  concealment  or  of  making  away  with  his 
property  or  books,  contracting  debts  without  rea- 
sonable expectation  of  ability  to  pay  them,  or  of 
his  commission  of  any  offences  now  punishable  as 
felonies  or  misdemeanours.  That  in  the  event  of 
the  bankrupt  being  taken  in  execution  afier  hav- 
ing been  thus  declared  unworthy  of  protection,  he 
should  not  be  entitled  to  his  release  for  three 
years  (the  maximum  period  of  remand  possessed 
by  the  Insolvent  Debtors*  Court),  except  by  order 
of  the  Commissioner  by  whom  his  protection  shall 
have  been  withdrawn." 

Now,  the  power  of  arrest  by  mesne  process 
existed,  as  the  petitioners  stated,  up  to  the 
year  1838,  when  it  was  abolished;  and  so 
entirely  was  the  law  altered  that  its  prac- 
tical effect  now  was  to  give  a  most  undne 
latitude  to  fraudulent  persons.  He  saw 
no  reason  when  fraud  was  proved — where 
the  bankrupt  could  not  remove  from  him- 
self the  suspicion  in  a  prirrid  facie  case  of 
having  become  bankrupt  by  fraud — to  se- 
curing the  person  of  such  bankrupt,  and 
make  him  answer  in  that  way  for  his  mis- 
conduct. He  did  not  see  why,  under  pro- 
per restrictions,  that  course  should  not  be 
adopted.  The  noble  Lord  proceeded  to 
read  the  remaining  paragraphs  of  the  peti- 
tion to  the  following  effect :— > 
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"  That  trading  by  uncertificated  bankrupts 
should  be  punished  by  severe  penalties. 

"  That  the  fees  now  paid  to  the  Court  of  Bank- 
ruptcy, and  which  press  most  heavily  upon  small 
estates,  should  be  reduced. 

**  That  the  fiat,  which  your  petitioners  deem  an 
unnecessary  source  of  delay,  trouble,  and  expense 
(and  which  was  declared  to  be  so  in  the  report  of 
the  Parliamentary  Commissioners  made  in  the 
year  1840),  should  be  abolished. 

"  That  the  remuneration  to  the  official  assignees 
throughout  the  country  should  be  upon  one  scale, 
to  be  declared  by  Parliament ;  and,  as  a  great 
preventive  of  fraud,  that  they  should  prepare  the 
bankrupt's  balance-sheet. 

**  That  upon  the  deaths  of  traders,  and  in  dc. 
fiiult  of  appointment  of  executors  or  administra- 
tors, the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  should  be  empow- 
ered, after  proper  notice,  to  distribute  the  effects 
of  the  deceased. 

"  That  where  compositions  and  other  arrange, 
ments  between  debtors  and  their  creditors  cannot 
be  otherwise  carried  through,  the  concurrence  of 
three-fourths  in  number  and  value  of  the  creditors 
(above  5l.)  should  be  binding  upon  the  remainder, 
provided  the  arrangement  be  effected  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  ;  and  that 
an  efficient  registration  of  all  such  deeds,  as  well  as 
of  bills  of  sale  and  mortgages  to  creditors,  should 
be  kept. 

"  That  full  annual  returns  should  be  made 
to  Parliament  under  every  bankruptcy,  of  the 
amount  of  the  debts  and  liabilities,  the  available 
assets  and  dividends,  and  other  particulars. 

"  That  a  consolidation  of  the  numerous  statutes 
relating  to  bankioiptcy  is  most  desirable." 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  it  was  impos- 
sible to  over- rate  the  importance  of  the  sub- 
ject thus  brought  before  them  by  the  peti- 
tioners, traders  in  London,  both  wholesale 
and  retail.  He  was  far  from  saying  that 
the  tradesmen  of  London  were  unanimous 
upon  this  subject;  but  still  here  were  three 
hundred  persons  whose  names  were  sufficient 
to  show  their  great  importance  in  this  city, 
and  the  consideration  that  their  Lordships 
ought  to  give  to  their  petition.  There 
were  various  points  in  that  petition  with 
which  he  fully  agreed,  particularly  in  the 
opinion  that  the  bankruptcy  laws,  as  they 
at  present  stood,  were  too  complicated, 
scattered  over  a  variety  of  statutes,  and 
that  they  ought  to  be  consolidated,  reduced 
into  manageable  form,  and  made  more  ac- 
cessible to  practitioners  and  to  the  public 
at  large.  But  there  were  other  recom- 
mendations in  the  petition,  the  propriety 
of  which  he  not  only  more  than  doubted, 
but  which  he  was  not  at  all  prepared  to 
accede  to.  His  noble  Friend  had  truly 
said  that  large  changes  had  of  late  years 
been  made  in  the  law  of  debtor  and  cre- 
ditor. In  the  Bankruptcy  Courts  six  Com- 
missioners were  always  working.  He  be- 
lieved that  no  men  would  more  readily  ad- 
mit this  than  the  petitioners  themselves. 


There  were  recent  cases  in  which 
2,400,000Z.  were  recovered,  which  were 
distributed  among  the  creditors;  there 
were  other  cases  in  which  20^.  in  the 
pound  had  been  paid,  and  the  commissions, 
of  course,  superseded,  which  advantages 
would  have  been  lost  under  the  old  system. 
But  that  was  not  the  only  change.  Im- 
prisonment for  debt  had  been  wholly  abo- 
lished, and  imprisonment  under  execution 
had  been  almost  wholly  abolished;  that 
was  to  say,  the  great  principle  had  been 
adopted  by  Parliament  that  debt  should  be 
distinguished  from  crime,  and  that  nobody 
should  be  imprisoned  as  in  compensation 
to  his  creditors,  to  whom  indeed  it  was  no 
compensation,  but  rather  an  expense.  At 
the  same  time,  imprisonment  was  permit- 
ted for  a  fraudulent  contraction  of  debt,  or 
for  gross  extravagance,  which  was  a  kind 
of  fraud,  or  for  contumaciously  refusing  to 
give  up  property,  or  for  making  away  with 
the  property  of  the  creditor  subsequently 
to  the  contracting  of  debt.  Under  these 
four  heads,  which  were  crimes  and  not 
misfortunes,  a  person  was  still  liable  to  be 
imprisoned.  It  appeared  that  the  petition- 
ers did  not  think  that  the  creditor  had  suf- 
ficient power  over  the  debtor.  Well,  he 
would  say,  let  that  be  inquired  into.  Great 
changes  had  of  late  taken  place;  and  as 
all  human  Icsgislation  must  be  more  or 
less  in  the  nature  of  an  ~  experiment,  this 
of  course  must  be  so.  Some  persons  were 
of  opinion  that  the  late  changes  had 
been  perfectly  successful.  He  was  not 
one  of  those  who  thought  so,  for 
no  man  could  say  that  the  acts  of  any 
human  legislature  were  perfect,  or  even 
approached  perfection.  There  were  others 
who  said  that  the  changes  made  mat- 
ters worse  than  the  old  law;  he  still 
less  agreed  with  them,  for  he  thought  if 
the  new  bankruptcy  laws  were  not  perfect, 
they  were  as  near  perfection  as  co\ild  be 
expected  under  the  circumstances:  but 
what  he  said  was  this,  that  they  required 
to  be  looked  after;  they  had  been  tried  for 
some  years,  and  Parliament  had  now  the 
benefit  of  being  assisted  in  their  inquiries 
by  men  who  said  they  had  suffered,  and 
by  others  who  said  they  had  benefited  by 
these  laws.  All  this,  therefore,  was  a 
reason  for  examination.  Wliere  they  had 
done  wrong,  let  them  correct — where  they 
had  done  right,  let  them  persist  in  their 
legislation — and  where  they  had  omitted, 
let  them  add  what  was  wanting.  On  these 
grounds  he  cordially  seconded  the  Motion 
to  refer  this  petition  to   the   Committee 
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now  sitting;  and  he  would  onlj 
«Jd  that,  on  those  points  where  he  most 
differed  from  the  petitioners,  he  would  he 
■MKt  anxious  to  hear  their  opinions. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
would  not  now  debate  the  matters  con- 
tained in  the  petition,  for  he  thought  it 
wonld  be  imprudent  to  pronounce  any  de* 
dded  opinion  upon  them,  as  the  petition 
wonld  be  the  subject  of  future  inquiry. 

Petition  read,  and  referred  to  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  Bankrupt  Law  Consoli- 
dation BiH 

Honae  adjoomed. 


HOUSE    OP   COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  July  18,  1848. 

Ifnnm»3  Prrrnows  Pbbskiitbo.  From  Doxdiester. 
iv  •  BcMv  GbMrmee  o#tbe  Loidli  Day.— By  Colonel 
Dvaat,  from  Um  Owinltom  of  the  Noiagh  Uoioo,  for 
m  AltcraUoQ  of  die  Poor  Law  (Ireland).— By  YUoount 
tfaignml.  from  SMpownen.  and  Others,  of  Oreenodk, 
iphirt  fho  Repeal  at  the  Navigation  Lawk—By  Sir 
ChmAm  Leaaos,  from  the  Guardians  of  the  Fabnouth 
t/fifcm*  la  fiivour  of  Free  Emigratioo.— By  Lord  George 
■wrtttufc,  from  CMBoert  of  the  King*t  Lynn  Union,  in 
iMTovr  oft  IhipemDnuation  Fund  for  Poor  Law  Ofllcen. 
^■y  VlMOuni  Bbrington,  from  the  Parish  of  Burbage, 
Ittmtimhin,  tat  an  AlteraUon  of  the  Law  of  Rating 
m4  Mtiemeiit.— By  VIseount  Ebrington.  firom  the  Com- 
wMUm  td  Che  Plynouth  Meehanlcs'  Institute,  against  the 
I  Bill 


mOUWAYS  BILL; 

On  the  auestion  that  the  Speaker  do 
turn  ktare  tne  chair, 

Hm  II.  WILLOUGHBY  ohjectcd  to 
ibn  Bill  altogether,  hccause  he  helieved  it 
wwM  operate  oppressively  on  the  agricul- 
tural districts  of  the  country,  hy  imposing 
fre^b  burdens  upon  them,  which,  now  that 
tbej  bad  to  compete  with  foreign  producers 
of  ^riit  tbey  were  ill  able  to  bear.  If  it 
waa  tlia  pleasure  of  the  Legislature  that 
tbe  isbind  should  be  intersected  with  fine 
roads,  he  considered  that  that  was  more  a 
national  than  a  local  concern. 

Me.  G.  HEATHCOTB,  having  received 
several  communications  from  the  most  in- 
fluential and  intelligent  of  his  constituents 
on  the  subject  of  the  Bill,  felt  obhged  also 
to  oppose  it.  When  so  many  Bills  were 
to  be  postponed,  he  did  not  think  that 
postponing  one  more  would  do  much  harm. 

Mr.  CHRISTOPHER  reminded  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  spok^i,  that 
the  present  Bill  differed  materially  from 
the  Bill  of  last  year.  The  Bill  of  last  year 
proposed  that  there  should  be  a  pud  Com- 
flUB^on  appointed  by  Gx)remment,  which 
fAkoidd  have  the  coisdTiA  of  the  highways. 
fiKt  Ibe  present  Bill  left  the  management 


of  the  highways  in  general  to  local  control. 
If  he  thought  that  the  present  Bill  would 
impose  additional  burdens  on  the  agricul- 
tural districts  of  the  country,  as  supposed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Evesham,  he 
would  have  joined  that  hon.  Member  in 
opposing  it;  but  it  was  because  he  believed 
it  would  diminish  the  expenditure  of  those 
districts  that  he  supported  it. 

Sir  G.  GRET  said,  the  only  substantial 
objection  urged  against  the  Bill  of  last 
year  was  that  relating  to  a  central  com- 
mission; and  the  House  having  expressed 
an  opinion  adverse  to  that  proposal,  tbe 
Government  undertook,  in  deference  to  the 
wish  of  the  House,  to  bring  in  another 
Bill  without  that  proposal.  He  must  si^, 
however,  that  if  a  Bill  was  to  be  oppos^, 
on  the  one  hand  because  it  proposed  a  cen- 
tral commission,  and  on  Uie  other  hand 
because  it  left  the  management  to  local 
control,  there  could  be  no  amendment  of 
the  highways  at  all.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Evesham  had  objected  to  ihe  Bill  be- 
cause it  imposed  a  burden  on  the  agricul- 
turists. For  his  own  part,  he  conaidered 
that,  so  far  from  this  being  ihe  caae,  it 
was  conferring  on  them  a  great  advantage, 
inasmuch  as  he  knew  no  way  ao  likdv  to 
assist  them  in  the  competition  to  midi 
they  were  now  liable,  as  to  give  them  in- 
creased facilities  of  conunvnieation  bj 
meaps  of  good  roads.  The  Wl  had  been 
well  considered  by  a  Select  Committee; 
and  as  all  the  Gentlemen  who  focmed  that 
Committee  were  anxious  that  it  abonld 
proceed  as  speedily  aa  poaaiUe  throui^ 
that  House,  he  hopied  they  vonU  ai  onee 
go  into  Committee  on  it  for  that  imipose. 

Mb.  HENLEY  wished  tida  BiU  to  be 
postponed  to  another  Seision,  hccansc  ita 
principle  had  not  been  dtacnaied,  and  ita 
provisions  were  not  understood  l^j  tbe  eovti- 
try.  He  thought  the  Honae  wwild  act 
unwisely  to  set  up  a  maehineiy  whidi  would 
not  be  applicable  to  torapike  rtoda  aa  well 
as  to  highways.  At  prcoe»t»  tunpiko 
roads  were  going  on  aatiflfiaelonly,  ao  fiv 
as  the  expense  was  couccined,  it  baviB|^ 
decreased  in  a  ratio  that  was  fitvooraUe  to 
the  revenue;  but  they  were  in  a  Bost  «n- 
satis&ctory  condition  in  rai^ieet  to  liie 
charge  upon  them  on  aeoomt  of  tlie  staff 
for  maintaining  them.  He  ^erefove  woold 
suggest  whether  an  anialgimation  of  iIm 
turnpike  and  highway  tmsta  nd^^  BOt  ho 
effected.  Before  harawang  iht 
with  the  cumbrous  madunoy  of  dds 
system,  that  qnestioat  onght  to  ho  4 
ed,  not  bj  the  OoionHiieiit  mif.  ^m,  I9 
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the  Parliament  also.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  make  it  permissive  to 
the  counties  to  carry  either  a  part  or  the 
whde  of  the  measure  into  operation,  he 
would  then  consent  to  leave  the  matter  to 
the  oalm  understanding  and  good  sense  of 
those  bodies;  liut  unless  that  option  were 
given,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  move 
Uiat  the  further  consideration  of  the  Bill 
he  postponed  till  that  day  six  months. 

Sib  U.  GRBY  objected  to  enter  upon  a 
desultory  discussion  of  the  different  pro- 
visions of  the  measure,  before  the  House 
had  gone  into  a  Committee  upon  it. 

Mr.  R.  palmer  expressed  his  disap- 
pointment at  not  finding  the  present  mea- 
sure included  among  those  which  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  yes- 
terday stated  it  to  be  his  intention  to  post- 
pone till  the  next  Session  of  Parliament. 
The  Bill  had  so  recently  come  from  the 
Select  Committee,  that  it  had  been  scarce- 
ly considered  in  any  county  in  England. 
The  preamble  stated  that  it  was  desirable 
the  roads  and  highways  should  be  placed 
under  one  and  the  same  control,  in  order 
that  they  might  be  managed  more  efficiently 
and  more  economically.  It  might  be  a  ques- 
tion whether  they  could  be  placed  under  the 
same  control,  because  there  were  many 
local  and  geographical  circumstances  that 
might  render  it  impracticable ;  but,  at  all 
events,  he  doubted  whether,  if  practicable, 
it  would  be  a  more  economical  system  than 
the  present. 

Sib  W.  HEATHCOTB  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire,  that  un- 
less the  Bill  could  be  improved  in  Commit- 
tee, it  ought  to  stand  over  till  another 
year.  He  was  desirous  of  seeing  the 
bridges,  which  at  present  formed  a  great 
item  of  the  county  expense,  come  under 
the  supervision  of  those  persons  who  had 
to  provide  facilities  for  locomotion  in  the 
county. 

After  some  further  conversation. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  88;  Noes 
34 :  Majority  54. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Abdy,T.N. 
Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Alcock,  T. 
Armstrong,  R.  B. 
Barrington,  Visct. 
Bernal,  R. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Boyle^  hon.  CqI. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brown,  W. 
Browne,  R.  D. 
Baxton,  Sir  £.  N. 


Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Cavendish,  hon.  6.  H. 
CWlders,  J.  W. 
Christopher,  R.  A. 
Clifltord,  H.  M. 
Compton,  H.  C. 
Davie,  Sir  H.  R.  F. 
Deedes,  W. 
Drumlanrig,  Visct. 
Drummond,  H. 
Duckworth,  Sir  J.  T.  B. 
Duncan,  Q. 


Dnncuft,  J. 
Dundas,  Sir  D. 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Emlyn,  Visct. 
Ewart,  W. 
i^oley,  I  fl.  H. 
Forster,  M. 
Fortesoue,  0. 
FroMtun,  Ool. 
Greene,  T. 
OrenleU,  C.  W. 
Hag«tt,  F.  B. 
Haracastle,  J.  A. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hawes,  B* 
Hay,  Lord  J. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Heathcote,  Sir  W. 
Ilobhouse,  rt.hon.  Sir  J. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Ingestre,  Visct. 
JoUifTe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Kershaw,  J. 
Langston,  J.  ^. 
Lascelles,  hq^.  £. 
Lasoelle^,  hon,  W.  S. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
M'CuUagh,  W.  T. 
Matheson,  Col. 
Milner,  W.  M.  E. 
Moffibtt,  G. 
Moody,  C.  A. 


Morison,  Sir  W. 
Morris,  D.    ■ 
Nugent,  Sir  P. 
Paget,  Lord  0. 
Picker,  J. 
Perfect,  R, 

jusey.  f. 
Kioardo,  0. 
Rice,  £.  R. 
Rich,  H. 

Russell,  F.  0.  H., 
Seymer,  H.  K. 
Shell,  rt.  hon,  R.  I4. 
Slielbume,  Earl  of 
Sheridan,  R.  $, 
Simeon,  J. 
Slaney,  R.  A. 
Thioknesse,  R.  A. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Townley,  R.  G. 
TroUope,  Sir  J. 
Tynte,  Col. 
Vemey,  Sir  H. 
VilU?rs,  VJaot. 
ViUiers,  hon.  F.  Yf,  0. 
Wawn,  J.  T, 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wyvill,  M. 

TBLLEfU. 

Tufoell,  H. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 


Arkwright,  G. 
Bateson,  T. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Bentinck,  Lord  H. 
Beresford,  W. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Bremridge,  R. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
Carew,  W.  H.  P. 
Coles,  H.  B. 
Cubitt,  W. 
Davies,  D.  A.  S. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Famham,  E.  B. 
Floyer,  J. 
Frewen,  C.  H. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Galway,  Visct. 
Gore,  W.  0. 


List  of  the  Noes. 

Gwyn,  H. 


Heald,  J. 
Heathcote,  G.  J. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hudson,  G. 
Keogh,  W. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Palmer,  R. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Pigott,  F. 
Pugh,  D. 
Staflford,  A. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Wnioughby,  Sir  H. 

TBLLBIUI. 

Henley,  J.  W. 
Spooner,  R. 


House  in  Committee. 

Some  clauses  were  agreed  to. 

House    resumed.      Committee 


to    sit 


again. 

House  afterwards  counted  out,  and  ad- 
journed at  a  quarter  after  Five  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  July  19,  1848. 

MiHUTKs.]    Public  Bills.— !<>  Cruelty  to  Animals  Pxvs 

vention. 
20  Tithe  Rent  Charge,  Ice.  (Ireland) ;  Sale  of  Beer. 
RcpoxUd, — Eodeaiaitical  Jurisdiction ;  Reproductive  Loan 
Fund     Institution     (Ireland);      Consolidated      Fund 
(9,000,0(XM:) 
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that  the  following  duties  sluiU  be  charged 
**  on  sugar  or  molasses  the  growth  or  pro- 
duce of  any  British  possession  into  which 
the  importation  of  foreign  sugar  is  prohi- 
bited, being  imported  from  any  such  pos- 
session." Now,  the  importation  of  foreign 
sugar  into  Jamaica  is  certainly  not  prohi« 
bited;  consequently  it  will  not  be  compe- 
tent, under  the  BiU  at  present  before  the 
House  (founded  on  the  resolutions  which 
we  have  passed),  for  any  such  duties  as 
those  agreed  to  in  the  first  Schedule  (being 
138.  per  cwt.  on  muscovado  sugar)  to  be 
levied  upon  sugar  imported  from  any  Bri- 
tish possessions  into  which  the  importation 
of  foreign  sugar  is  not  prohibited.  Con- 
sequently, the  only  duties  that  can  bo 
levied  under  this  Bill  "  on  sugar  or  mo- 
lasses the  growth  and  produce  of  any  other 
British  possession,  being  imported  from 
any  such  possession** — that  is  to  say,  the 
duties  leviable  on  sugar  the  growth  and 
produce  of  Jamaica,  will  be  the  duties 
leviable  under  the  second  schedule  in  the 
resolution,  and  which  schedule  imposes  on 
muscovado  sugar  a  duty  of  15«.  9d,  per 
cwt.  I  speak  of  Jamaica  because  I  am 
certain  of  the  fact;  but  I  believe  the  ease 
applies  to  the  greater  part  of  the  West  In- 
dia colonies.  I  am  not  certain  whether  it 
applies  to  the  Mauritius  or  not;  but  I  am 
certain  it  applies  to  Jamaica,  and  that  the 
only  duty  that  can  be  leried  under  this  Act 
on  sugar  the  growth  and  produce  of  Ja- 
maica is  lbs,  dd,  per  cwt.,  and  not  13«. 
per  cwt.,  on  muscovado  sugar.  Now,  I 
have  looked  to  the  8th  and  9th  Victoria, 
c.  93,  being  *'  An  Act  to  regulate  the 
Trade  of  British  Possessions  abroad,"  and 
I  have  also  looked  to  the  Warehounng  Act, 
to  see  whether  this  case  was  provided  for, 
but  I  can  find  no  loophole  out  €i  which  the 
Customs  will  be  able  to  creep,  and  levy  any 
other  duty  than  that  of  15s.  9<l.  pa*  ewt. 
on  muscovado  sugar  the  growth  and  pro- 
duce of  Jamaica.  I  apprehend,  thnefore, 
that  there  will  be  no  course  open  to  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  but  that  of  witbdrav- 
ing  the  Sugar  Bill  now  before  tbe  House- 
asking  the  House  to  cancel  the  reaohitioDB, 
and  starting  afresh  and  beginning  altoge- 
ther de  novo.  Whilst  I  am  on  tlui  ti^pie 
— and  I  assume  *that  I  am  correet — I 
beg  leave  to  call  the  attention  trf  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancdlor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  another  point,  the  dor 
ties  now  leviable  upon  foreign  r^ned  su- 
gar— whether  Dutch,  Hamburgh,  or  any 
sugar  imported  firom  the  continent  of  Bv- 
rope.     By  the  Act  of  1846,  the  datm  so 


PrrrrioMS  Prsskittbd,  By  Mr.  O.  Thompson,  fttm 
Thatcham,  Berkihire.  and  teveral  other  Places,  for  an 
Extension  of  the  ElecUve  Franchise.— By  Mr.  Wakley, 
tnm  the  Inhabitants  of  Stocliton'On-Tees.  Durham, 
and  Arom  several  other  Places,  for  the  Adoption  of  Uni- 
versal SufDrage.— By  Mr.  Bramston,  from  the  Parish  of 
Little  Waltham,  Essex,  against  the  Sale  of  Spiritous 
Liquors  on  the  Sabbath. — By  Mr.  N«wdegate,  from  the 
Church  of  England  Lay  Assodation  of  Birmingham, 
complaining  of  the  Conduct  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Clergy  (Ireland).— By  Sir  Benjamhi  Hall,  fh>m  Vestry- 
men of  the  Parish  of  St.  Marylebone,  for  Promoting 

-  Colonisation.— From  William  Thompson,  of  Hailewood, 
in  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire,  complaining  of  the 
DcdsioD  of  the  Land  Tax  Commissioners. — By  Mr. 
Wakley,  Arom  Mandiester,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Pro- 
perty Tax.— By  Mr.  Alexander  Hastic,  Arom  the  Opera- 
tive Bakers  of  Glasgow,  for  Inquiry  into  their  Grievances. 
— By  Sir  R.  H.  Inglis,  firom  several  Clergymen  of  the 
Church  of  England  and  Ireland,  against  the  Dipk>- 
matie  RelaUons.  Court  of  Rome.  BUL— By  Mr.  Wakley, 
fh>m  Norwich,  in  favotur  of  a  Free  Pardon  to  Frort, 
WilUams,  and  Jonet.— By  Mr.  George  Hamilton,  fhrai 
several  Persons  resident  in  Galway,  against  the  Irish 
Reproductive  Loan  Fund  Bill— By  Sir  Henry  Halford, 
fWim  Magistrates  of  the  Borough  of  Leicester,  for  tbe 
Establishment  of  Measures  for  the  Reformation  of  Juve- 
nile dftoders. — By  Mr.  Wakley,  from  several  Members 
of  the  Royal  College  of  Surgeons,  resident  in  London,  for 
Reform  in  the  Medical  Profession.- From  Taxpayers  of 
Manchester,  for  Revision  of  the  Pension  List.— By  Sir 
J.Y.  BuUcr,  fhNn  the  Boardof  Guardians  of  the  Honiton 
Union,  in  favour  of  Free  Emigration.— By  Mr.  Wakley, 
fW>m  Oainsbomugh,  IJncoln,  Ibr  Regulating  the  Sale  of 
Poisons. — By  Mr.  Beresford,  from  the  Borough  of 
SallVon  Walden,  for  the  Suppression  of  Promiscuous  In- 
tercourse.— By  Sir  Beqjamin  Hall,  Arom  Master  Bakers, 
resident  in  the  Parish  of  Marylebone,  against  tbe  Sale  of 
Bread,  dte.  Bill.— By  Mr.  Fuller,  Arom  Ratepayers  of  the 
Parishes  of  MountfieM  and  Whatlington,  Sussex,  to  take 
into  Consideration  the  State  of  the  Turnpike  Trusts. 

INFORMALITY  IN  THE  SUGAR  DUTIES 
BILL. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  said:  An  impres- 
sion prerails  in  the  City,  which  I  helieye 
to  he  well  founded,  that  it  will  not  he  com- 
petent to  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
levy  the  sugar  duties  according  to  law 
which  are  now  heing  levied  under  the  Re- 
solutious  which  have  passed  this  House; 
and  that  if  the  Government  propose  to 
raise  the  duties  which  are  now  heing  raised, 
they  must  ask  leave  to  withdraw  from  the 
House  the  Sugar  Bill  that  is  now  hcfore  it, 
cancel  the  resolutions  that  have  hcen  passed, 
and  hegin  again.  The  House  may,  per- 
haps, not  ho  aware  that  the  duties,  hy  the 
Act  now  in  force — that  is,  the  old  Act  of 
1846 — are  levied  **  on  sugar  or  molasses 
tlie  growth  and  produce  of  any  British  pos- 
session iu  America,  or  of  any  British  pos- 
session within  the  limits  of  the  East  India 
Company's  Charter,  into  which  the  impor- 
tation of  foreign  sugar  is  prohibited,  and 
imported  from  thence."  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers,  in  their  desire,  I  suppose,  to 
economise  a  few  words — the  only  economy 
which  they  have  ever  displayed — have  al- 
tered the  heading  of  the  resolution  thus : 
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leviable  were  31,  3*.  per  cwt.  The  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  has  omitted  that  part  of 
the  old  schedule  of  duties  altogether  from 
his  Bill,  and  from  his  Resolutions.  That 
schedule  was  intended  to  be  a  protection 
to  British  refiners,  and  also  to  the  wharf- 
ingers and  warehousemen  in  this  country ; 
but,  under  the  proposed  new  law,  refined 
sugar  of  this  description  may  be  imported 
on  paying  a  duty  of  only  \l,  4«.  Sd,  per 
cwt.  Now,  the  difference  in  price  between 
sugar  of  equal  quality,  refined  in  this 
country,  and  refined  in  Holland,  and  now 
in  bond,  was,  five  days  ago,  no  less  than 
7*.  7d,  per  cwt.  The  effect  of  the  decla- 
ration of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  on  Sa- 
turday last,  was  to  knock  down  the  price 
of  British  refined  sugar  3$.  per  cwt.,  and 
to  raise  the  price  of  Dutch  or  De  Bniyn 
refined  sugar  2«.  per  cwt.  In  short,  it 
was  said  in  the  City,  that  if  the  Sugar  Bill 
passed  in  its  present  shape,  it  will  set 
Messrs.  De  Bruyn  and  Co.,  who  are  bank- 
rupts at  this  moment,  entirely  upon  their 
legs  again,  at  the  expense  of  the  British 
refiners.  Therefore,  the  sugar  refiners 
complain  that  they  are  taken  entirely  by 
surprise,  and  are  stabbed  in  the  dark.  I 
do  not  think  it  right  to  say  that ;  but  they 
are  entitled  to  complain  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  never  said  one 
word  upon  this  subject  when  he  was  mak- 
ing his  exposition  of  the  Government  mea- 
sure to  the  House.  It  is  true,  if  the  re- 
finers had  looked  at  the  heading  of  the 
different  schedules,  they  might  have  found 
out  that  the  old  schedules  had  been  omit- 
ted; but,  as  far  as  the  sugar  interests  un- 
derstood the  question,  they  believed  the 
new  measure  of  the  Government  to  be  one 
of  relief  and  not  of  injury  to  the  colonies; 
and  it  never  occurred  to  them  that  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  would  by  their  mea- 
sure injure  the  refiners  very  deeply,  and 
put  the  colonists  in  almost  as  bad  a  condi- 
tion as  they  were  before.  Assuming,  as  I 
do,  that  the  Government  will  have  to  begin 
over  again,  I  hope  that  they  will  take 
these  matters  into  their  consideration,  and 
bring  forward  fresh  resolutions  in  all  re- 
spects more  agreeable  to  the  sugar  planters, 
and  which  wiU  not  be  injurious  to  the  Bri- 
Ik  tish  sugar  refiners,  or  threaten  the  inte- 
A  rests  of  the  warehousers  and  wharfingers 
in  this  country. 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  was  obliged  to  the  noble  Lord  for 
having  drawn  his  attention  to  this  subject, 
which  had  not  escaped  his  attention. 
When  the  House  went  into  Committee  on 
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the  sugar  duties  he  should  be  prepared  to 
state  his  answer  to  the  noble  Lord's  ob- 
servations. 

Mr,  CARDWELL  begged  to  impress 
upon  the  Government  the  great  influence 
which  these  things  had  upon  every  day's 
trade  in  London  and  Liverpool.  The  im- 
pression out  of  doors  was,  that  two  great 
mistakes  had  been  committed  by  the  Go- 
vernment :  one,  by  which  British  West  In- 
dian raw  sugar  would  be  charged  15«.  9df. 
per  cwt.,  whereas  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Government  that  it  should  be  charged 
only  13^.;  and,  secondly,  that  the  Dutch 
refiner  would  have  an  advantage  over  the 
British  refiner  in  the  article  of  sugar.  Now» 
he  did  not  hear  from  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  that  either  supposition  was  al- 
together unfounded;  and  both  were  ope* 
rating  in  the  market,  and  injuring  the 
British  owner  of  sugar.  It  might  not  be  an 
occasion  to  go  into  any  argument  on  the 
subject;  yet,  surely,  the  House  were  en- 
titled to  know  whether  it  was  the  intention 
of  Government  to  begin  de  novo  with  their 
resolutions,  or  whether  it  would  be  suffi- 
cient to  make  a  change  in  the  Bill;  and,  if 
so,  what  change  they  intended  to  make. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  there  was  not  the  least  doubt 
that  a  mistake  had  been  made  in  the  word- 
ing of  the  first  resolution.  The  question,  how* 
ever,  turned  upon  the  wording  of  the  Eng- 
lish Act,  and  not  as  to  what  might  be  the 
law  in  Jamaica.  By  that  Act,  sugar  not 
refined  was  prohibited  to  be  imported  into 
the  West  Indian  colonies.  There  was  a 
technical  distinction  arising  from  the  word- 
ing of  the  schedule,  which  he  proposed  to 
remove  in  Committee  on  the  Sugar  Duties, 
and  the  effect  of  which  would  be  to  admit 
sugar  at  the  lower  duty  at  which  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  it  should  be 
admitted.  With  regard  to  refined  sugar, 
he  stated  on  Saturday  generally  how  the 
matter  stood,  in  reply  to  the  noble  Lord's 
question.  He  was  not  prepared  to  give  a 
more  precise  answer  upon  that  question; 
and  he  would  only  remark,  that  it  was  in- 
convenient to  be  called  upon  to  give  an 
answer  to  such  questions  upon  the  spur  of 
the  moment,  and  without  having  the  in- 
formation at  hand  which  would  enable  him 
to  give  a  satisfactory  answer.  He  would 
take  the  proper  occasion  to  give  a  full  and 
complete  explanation  upon  the  points  raised 
by  the  noble  Lord. 

Mr.  JAMES  WILSON  happened  to 
know  that  the  sugar  refiners  understood 
the  Act  of  1846  as  did  the  Government. 
U 
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They  were  aware  of  the  admisBion  of 
sugar  rofinod  in  Holland  eighteen  months 
ago;  they  did  not  object  to  it  at  this  mo- 
ment; and  no  inconvenience  whatever  had 
arisen. 

ROMAN  CATHOLIC  RELIEF  BILL. 

On  the  question  that  the  Speaker  do 
leave  the  Chair  to  go  into  Committee, 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  he 
had  approved  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
and  had  lent  his  assistance  to  its  object,  to 
repeal  obsolete  Acts  pressing  upon  Roman 
Catholics;  and  he  thought  it  somewhat  un- 
grateful  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Oentloman  (Mr.  Anstey)  to  reproach  the 
Qovernment,  for  if  there  was  anything  in 
the  substance  of  the  Bill,  it  was  in  the 
proviso  which  he  (the  Attorney  General) 
nad  amended.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  had  an  opportunity  of  bringing 
forward  this  Bill,  and  of  bringing  himself 
forward  mth  it;  and  he  hoped  he  would 
now  consent  to  withdraw  it,  considering 
the  lateness  of  the  Session.  If  he  did  not, 
although  friendly  to  the  Bill,  he  should 
Yoto  against  the  Motion  for  going  into  Com- 
mittee, there  being  no  immediate  necessity 
for  passinff  the  BiU. 

Mr«  law  would  give  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  an  opportunity 
of  showing  bis  consistency,  and  move  that 
the  House  go  into  Committee  upon  the  Bill 
that  day  six  months. 

Mr,  ANSTET  could  not  aRow  the 
House  to  proceed  to  a  vote  without  tak- 
ing an  opportunity  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  being  present  to  make  a 
statemont  in  his  own  vindication.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  for  reasons 
ckf  his  own,  or  of  the  CroTemment,  had 
thought  fit«  at  the  eleventh  hour,  to  make  a 
speech*  which  if  it  had  been  made  at  an  j 
e«ur)iw  period  would  have  very  consider- ' 


ahlv  increased  the  minoritv  airainst   the 


Bill.     He  said  the  BiU.  as  framed  by  him  i 
(Mr.  Anstey >»  contained  nothing  of  sub- ; 
stance:  that  the  only  thing  of  substance ' 
ccmtained  in  ii  was  introduced  by  him  (the  * 
Alloraey  General^  in  Committee,  by  way 
of  provt$Qk     [The  Attorset  Gexerax  :  By 
an  aherativHi  of  the  proviso.}     The  htm, 
and  Wmcd  Gentleman  made  nothing:  of 
the  kind:  the  Chancellor  ef  the  Exche- 
quer vftade  the  Amendment,  which,  if  die 
«ri|!nia)  decument  was  in  existence,  would 
W  fMud  in  hb  vMr.  Aastey's  -  Kaadwritbur. 
1        1       I       fut  was  made,    not  b»T  the 
^  V         aL  but  Vt  the  CKancelkr 
r     Tke  Ima.  and  Inne^ 


Gentleman  had  imputed  to  him,  by  insinua- 
tion, that  the  only  motive  which  he  (Mr. 
Anstey)  had  for  introducing  this  Bill  was 
to  bring  himself  forward.  Long  ago  he 
had  been  instrumental  in  bringing  forward 
all  those  reforms  which  the  late  Parlia- 
ment had  made,  and  which,  at  the  instance 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  Mr.  Watson, 
then  a  Member  of  the  House,  were  suc- 
cessively adopted.  The  Attorney  General 
would  remember  that  he  hod  discussed 
with  him  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  seriatim; 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
thought  the  latter  port  of  the  Bill,  ao 
far  from  being  without  substance,  was 
terribly  substantial,  and  that  it  might  be 
difficult  to  get  the  Government  to  assent 
to  it.  They  had  gone  over  all  the  sta- 
tutes; and,  with  the  exception  of  one, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  told  him 
that  he  (Mr.  Anstey)  had  satisfied  him. 
With  respect  to  the  first  Relief  Act,  Slat  of 
George  III.,  that  enactment  was  not  obso- 
lete. With  a  natural  jealousy,  the  men 
who  had  constmied  the  longest  Session  on 
record  in  rash  and  improvident  legialation, 
saw  with  pleasure  the  exertions  of  indivi- 
duals more  industrious  than  themsdves 
defeated,  not  by  the  opposition  of  that 
(the  Conservative)  side  of  the  House,  but 
by  the  hoUow  and  treacheroua  condoet  of 
the  Government. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  bad 
always  treated  the  Bill  as  consisting  of 
two  parts :  one  relating  to  obsolete  sta- 
tutes, and  the  other  to  the  reeoit  Refief 
Act;  and  during  the  diseussiMis  tipoii  ^e 
BiD,  he  and  his  right  boo.  Friend  (Sir  G. 
Grey)  had  said,  that  tiie  principle  of  the 
Bill  was  a  good  one,  and  tbey  bad  sup- 
ported the  ^t  part  of  the  Bifl,  whidi  re- 
pealed those  Acts  whidi,  aUboi^  obso- 
lete, were  con»dered  ofessive;  and  trHli 
r^:ard  to  tbe  latter  jmri  of  tiie  KB,  A^ 
had  offered  no  impedfiment.  Tbe  Amtemi 
ment  referred  to,  though  it  ni^gbt  be  m  ^e 
handwriting  of  tbe  bon.  and  kaimed  Mem- 
ber, had  been  really  suggested  Vr  f 
(tbe  Attorney  Gencnd)  and  tbe  <  ~ 
of  the  Exebequer. 

Tbe  House  divided  on  tbe  qutstiaa  ^at 
Uie  words  proposed  to  be  left  oust  s 
of  tbe  quesliou  : — ^Atos  40;    No 
Majority  46. 

Committee  put  otf'  ibr  six  suadB^ 
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Viscoum!  GAL  WAY  objected  to  the 
measure,  and  read  seyeral  returns  to  show 
that  non-pajment  of  rates  excluded  very 
few  persons  from  the  exercise  of  the 
franchise.  In  Cambridge,  out  of  a  con- 
stituency of  2,872,  only  one  was  excluded; 
in  Bteter,  none,  though  the  constituency 
tonounted  to  3^550.  In  Liyerpool,  with  a 
constituency  of  39,266,  only  89  were  ex- 
oliided;  lifanchester,  17,878  voters,  77 
excluded;  Tower  Hamlets,  41,921,  978 
excluded;  Westminster,  23,224,  1,999 
excluded;  Not^ich,  3,478,  53  excluded; 
Newcastle,  5,414,  7  excluded.  He  con- 
tended that  there  was  no  necessity  for  any 
stich  measure,  and  concluded  by  moving 
that  the  report  be  received  that  day  six 
months. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  word  "now"  stand  part  of  the  ques- 
tion : — Ayes  66;  Noes  61 :  Majority  5. 

Bill  reported.     To  be  read  a  third  time. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Four 
o'clock. 

HOUSE    OP   LORDS, 
Thursday,  July  20,  1848. 

MIVUTSS.]  Public  BIX.L8. — 1*  Consolidated  Fund;  Corn 
Market!  (Ireland) ;  Administration  of  Criminal  Justice ; 
Wert  India  Islands  Relief;  Naval  Medleal  Supplemental 
Fond  Soeietyi 
V-  Trustees  Relief  (Ireland);  Wolverharoptoa  Curacy. 
3*  and  passed ;  Law  of  Entail  (Scotland) ;  Joint  Stock 
Compankik 

Panrioifa  PKxmrrBO*  From  Distillers  of  Haddington, 
against  any  Alteration  of  the  Diflbrential  Duties  on 
Fordgn  and  Colonial  Spirits. — From  Birmingham,  that 
the  FroTitfoDS  of  the  Beneflt  Societies  Act  may  be 
extoided  to  the  "  Modem  Masons.*— From  Haltoo,  and 
other  Places,  «gahist  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on 
the  Sabtath.~From  Bilston,  that  a  Bill  may  be  passed 
for  the  Relief  of  HoMers  of  CopyhoM  Proporty.— From 
Hm  Presbytery  of  Fordouui  against  the  Marriage  (Seot- 
land),  and  the  RegUtering  Births,  &c.  (Scotland)  Bills.— 
From  Bute  and  Rothsay,  for  Facilitating  the  Attainment 
«f  SUM  ten  Free  Churdies  faa  Scotland.— From  Mancfaes- 
ter,ili  fkvour  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  BilL 

STATE  OF  IRELAND. 
Lord  STANLEY :  I  do  not  wish  to 
press  the  noble  Marquess  now  for  any 
answer  to  the  questions  1  am  going. to  put; 
btrt,  at  the  samo  time,  the  accounts  re- 
ceired  within  the  last  forty-eight  hours 
from  Ireland  are  of  so  serious  a  character, 
that  I  am  sure  the  noble  Marquess  will  ex- 
cuse me  for  feeling  a  deep  anxiety  to  have 
from  Her  Majesty  s  Goremment  the  most 
authentic  information  as  to  the  existing 
state  of  Inland.  It  appears  that,  within 
the  last  day  or  two  it  has  been  found 
necessary,  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  by  and 
tdth  the  advice  of  the  Privy  Council,  to 
eiercise  the  powers  rested  in  him  by  the 
law,  and  to  proclaim  seven  districts  of  the 


country  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
passed  in  December  last.  I  do  not  know 
whether  those  proclamations  were  of  a 
more  moderate  or  of  a  stronger  character 
than  ordinary;  but  the  fact  of  their  having 
been  issued  at  such  a  time  affords  a  proof 
of  the  serious  apprehensions  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  of  their  doubts  as  to  the 
maintenance  of  tranquillity  in  Ireland.  The 
questions,  therefore,  that  I  am  desirous  of 
putting  are  these : — In  the  first  place,  I 
ask  the  noble  Marquess  for  any  information 
he  may  have,  and  be  able  to  give  the  House, 
as  to  the  existing  facts  and  circumstances 
of  the  case;  and,  secondly,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  taken,  or  in- 
teud  to  take,  any  further  steps  beyond  the 
issuing  of  the  proclamations  f  and  further, 
whether  they  intend  to  apply  to  Parliament 
for  any  further  powers  beyond  those  which 
they  already  possess  ?  I  am  quite  aware 
that  these  are  questions  which  it  may  be 
inconvenient  for  the  noble  Marquess  to 
answer  to-day.  But  the  question  of  which 
my  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Glengall) 
has  given  notice  for  to-morrow,  will  give 
the  noble  Marquess  an  opportunity  of  en- 
tering to-morrow  into  the  details,  if  he 
feel  unable  to  answer  now.  But  I  beg  of 
him  to  understand  that  the  House  will  ex- 
pect to  have  from  him  to-morrow  full  in- 
formation as  to  the  state  of  Ireland,  the 
intentions  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
with  regard  to  it,  and  the  steps  which  they 
propose  to  pursue. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNB  :  I 
do  not  at  all  complain  of  the  noble  Lord  for 
putting  the  questions  he  has  proposed,  be- 
cause I  do  not  deny  that  the  circumstances 
are  such  as  to  justify  him  in  feeling  anxi- 
ous; but  I  will  content  myself  with  stating 
that  the  noble  Lord  is  perfectly  correct  in 
his  statement  as  to  the  issuing  of  the 
proclamations  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and 
that  these  proclamations  go  to  the  fullest 
extent  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  can  go  under  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Act.  I  cannot  say  that  fdi*- 
ther  measures  will  not  be  necessary  or  be 
applied  for;  and  I  am  not  prepared  to 
state  what  those  measures  may  be.  I 
quite  concur  with  the  noble  Lord  that  the 
notice  given  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
(the  Earl  of  Glengall)  for  to-morrow  will 
give  an  opportunity  for  entering  into  the 
whole  discussion;  but  I  must  say  that  any 
discussion  or  expression  of  opinion  on  the 
part  of  your  Lordships  will  retard  the  pro- 
gress of  any  further  measures  that  may  be 
considered  necessary  in  the  present  state 
U2 
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of  Ireland,  and  will  embarrass  the  course 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Thursday,  July  20,  1848. 

MntUTKS.]    Public  Bills.— S®  Corrupt  Practices  at  Elec- 
tions; Sugar  Duties;   Renewable  Leasehold  Conversion 
(Ireland.) 
Rt^wriAf.— Ecclesiastical  Unions  and  Divisions  of  Parishes 

(Ireland) ;  Highland  Roads,  Bridges,  &c  (Scotland). 
30  Consolidated  Fund  (3,000.000/.) 

pBTiTioTrs  Prkskntkd.  By  Dr.  Bowring,  from  the 
Town  of  Peel,  in  the  Isle  of  Man,  in  favour  of  Insular 
Enf\ranchiseroent. — By  Mr.  Charles  Howard.  Arom  the  In- 
habitants of  Brampton,  in  Cumberland,  for  the  Adoption 
of  Universal  Suffrage.— By  Mr.  Pole  Carew,  from  the 
Borough  of  DenlHgh,  for  a  Better  Observance  of  the 
Lord's  Day. — By  Mr.  Goulbum,  from  several  Merchants 
of  Liverpool,  to  Uke  the  State  of  the  West  India  Colonies 
into  Consideration.— By  Mr.  Fox  Maule.  from  the  Town 
Council  of  Perth,  for  Inquiry  into  the  Excise  Laws.— By 
Lord  George  Bentinck,  flrom  Merdiants,  and  Others, 
interested  in  the  Sugar  Plantation:}  in  the  Island  of  Mau- 
ritius, resident  in  London,  against  the  Sugar  Duties 
Bill.— By  Mr.  Cardwell,  from  the  Brasilian  Association 
at  Liverpool,  against  the  Admission  of  Foreign  Refined 
Sugar. — By  Mr.  Reynolds,  fh>m  Thomas  Mackey  Scully, 
of  Airfield,  Dublin,  complaining  of  the  Misappropria> 
tion  of  Funds  in  the  hands  of  the  Boyne  Navigation 
Company^— By  Mr.  Cowan,  from  several  Royal  Burghs 
of  Scotland,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Law  of  the  Court  of 
Exchequer  (Scotland). 

INCUMBERED  ESTATES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Report  further  considered. 

On  the  question  that  the  Amendments 
be  read  a  Second  Time, 

Mb.  NAPIER  opposed  the  Bill  in  its 
present  state,  because  it  would  be  as  unjust 
to  apply  the  Bill  to  a  large  portion  of  the 
property  in  Ireland,  particularly  in  the 
north,  as  to  apply  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  to  the  property  in  England.  As  the 
Bill  came  down  from  the  other  House,  this 
objection  could  not  be  raised,  and  the  sa- 
cred rights  of  parties  who  claimed  under 
settlements  were  also  provided  for.  Under 
the  first  set  of  clauses,  the  machinery  was 
provided  for  protecting  the  rights  of  all 
parties;  but  under  the  second  set  of  clauses, 
added  by  the  Solicitor  General,  while  the 
rights  of  owners  and  incumbrancers  were 
protected,  the  vested  rights  of  parties 
claiming  under  settlement  were  sacrificed. 
If  it  were  an  object  to  encourage  the  sale 
of  small  estates,  it  was  a  matter  of  much 
importance  that  the  person  who  purchased 
a  small  portion  of  land  should  have  his 
title  made  good  at  once  under  an  order  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery.  But,  under  the 
second  set  of  clauses,  no  title  could  be 
completed  in  less  than  five  years.  During 
that  period  no  title  could  be  made,  nor 
could  the  money  be  paid  out  which  had 
been  paid  into  the  Court  of  Chancery  by 


the  purchaser,  because  the  parties  might 
come  in  and  undo  every  thing  that  had 
been  done.  It  had  been  supposed  that  all 
the  expenses  of  the  Court  of  Chancery 
could  be  saved  by  the  second  set  of  clauses; 
and  if,  by  so  doing,  they  could  carry  out 
the  object  of  the  Bill  as  well,  that  would 
be  a  most  legitimate  and  proper  object  to 
attain.  But  when  sales  were  made  under 
the  second  set  of  clauses,  in  order  that  the 
money  might  be  paid  out  under  the  order 
of  the  Court  of  Chancery,  all  the  inquiries 
about  the  rights  of  parties  which  had  been 
put  forward  a  little  earlier  in  the  first  Bet 
of  clauses,  must  be  gone  through  under  the 
second  set.  There  must  be  the  same  in- 
vestigation under  the  second  Act  as  under 
the  first ;  and  the  expenses  would  be 
thrown  on  the  estate  in  certain  cases. 
Would  it  not  be  a  wise  course,  if  they 
found  that  the  first  set  of  clauses  would 
carry  out  the  policy  of  the  Bill,  to  affirm 
that  set  of  clauses,  and  pass  the  Bill  ?  He 
approved  of  the  clause  which  provided  that 
the  expediency  of  a  sale  should  be  ascer- 
tained, BO  as  not  to  force  the  vested  rights 
of  parties  unless  upon  such  grounds  as 
absolutely  called  for  such  an  interference 
with  private  rights.  The  provision  with 
regard  to  costs  was  also  material,  for  it 
was  important  to  prevent  parties  setting 
the  Act  in  motion  merely  to  make  costs. 
But  his  objection  was,  that  under  the  se- 
condary clauses  all  the  mquiry,  so  carefully 
provided  for,  was  to  be  instituted  after  the 
sale  was  concluded.  Suppose,  then,  it 
should  turn  out  upon  these  inquiries  that 
they  had  been  instituted  before  the  sale^ 
such  sale  would  not  have  been  expedient. 
Why  should  there  be  two  sets  of  clauses, 
the  policy  of  which  was  wholly  irreconcil- 
able each  with  the  other  ?  If  one  was 
right,  the  other  must  be  wrong.  It  was 
not  wise  nor  just  to  compare  landed  pro- 
perty with  moveable  chattels.  Then,  with 
respect  to  the  new  clauses,  although  it  was 
alleged  that  this  measure  was  only  to  ap- 
ply to  those  special  cases  in  which  land 
was  inconveniently  incumbered,  the  very 
first  of  these  new  clauses  would  enable  the 
owner  of  every  estate  in  Ireland,  who  had 
a  judgment  over  him  to  the  amount  of 
201. ,  without  notice  to  any  persons  having 
claims  by  settlement,  to  sell  the  property 
out  and  out,  and  so  defeat  the  limitation 
of  settlement,  without  the  protecting  care 
of  the  Court  of  Chancery  being  able  to 
guard  the  rights  of  those  persons.  If  this 
was  good  legislation  for  Ireland,  why  not 
for  England  also?   The  great  objection  he 
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entertained  to  tbe  second  set  of  clauses 
was  this — that,  if  a  man  had  a  bond  fide 
claim,  he  would  proceed  under  the  first  set 
of  clauses;    but  if  he  had  a  cloudy  or 
fraudulent  claim,  he  would  proceed  under 
the  second  set.     It  was  dangerous  legisla- 
tion to  let  loose,  in  such  a  country  as  Ire- 
land especially,   the  powers  which  were 
given  by  the  second  set  of  clauses.     Any 
man  who  was  a  tenant  for  life  in  Ireland, 
with   the   smallest   amount  of  judgment 
debt,  would  have  a  power,  under  the  Bill 
as  it  now  stood,  of  disposing  of  the  entire 
property,   without    any  protection    being 
given  to  parties  claiming  after  him.     Such 
an   innovation  would  interfere   with    the 
most  sacred  relations  of  life;  and,  con- 
sidering how  landed  property  was  depreci- 
ated in  Ireland,  owing  to   the   unsettled 
state  of  the  country,  to  the  visitations  of 
Providence,  and  other  causes,  a  few  years 
should   be  allowed,   in   which   something 
might  be  done  in  order  that  property  might 
recover  its  value ;  instead  of  which,  this 
large  and  dangerous  power  was  given  to 
tenants  for  life  to  deal  with  property  irre- 
spective of  the  rights  of  children  yet  un- 
born.    He  was  satisfied  that  this  autho- 
rity was  not  intended  to  be  given  by  the 
Bill.     The  purchaser  was  subject  to  have 
liis  title  questioned  for  five  years,  and  none 
but  a  large    capitalist   would  invest  his 
money  suQect  to   such   risk,   whilst  the 
poor  occupiers  would  be  neglected.    Mean- 
while, the  money  would  be  locked  up  for 
five  years,  the  incumbrancer  not  being  able 
to  get  it,  and  all  this  merely  to  enable  a 
party  to  defeat  a  family  settlement.      The 
clause  respecting  compensation   provided 
that  where  proper  notice  should   not  be 
given,  and  there  had  been  a  collusion  be- 
tween a  party  and  the  solicitor,  the  person 
affected  by  such  fraud  should  have  a  remedy 
by  suit  against  the  party  or  the  solicitor. 
Suppose  a  case  of  fraud  against  a  creditor, 
what  redress  was  it  to  tell  him  to  go  and 
look  after  some  attorney  ?     On  the  other 
hand,  no  respectable  solicitor  would  advise 
a  client  in  the  matter,  lest  he  should  be 
liable  to  a  suspicion  of  collusion,  and  sub- 
ject to  proceedings  thereafter.   This  clause 
provided  a  compensatory  machinery,  but 
no  substantial  remedy.     He  therefore  ob- 
jected to  these  clauses  ;  he  hoped  to  mo- 
dify them;  and  he  had  submitted  to  the 
Government  the  views  which  had  occurred 
to  him.     He  thought  the  latter  part  of  the 
Bill  was  neither  wise  nor  good,  nor,  when 
considered  soberly,  did  he  think  that  part 
of  the  Bill  would  carry  out  the  policy  of 


the  measure  in  concurrence  with  the  views 
of  the  House  of  Lords.  He  moved  that 
the  Bill  be  recommitted. 

The    SOLICITOR   GENERAL    must 
begin  the  few  observations  he  had  to  make 
in  reply  to  the  objections  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  by  bearing  his  testimony 
to  the  great  assistance  which  he  had  ren- 
dered in  the  discussion  of  bhis  Bill.    Every 
one  was  ready  to  admit  that  the  condition 
of  property  in  Ireland  must  be  regarded  as 
very  peculiar,  and  there  might,  therefore, 
be  provisions  in  the  Bill  which  at  first  view 
were  calculated  to  excite  some  degree  of 
surprise;  but  he  ventured  to  assert  that 
nothing  would  be  found   in   the  Bill  not 
justified  by  considerations  of  sound  policy, 
nor  would  there  be  discovered  in  it  any- 
thing that  could  not  be  supported  by  pre- 
cedents in  this  country.     People  who  had 
not  paid  any  attention  to  the  subject  would 
be  surprised  to  learn  that  at  the  period  of 
the  Union,  in  the  year  1800,  the  fee-simple 
of  tbe  land  in  Ireland,  was  in  the  hands  of 
only  8,000  proprietors,  while  at  the  same 
period  the  land  of  England  was  held  by 
200,000  proprietors.     The  chief  purposes 
of  the  measure  having  already  been  fully 
explained  to  the  House,  it  was  not  required 
of  him  then  to  apprise  them,  that  one  of 
its  objects  was  to  increase  the  number  of 
small   proprietors   of   land.     One   of    the 
modes  by  which  they  proposed  to  accom- 
plish that  wns  to  give  to  the  incumbrancers 
a  power  of  compulsory  sale,  when  the  Court 
of  Chancery  should  have  ascertained  the 
rights  of  all  the  parties  concerned,  and 
that  the  sale  should  be  proceeded  with  even 
though  all  the  persons  concerned  were  not 
consenting  parties.  There  was  also  another 
power  of  sale  given  without  the  instrumen- 
tality of  the  court,  when  the  parties  gave 
unanimous  consent.     But  in  that  case  he 
proposed  to  provide  that   the  purchase- 
money  should  be  paid  into  the  Court  of 
Chancery  to  be  divided  amongst  the  seve- 
ral claimants.     There  was  also  a  provision 
that  the  Court  of  Chancery  should  possess 
the  power  of  preventing  the  undue  inter- 
ference of  parties  who  withheld  their  con- 
sent merely  for  the  purpose  of  getting  more 
money.     The  Bill  would  enable  the  Court 
of  Chancery  to  see  that  parties  presenting 
any  obstacles  to  the  progress  of  a  sale  did 
really  offer  a  bondjlde  reason  for  demand- 
ing delay.     In  this  country  the  effect  of 
every  well-drawn  settlement  and  of  almost 
every  will  was  this,  that  practically  it  gave 
the  tenant  for  life  power  to  sell  an  encum- 
bered estate.     This  Bill  gave  that  power 
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of  Ireland,  and  will  embarrass  the  course 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Thursday,  July  20.  IS^. 

HmwTWiSl    PtbucBiujl— S*  Comipt  PneliecBatKlee- 
taoMs  Cmp«  DotMs;   Rcaevilile  Lrwfhnld  OanTcnioa 
(iRtaDdJ 
K<ynw<.~Bi.i.liiiMtif1  rwam  aad  Diriaom  of  Piwabes 

9»  CoMoKdtfcd  Fad  iS.000.OOOL) 

FiniiWM*  Psbscsctsbl  Bt  Dr.  Bovring.  tram  tt» 
T^m  of  Fed,  is  dK  Isle  of  Mm.  m  fKvomt  of  lante 
raftmlMwirt  ni  McClMriaHo«Md.ftaBtbelD. 
MMcwb  of  BnMittM.  m  OnbcrtsBd.  for  dK  AdoiilMB 
of  U^N«aai  SvA^cw— By  Mr.  Pole  Carev.  tnm  dtt 
■Mi%fc  Of  DeakiKK  for  a  Betier  Otaermee  of  dK 
L«€^  Dot^ — By  Mr.  Godbam,  ttam «Tcnl  MinhMti 
«r  UvoyMl.  to  take  dK  SUte  of  dK  Wett  tedSa  ColoHa 
taia  r^iiiiitfiiM  nj  Mr.  Fqk  Mmie,  ttam  dK  Tows 
ioTPcrtkibr  bfury  iMo dK Ebok Lava^— By 


t  m  die  IslMi  of  Ma«- 
dw  S«t0»  Dvtits 
Kftr-By  Ux.  GiadwcB,  6<Ma  dw  Bmilm  A«»itiai 
«r  Uvopoal.  i«nB*t  dK  AdiMiwm  orrora«a  RcAaed 
Si«K.--By  Mr.  Rc^voUi.  froaa  TIkwk  Maekey  Scully, 
«r  AkfeM.  IMWlK.  L!i  lli'iiiC  oi  dKMInvpraina. 
liM  «r  Ftaait  ia  dK  kaais  of  dK  Berne  Xanpatin 
rMr. 

■  of  tke  Law  of  tke  Cant  of 


INCUMBERED  ESTATES  (IRELAXD)  BILL. 

Report  further  considered. 

On  Ike  questkti  that  the  Amendmesits 
W  Jtmd  a  Seeond  Time, 

Mr.  NAPIER  imposed  Uie  KD  in  its 
praseBt  state,  Iweanse  it  would  be  as  vnjost 
to  appir  tbe  BOl  to  a  lai^  portioo  of  the 
piopeitjr  in  Ireland,  particularlj  in  the 
nortb,  as  to  ^^t  the  proTisions  of  the 
Bin  to  the  propertT  in  England.  As  the 
Bin  eane  down  from  the  odier  House,  this 
•Ijection  e  not  be  »d,  and  tbe  sa- 
md  I  I        claimed  i 

a  adcs  1     ^  J        ]     »     ed  for.    I 

ea  Id        :  ngncs  of  au 

s;  sec       det  of  danses, 

i  bj         •:       nor  Geoefal,  wiu)e  tbe 

oi  and  incnmbrancers  wei^^ 

,  lae    pcstad   ligbts  of   parties 

er  sKtMsnest  were  sacnncML 

ja       I  jl^cct  to  encoara^^  ^  sale 

B&.  it  was  a  matter  of  mndi 

emaS  tbe  person  wbo  pcmdiased 

portion  «f  land  sbonld  bare  bis 

ne  good  at  once  under  an  order  of 

\A        of  Cbanc»T.     Bnt.  under  ^le 

Ri  of  dansas,  no  thle  could  be 

in  less  ^um  fire  Tears.     Ihaing 

a  no  txtio  cwild  Ke  mnde^  nor 

be  paid  out  wbickbad 

CMtt  ofCbane^rrbr 


tbe  purcbaser,  because  the  parties  m^t 
ccmie  in  and  undo  eyeij  thing  that  had 
been  done.  It  had  been  suppooed  that  all 
the  expanses  of  the  Court  of  Chancery 
could  be  saved  by  the  second  set  of  danses; 
and  if,  by  so  doing,  they  could  cany  oat 
the  object  of  the  BiU  as  well,  that  would 
be  a  most  legitimate  and  proper  object  to 
attain.  But  when  sales  were  made  under 
tbe  second  set  of  clauses,  in  order  that  tbe 
money  might  be  paid  out  under  tbe  order 
of  the  Court  of  Chancery,  all  the  inquiries 
about  the  rights  of  parties  which  bad  been 
put  forward  a  little  eai&r  in  the  first  set 
of  clauses,  must  be  gone  through  under  tiie 
second  set.  There  must  be  tbe  same  in- 
vestigation under  the  second  Act  as  under 
the  first ;  and  tbe  expenses  would  be 
thrown  on  the  estate  in  certain  cases. 
Would  it  not  be  a  wise  course,  if  tbej 
found  that  tbe  first  set  of  clauses  would 
cany  out  the  policy  of  tbe  Bill,  to  affirm 
that  set  of  clai^es,  and  pass  tbe  BiH  ?  He 
approved  of  the  clause  wbidi  provided  disi 
the  expediency  of  a  sale  should  be  aaeer- 
tained,  so  as  iK>t  to  force  tbe  vested  ligbto 
of  parties  unless  upon  sudi 
absolutely  called  for  sndi  an 
with  private  rights.  Tbe  profisMMi  uridi 
regard  to  costs  was  also  Mifmsl,  €h^  it 
was  important  to  prevent  pai 
tbe  Act  in  motion  merely  to  MMike 
But  bis  objection  iras,  that  under  tbe  as> 
condary  danses  all  ^ke  inquiiy,  so  esrefuAy 
provided  for,  was  to  be  instituted  aHer  tkn 
jsale  vras  eondnded.  S^pose,  then,  it 
,  should  turn  out  upon  these  inquines^wt 
•  tbey  bad  been  instituted  before  ^bs 

such  sale  would  not  bare 

I  Why  should  diere  be  two  sets  < 
tbe  po5cT  of  wludi  was  wUIr  i 
able  each  with  tbe  odw!    'if 
i  right,  tbe  odwr  must  be  wim^.     It  ^ 
inot  wise  n 


, just  to 

;pertT  with  moveable 


,  resspectto  tbe  i 

sallied  that  tbb 

iplT  to  those  special 

I  w;s  inconrenientij  inenmbcred,  As 
first  of  diese  new  danses  vreuld  cnabli 
owner  of  ev>efT  estate  in  Ireland*  wW  knl 
a  judgment  orer  Ina  to  Ae  aassst  sf 

i  20&.,  without  nodre  to  any  i 
dioms  by  secdanenU  to  sei  tbe 

lout  and  out,  and  so  defeat  Ae 

!  of  s^ettletneat*  witbont  tbe 
of  tbe  C<wt  of  CbanceiT'beii^ 
guard  tbe  i%bls  of  AosepcnoMk     Httk 

!was  go«d  ky  dilation  for  Ireland*  vHij 

iforJ^^landal»!  IlMgre«tr' 
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entertained  to  tbe  second  set  of  clauses 
was  this — that,  if  a  man  had  a  bond  fide 
claim,  he  would  proceed  under  the  first  set 
of  clauses;    but  if  he  had  a  cloudy  or 
fraudulent  claim,  he  would  proceed  under 
the  second  set.     It  was  dangerous  legisla- 
tion to  let  loose,  in  such  a  country  as  Ire- 
land especiaUy,   the  powers  which  were 
given  by  the  second  set  of  clauses.     Any 
man  who  was  a  tenant  for  life  in  Ireland, 
with   the   smallest   amount  of  judgment 
debt,  would  have  a  power,  under  the  Bill 
as  it  now  stood,  of  disposing  of  the  entire 
property,   without    any  protection    being 
given  to  parties  claiming  after  him.     Such 
an   innovation  would  interfere  with    tbe 
most  sacred  relations  of  life;  and,  con- 
sidering how  landed  property  was  depreci- 
ated in  Ireland,  owing  to   the  unsettled 
state  of  the  country,  to  the  visitations  of 
Providence,  and  other  causes,  a  few  years 
should  be  allowed,   in   which   something 
might  be  done  in  order  that  property  might 
recover  its  value ;  instead  of  which,  this 
large  and  dangerous  power  was  given  to 
tenants  for  life  to  deal  with  property  irre- 
spective of  the  rights  of  children  yet  un- 
born.    He  was  satisfied  that  this  autho- 
rity was  not  intended  to  be  given  by  the 
Bill.     The  purchaser  was  subject  to  have 
liis  title  questioned  for  five  years,  and  none 
but  a  large    capitalist  would  invest  his 
money  suQect  to   such   risk,   whilst  the 
poor  occupiers  would  be  neglected.    Mean- 
while, the  money  would  be  locked  up  for 
five  years,  the  incumbrancer  not  being  able 
to  get  it,  and  all  this  merely  to  enable  a 
party  to  defeat  a  family  settlement.      The 
clause  respecting  compensation   provided 
that  where  proper  notice  should   not  be 
given,  and  there  had  been  a  collusion  be- 
tween a  party  and  the  solicitor,  tbe  person 
affected  by  such  fraud  should  have  a  remedy 
by  suit  against  the  party  or  the  solicitor. 
Suppose  a  case  of  fraud  against  a  creditor, 
what  redress  was  it  to  tell  him  to  go  and 
look  after  some  attorney  ?     On  the  other 
hand,  no  respectable  solicitor  would  advise 
a  client  in  the  matter,  lest  he  should  be 
liable  to  a  suspicion  of  collusion,  and  sub- 
ject to  proceedings  thereafter.  This  clause 
provided  a  compensatory  machinery,  but 
no  substantial  remedy.     He  therefore  ob- 
jected to  these  clauses  ;  he  hoped  to  mo- 
dify them;  and  he  had  submitted  to  the 
Government  the  views  which  had  occurred 
to  him.     He  thought  the  latter  part  of  the 
Bill  was  neither  wise  nor  good,  nor,  when 
considered  soberly,  did  he  think  that  part 
of  the  BUI  would  carry  out  the  policy  of 


the  measure  in  concurrence  with  the  views 
of  the  House  of  Lords.  He  moved  that 
the  Bill  be  recommitted. 

The    SOLICITOR   GENERAL    must 
begin  the  few  observations  he  had  to  make 
in  reply  to  the  objections  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  by  bearing  his  testimony 
to  the  great  assistance  which  he  had  ren- 
dered in  the  discussion  of  this  Bill.    Every 
one  was  ready  to  admit  that  the  condition 
of  property  in  Ireland  must  be  regarded  as 
very  peculiar,  and  there  might,  therefore, 
be  provisions  in  the  Bill  which  at  first  view 
were  calculated  to  excite  some  degree  of 
surprise;  but  he  ventured  to  assert  that 
nothing  would  be  found  in   the  Bill  not 
justified  by  considerations  of  sound  policy, 
nor  would  there  be  discovered  in  it  any- 
thing that  could  not  be  supported  by  pre- 
cedents in  this  country.     People  who  had 
not  paid  any  attention  to  the  subject  would 
be  surprised  to  learn  that  at  the  period  of 
the  Union,  in  the  year  1800,  the  fee-simple 
of  tbe  land  in  Ireland,  was  in  the  hands  of 
only  8,000  proprietors,  while  at  the  same 
period  the  land  of  England  was  held  by 
200,000  proprietors.     The  chief  purposes 
of  the  measure  having  already  been  fully 
explained  to  the  House,  it  was  not  required 
of  him  then  to  apprise  them,  that  one  of 
its  objects  was  to  increase  the  number  of 
small   proprietors   of   land.     One   of    the 
modes  by  which  they  proposed  to  accom- 
plish that  was  to  give  to  the  incumbrancers 
a  power  of  compulsory  sale,  when  the  Court 
of  Chancery  should  have  ascertained  the 
rights  of  all  the  parties  concerned,  and 
that  the  sale  should  be  proceeded  with  even 
though  all  the  persons  concerned  were  not 
consenting  parties.  There  was  also  another 
power  of  sale  given  without  the  instrumen- 
tality of  the  court,  when  the  parties  gave 
unanimous  consent.     But  in  that  case  he 
proposed  to  provide  that   the  purchase- 
money  should  be  paid  into  the  Court  of 
Chancery  to  be  divided  amongst  the  seve- 
ral claimants.     There  was  also  a  provision 
that  the  Court  of  Chancery  should  possess 
the  power  of  preventing  the  undue  inter- 
ference of  parties  who  withheld  their  con- 
sent merely  for  the  purpose  of  getting  more 
money.     The  Bill  would  enable  the  Court 
of  Chancery  to  see  that  parties  presenting 
any  obstacles  to  the  progress  of  a  sale  did 
really  offer  a  bond  fide  reason  for  demand- 
ing delay.     In  this  country  the  effect  of 
every  well-drawn  settlement  and  of  almost 
every  will  was  this,  that  practically  it  gave 
the  tenant  for  life  power  to  sell  an  encum- 
bered estate.     This  Bill  gave  that  power 
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would  not  sanction;  and  he,  therefore,  felt 
it  his  duty  to  vote  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Univergity  of  Dublin.  Before  he 
eoncluded,  however,  he  must  notice  an  ex- 
pression which  had  fallen  from  the  Soli- 
citor General.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman said  that  all  the  evils  of  Ireland 
sprang  from  the  land.  It  would  be  most 
unjust  to  aUow  such  an  assertion  to  pass 
uncontradicted.  Were  there  not  unhappily 
in  Ireland  differences  of  religious  faith; 
did  not  an  organisation  exist  most  demo- 
cratic in  its  nature;  was  there  not  a  sys- 
tem of  secret  conspiracy  flourishing  in  a 
majority  of  the  Irish  counties?  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  could  not  deny  those 
facts;  and  when  he  attributed  all  the  evils 
of  Ireland  to  the  tenure  of  land,  he  was 
guilty  of  an  exaggeration  and  a  misrepre- 
sentation, which  it  would  not  be  right  to 
allow  to  go  forth  uncontradicted.  But  if 
the  tenure  of  the  land  in  Ireland  produced 
all  these  evils,  why  did  they  not  exist  in 
Scotland  also?  for  the  Government  had 
this  year  confessed  the  faultiness  of  the 
tenure  in  Scotland,  by  the  introduction  of 
a  measure  to  amend  it.  If,  then,  the  ten- 
ure of  the  land  produced  all  these  evils  in 
Ireland,  he  begged  to  ask  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  why  they  did  not  exist 
in  Scotland  ? 

Mr.  FAGAN  hoped  the  Government 
would  persevere  with  this  measure,  and 
particularly  with  that  portion  of  it  for 
which  they  were  indebted  to  the  Solicitor 
General.  The  importance  of  the  measure 
would  be  at  once  perceived,  when  the 
House  remembered  that  the  land  of  Ire- 
land was  borne  down  by  3,000,000^.  of  en- 
cumbrance upon  a  rental  which  did  not 
exceed  12,000,000?.,  and  particularly  when 
it  was  considered  that  a  large  portion  of 
the  latter  sum  belonged  to  absentees  whose 
land  was  not  encumbered,  and  that,  there- 
fore, the  whole  of  the  encumbrance  fell 
upon  the  resident  proprietors.  There  were 
34,000,000  of  arable  acres  in  England, 
which,  by  the  labour  of  1,000,000  persons, 
produced  150,000,000?.  per  annum;  while, 
in  Ireland,  her  14,000,000  of  arable  acres 
was  cultivated  by  1,100,000  persons,  and 
only  produced  36,000?.  per  annum.  He 
was  pleased  to  find  that  owners  and  re- 
mainder-men were  to  be  protected;  and  he 
hoped,  as  it  was  to  be  the  only  measure  of 
the  Session  intended  for  the  benefit  of  Ire- 
land, the  Solicitor  General  would  manfully 
persist  in  it. 

Colonel  DUNNE  opposed  the  Bill,  be- 
jse  he  did  not  think  that  it  had. been 


fairiy  introduced  to  the  public  or  the  House. 
As  the  Bill  had  been  introduced  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  it  would 
have  gone  to  the  utter  destruction  of 
landed  property  in  Ireland;  and  M  the 
safeguards  which  had  been  since  thai 
added  to  it,  had  been  the  result  of  the 
suggestions  of  Irish  Members.  As  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  he  did  not  see  whj 
encumbered  property  in  Ireland  should  be 
put  upon  a  different  footing  from  enemn'^ 
bered  property  in  England.  The  Bill  pro- 
posed to  afford  a  remedy  in  cases  in  which 
the  proprietors  of  land  could  not  perfona^ 
the  duties  incumbent  upon  them.  But  did 
absentees  perform  these  duties  ?  Did  tiie 
great  London  companies,  who  held  land  in 
the  north  of  Ireland,  perform  these  duties  ? 
Why,  then,  did  they  propose  by  this  Bill  to 
meddle  only  with  those  cases  in  which  the 
non-performance  of  duties  was  attributable 
to  the  encumbrances  pressing  upon  estates  ? 
He  looked  to  the  facilities  sought  to  be 
afforded  for  selling  land  in  small  parcels  as 
fraught  with  the  greatest  evils.  Sorely  it 
was  absurd  further  to  apply  the  principle 
of  division  of  property  to  a  country  raf* 
fering  under  evils  so  many  of  which  were  to 
be  attributable  to  the  already  too  great  sub- 
division of  property.  But  besides  this,  the' 
Bill  was  most  uncertain  and  obscure  in  its 
provisions.  He  had  asked  the  other  night 
whether  a  tenant  for  life  could  sell  an 
estate  under  its  provisions  ?  The  hon.- 
and  learned  Gentleman  the-  Solicitor  Ge» 
neral  did  not  give  a  distinct  answer.  Thft 
point,  however,  had  been  laid  before  a  eon-» 
veyancer;  and  his  opinion  was,  that  the 
Bill  did  entitle  a  tenant  for  life  to  sell  the 
fee  for  his  own  benefit.  He  was  sure  that- 
the  measure  would  give  rise  to  a  vast  deal 
of  litigation,  and  that  the  expenses  of  con* 
veyancing  would  not  be  reduced  under  the 
Bill.  Allusion  had  been  made  to  the  dis* 
turbances  and  agitation  unhappily  existing 
in  Ireland,  as  connected  with  the  tenure 
of  land.  Now,  he  thought  that  no  Irish- 
man could  deny  that  many  of  the  evils 
which  afflicted  his  country  proceeded  from 
bad  government.  Lord  Clarendon  had 
himself  asserted  that  the  system  of  go- 
vernment hitherto  in  force  in  Ireland  was 
iniquitous.  Let  them  look  to  the  state  of 
the  country  at  this  moment.  Would  any 
one  say  that  the  existing  discontent  rose 
solely  from  land?  Were  the  men  who 
were  agitating  —  guiltily  agitating  that' 
country — connected  with  land;  or  were  the 
objects  of  their  agitation  connected  with 
land?     On  the  contrary,  the  disregard' 
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which  had  been  so  often  shown  in  this 
House  of  the  rights  of  property  was  one 
of  the  main  causes  of  the  evils  which  now 
afflicted  Ireland.  He  was  prepared  to 
support  the  Government  in  suppressing 
dangerous  agitation;  but  he  could  not  vote 
for  the  Bill,  as  he  believed  that  nobody 
would  be  benefited  by  its  provisions. 

Mh.  page  wood  thought  the  pre- 
sent Bill  the  most  important  measure  of 
relief  which  had  been  proposed  for  Ireland 
during  the  Session.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  the  apprehensions  which  some  persons 
entertained  as  to  the  probable  consequences 
of  the  measure  were  entirely  groundless. 
The  Gentleman  who  sat  as  Member  for 
Elinsale  at  the  commencement  of  the  Ses- 
sion (Mr.  Guinness),  but  who  was  not  now 
a  Member  of  the  House,  gave  upon  one 
occasion  a  striking  illustration  of  the  mi- 
serable condition  of  property  in  Ireland. 
He  stated  that  he  had  acted  as  receiver 
for  an  estate  which  produced  a  rental  of 
20,0002.  a  year,  upon  which  only  2002. 
bad  been  expended  for  repairs  during  eight 
or  ten  years.  That  was  one  of  the  enor- 
mous evils  which  it  was  the  object  of  this 
Bill  to  remedy.  The  present  Bill  differed 
fiom  the  Bill  sent  down  from  the  Lords  in 
matters  of  arrangement  and  management, 
but  not  in  principle.  The  Lords'  Bill 
enabled  owners  of  estates,  first  incum- 
brancers, and  persons  holding  the  title- 
deeds,  to  sell  estates  by  process  of  the 
courts.  The  defect  of  that  arrangement 
had  been  pointed  out  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dundalk.  Another  defect  of  the  Lords' 
Bill  was,  that  under  it  no  sale  could  be  had 
unless  enough  property  should  be  sold  to 
pay  off  the  whole  of  the  incumbrances.  That 
was  equivalent  to  saying  that  no  sales 
should  take  place  in  cases  where  it  was 
most  desirable  they  should  occur,  namely, 
in  the  cases  of  estates  heavily  encumbered. 
It  would  be  almost  impossible  to  effect  the 
sale  of  an  estate  encumbered  to  the  extent 
of  300,0002.  or  400,0002.;  and  he  knew  of 
such  a  case.  The  present  Bill  would  effect 
the  same  object  which  was  aimed  at  by 
the  Lords'  Bill,  but  in  a  different  manner. 
Any  encumbrancer  would  be  empowered, 
upon  giving  notice  to  all  parties  interested, 
to  put  up  an  estate,  or  a  portion  of  one,  to 
sale,  without  being  subjected  to  the  incon- 
venience of  applying  to  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery. It  was  supposed  that  this  arrange- 
ment would  open  a  door  for  fraud;  but  if 
persons  were  determined  upon  committing 
fraud,  they  could  do  so  through  the  instru- 
mentality of  the  Court  of  Chancery  as  well 


as  in  any  other  way.  The  tendency  of  the 
Bill  was  to  encourage  the  outlay  of  capital, 
and  that  must  do  good.  The  chief  recom- 
mendation of  the  measure  was  that  it  would 
give  the  persons  possessing  peculiar  rights 
a  remedy  which  at  present  they  could  not 
obtain.  It  happened  to  him  once  to  be 
concerned  in  an  Irish  suit,  and  his  client 
was  the  fifth  incumbrancer.  The  prior  in- 
cumbrancers obtained  receivers  over  the 
best  part  of  the  property;  and  when  his 
unfortunate  client's  turn  came,  his  receiver 
was  put  over  300  tenants,  each  of  whom' 
held  five  or  six  acres.  It  was  hardly  neces- 
sary to  say  that  the  receiver  received  no- 
thing. Under  the  present  Bill  a  person 
in  the  situation  of  his  client  would  be  able 
to  obtain  a  remedy.  But  the  grand  object 
of  the  Bill  was,  that  all  persons  interested, 
in  encumbered  estates  in  Ireland,  instead 
of  having  their  property  wasted  by  litiga- 
tion in  Chancery,  would  be  enabled  to  sell 
their  property,  and  have  their  rights  to 
their  money  determined  in  a  more  ready 
and  expeditious  manner  than  by  a  decree 
of  that  court.  Considering  the  melancholy 
state  of  Ireland,  they  would  ill  perform 
their  duty  to  that  country  if  they  interposed 
one  moment's  delay  in  passing  a  measure 
which  appeared  to  him  to  be  one  of  the 
most  remedial  that  had  been  proposed  in^ 
the  present  Session. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman,  like  the  Solicitor  General, 
had  given  the  House  a  very  large  and 
general  description  of  the  advantages  of 
this  Bill,  but  had  not  attempted  to  grapple 
with  the  question  which  had  been  so  ably 
raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin* 
No  doubt  existed  as  to  the  necessity  of  le- 
gislation for  clearing  away  the  difficulties 
by  which  landed  property  in  Ireland  Vas 
surrounded;  and  the  only  difference  be- 
tween them  was  whether  this  Bill  would 
do  that  effectually,  or  whether  it  would  not 
endanger  the  rights  of  property,  and  there- 
fore tend  to  do  more  harm  than  good.  There 
were  three  classes  of  persons  to  whom  this 
measure  principally  related — the  owners, 
the  remainder-men,  and  the  incumbrancers, 
divided  into  the  first  incumbrancers  and 
those  who,  unfortunately,  came  after  them; 
and  the  House  could  not  judge  fairly  of  the 
operation  of  the  Bill  unless  they  looked 
as  far  as  they  could  at  the  respective  in- 
terests and  positions  of  those  various  clas- 
ses. The  Solicitor  General  said  no  person 
could  have  so  great  an  interest  in  the  sale 
of  an  estate  as  the  owner.    No  doubt  that; 
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would  be  BO  if  the  owner  had  a  large  in- 
terest in  the  estate;  but  he  might,  within 
the  terms  of  this  Bill,  have  the  most  limit- 
ed interest  in  it,  as,  for  instance,  an  aged 
tenant  for  life  of  a  heavily  encumbered  es- 
tate. There  appeared  to  him  to  be  no 
provision  to  guard  against  a  collusive  sale. 
Again,  the  estate  might  be  sold  when  pro- 
perty was  much  depreciated;  and  when  the 
money  was  paid  into  court,  what  chance 
would  the  remainder-men  have  of  getting  the 
surplus  until  the  squabble  between  the  in- 
cumbrancers for  sharing  the  spoil  was  settled, 
and  the  expenses  paid  for  out  of  the  cor- 
pus ?  Then  the  purchaser  was  not  to  have 
a  title  for  five  years,  and  during  that  time 
his  money  was  to  be  locked  up  in  court; 
and  if  a  suit  arose  it  might  last  for  twenty 
years,  and  there  must  be  a  receiver,  thus 
aggravating  all  those  evils  which  were 
now  so  much  deprecated.  The  Solicitor 
General  spoke  of  the  advantage  this  mea- 
sure would  produce,  by  breaking  up  the  fee 
of  land  in  Ireland  into  small  bits ;  but  the  hon . 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ox- 
ford said  there  was  no  evil  so  great  as  that 
of  breaking  estates  into  small  pieces;  and  he 
illustrated  it  by  saying  that  he  had  been 
engaged  in  a  suit  in  which  a  receiver  had 
been  appointed  over  300  tenants,  holding 
five  acres  each,  and  that  nothing  could  be 
got  from  them.  They  had  on  a  former 
occasion  heard  the  Solicitor  General  com- 
plain of  there  being  only  8,000  freeholders 
m  Ireland,  and  of  the  want  of  a  yeomanry 
of  a  graduated  kind;  and  he  spoke  of  a 
mine  of  wealth  being  hid  somewhere  or 
other  in  that  country,  which  this  measure 
would  bring  out  by  breaking  up  estates 
into  small  pieces;  but  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Oxford,  on 
the  contrary,  said,  that  by  selling  large  es- 
tates capital  would  flow  into  Ireland.  Both 
those  arguments  could  not  be  right.  For 
himself  he  really  did  not  know  to  which 
he  should  pin  his  faith.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  moreover,  had  not 
told  them  what  was  to  become  of  the 
incumbrancers,  and  particularly  the  se- 
cond and  third  incumbrancers.  How 
would  they  treat  those  persons  who  had 
lent  their  money  on  the  faith  of  a  different 
law  ?  The  money  was  to  be  paid  into  the 
office  of  the  Accountant  General  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery  in  Ireland,  and  after 
three  months  was  to  be  invested  in  the 
funds,  so  that  the  incumbrancer  who  lent 
his  money  at  5  per  cent  was  to  be  paid  off 
st  his  will,  and  his  money  was  to  be 
K)  Chancery,    and  could   not  be 


touched  until  all  litigation,  which  would  be 
sure  to  come  upon  these  estates,  was  set- 
tled. The  best  way  to  improve  Ireland 
was  to  give  security  for  life  and  property  ( 
but  if  they  fancied  they  could  attain  that 
object  by  striking  at  the  root  of  all  pro- 
perty they  would  be  mistaken.  They  could 
not  get  the  machinery  for  working  this 
Bill  without  the  Court  of  Chancery;  and 
that  court,  like  all  other  courts  of  justice, 
would  set  its  face  against  the  injustice  At- 
tempted to  be  perpetrated  by  this  Bill.  It 
was  of  no  use  to  try  and  get  rid  of  claims 
without  investigating  them;  and  if  they 
shook  confidence  in  the  security  of  propertjr 
in  Ireland,  they  would  go  far  to  throw  oat 
of  that  country  the  amount  of  English 
property  that  was  already  invested  there. 
Even  as  it  was  the  Queen's  writ  did  sot 
run  in  all  parts  of  Ireland;  and,  with  the 
difficulty  there  would  be  in  carrying  this 
law  into  effect,  there  was  but  little  chance 
of  capital  coming  into  that  country.  There 
was  property  now  in  the  market  in  Ireland 
to  the  amount  of  millions  sterling,  but 
there  were  no  purchasers.  He  sincerely 
regretted  that  these  latter  clauses  ahoold 
have  been  added  to  the  Bill. 

Major  BLACKALL  observed,  that  the 
only  point  in  dispute  was  a  matter  of  faet» 
whether  the  owner  of  a  life  interest  in 
land  had  power  to  sell  the  whole  estate. 
As  he  understood  the  Bill,  he  agreed  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  DubUn* 
that  there  was  nothing  to  prevent  the 
owner  of  a  life  estate  from  selling,  to  the 
detriment  of  the  remainder-man.  He  re- 
gretted to  see  a  disposition  to  encourage 
small  proprietors  and  middlemen,  who  were 
known  to  be  most  exacting,  yet  to  whom  il 
was  proposed  to  give  the  fee  of  encumbered 
property  in  Ireland,  by  way  of  raising  up 
a  better  proprietary.  He  should  support 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  C.  p.  VILLIERS  considered  that 
the  Solicitor  General  had  already  explained 
what  powers  would  be  conferred  by  the. 
Bill  upon  the  tenant  for  life  ;  and  that  he 
would  have  no  right  of  disposing  of  the 
estate  against  the  interests  of  the  incam« 
brancer,  or  those  in  remainder,  as  the  hon* 
Gentleman  who  spoke  last  had  imagined. 
There  had  been  peculiar  care  taken  thai 
all  parties  interested  in  the  estate  should 
have  notice,  and  that  they  should  not  be 
substantially  aggrieved  in  any  way  by  the 
sale.  The  object  and  effect  of  ^is  Bill 
was,  as  he  understood  it,  to  remove  serioua 
impediments  and  difficulties  in  the  way  ef 
selling  property  encumbered  by  debt»  end. 
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in  the  hands  of  persons  unable  to  improve 
it;  and,  after  hearing  the  clear  and  intelli- 
gent exposition  of  the  Bill,  as  it  was  then 
Earned,  by  the  Solicitor  General,  and, 
after  knowing  what  had  been  done  respect- 
ing the  sale  of  land  in  this  country,  in  a 
somewhat  analogous  case,  he  looked  upon 
the  cry  attempted  to  be  raised  against  the 
Bill,  upon  the  ground  of  a  disregard  of  the 
rights  of  property,  and  neglect  of  interests 
springing  out  of  settlement,  or  the  obliga- 
tions of  debt,  as  one  wholly  unfounded, 
and  as  having  other  purposes  than  those 
professed.  The  Bill,  so  far  as  it  might  be 
said  to  deal  with  security,  or  charges  on 
estates,  not  contemplated  originally  by 
parties  interested,  was  in  strict  analogy  to 
the  provisions  of  an  Act,  now  acknow- 
ledged to  be  highly  expedient,  respecting 
the  purchase  of  land  by  railroad  companies. 
A  company  could  buy  the  land  without 
any  obligation  of  seeing  to  the  application 
of  the  purchase-money,  so  far  as  that  might 
be  in  trust;  and  at  once  use  the  land 
for  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  bought, 
and  without  any  risk  as  to  title.  Of 
course,  much  of  that  land  so  used  by  rail- 
ways had  been  liable  to  mortgage,  and  the 
subject  of  settlement;  but  nobody  thought 
of  charghig  the  Legislature  with  the  inva- 
sion of  rights  of  property,  on  account  of 
this  Act.  Whatever  objection  applied  to 
the  Bill  before  the  ^ouse,  as  alleged  by 
some  Irish  Members,  was  equally  applica- 
ble to  the  other,  which  was  also  in  force  in 
Ireland,  where  companies  had  purchased 
land  under  the  Compensation  Clauses  Act. 
If  this  Bill  was  to  pass,  as  his  right  hon. 
Friend  intended  it,  and  not  to  be  mutilated 
to  defeat  its  object,  it  would  be  one  of  the 
most  important  Bills  for  Ireland — and  in 
its  beneficial  effects  in  that  country  of  great 
advantage  to  England — that  had  yet  been 
proposed.  He  must  also  view  it  as  an 
English  question;  and  he  would  wish  to 
awtJcen  the  attention  of  English  Members 
and  English  electors  to  its  bearing  upon 
that  vast  and  increasing  evil  which  was 
each  year  becoming  less  tolerable  to  them 
— he  meant  the  support  of  the  Irish  poor. 
The  frugal  and  industrious  ratepayers  of 
this  country  were  every  year  becoming 
more  burdened  by  rates,  and  less  able  to 
support  their  own  poor,  in  consequence  of 
the  Irish  who  were  unable  to  procure  em- 
ployment in  their  own  country  being  driven 
over  to  be  maintained  here.  But  did  any- 
body for  an  instant  believe  that  Ireland 
would  not  afford  ample  employment  for  all 
her  people,  and  more  besides,  if  her  land 


was  properly  cultivated — if  it  was  enlj 
treated  as  was  positively  required  to  makjB 
it  most  profitable  to  the  owner.  Why, 
then,  was  this  not  done  ?  Because  the  land 
was  nominally  in  the  hands  of  men  who 
could  not  improve  it.  It  actually  belong* 
ed  to  mortgagees;  or  the  rent  was  exhaust- 
ed in  paying  charges  upon  it;  or  the 
tenure  was  such,  that  what  was  needed, 
in  the  first  place,  to  make  it  more  valuable, 
secondly,  to  give  employment  to  the  peo* 
pie,  and  thus  check  the  amount  and  flood 
of  pauperism,  was  impossible  to  be  done. 
This  Bill  had  then  in  view  to  give  facilities 
to  the  sale  of  land,  giving  people  power 
that  had  it  not  before,  to  force  the  sale, 
and  giving  something  like  a  ready  and  se- 
cure title  to  the  purchaser — which,  if  really 
accomplished,  would,  as  he  firmly  believed, 
induce  many  purchasers  with  capital  and 
knowledge  to  embark  in  the  speculation 
of  cultivating  the  land,  and  employing 
the  people.  In  short,  such  importance  did 
he  attach  to  the  effect  of  making  land 
more  accessible  to  improving  purchasers, 
and  by  every  means  rendering  the  commerce 
in  land  free,  that  he  did  not  hesitate  to  say, 
that  even  this  approach  to  it  by  this  Bill 
was  the  only  really  remedial  measure  that  be 
had  known  proposed  during  the  last  four- 
teen years  that  he  had  had  a  seat  in  the 
House.  It  struck  at  the  root  of  the  evil 
in  that  country,  namely,  the  want  of 
capital,  and  the  non-employment  of  the 
people,  and  gave,  therefore,  the  only  hope 
that  he  knew  of  changing  the  social  condi- 
tion of  the  country.  A  great  deal  was  said 
about  redundancy  of  population,  and  the 
necessity  of  emigration,  and  the  importance 
of  public  works;  but  all  these  things  were 
said  in  ignorance  or  disregard  of  the  fact, 
that  the  land  itself  in  Ireland  wanted  all 
the  people  that  it  was  proposed  to  send 
away,  and  that  no  money  whatever  could 
be  spent  with  half  the  advantage  that  it 
could  in  cultivating  and  treating  the  land 
generally  as  was  now  done  in  some  few 
places  there,  and  usually  in  England.  It 
might  be  safely  said  that  the  land  in  Ire- 
land was  not  one  quarter  cultivated,  and 
that  if  common  intelligence,  with  capital, 
was  employed  upon  it,  the  produce  would 
be  double.  He,  of  course,  spoke  not  from 
his  own  experience,  or  from  what  he  heard 
said  by  people  in  this  country,  but  from 
what  had  been  again  and  again  said  by  com- 
petent Irish  witnesses  upon  the  many  inqui- 
ries that  had  been  instituted  on  the  state 
of  that  country;  and  most  especially  under 
the  late  Land  Commission  presided  over 
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by  Lord  Deron.  That  CommisBion  was 
i^pointed  by  the  late  Goyernment;  it  was 
composed  in  a  way  to  excite  the  confidence 
of  landed  proprietors  themselves;  and  it 
was  especially  before  this  Commission  that 
evidence  was  given  of  the  miserable  state  of 
the  culture  of  the  land  in  that  country,  and 
of  the  vast  field  it  offered  for  the  employ- 
ment of  the  people  by  the  most  ordinary 
and  essential  improvements.  Let  anybody 
read  Captain  Kennedy's  evidence.  Let 
them  there  learn  the  state  of  Lord  Devon's 
property,  when  he  undertook  its  manage- 
ment* and  the  results  that  had  followed 
from  it.  Why,  the  people  were  there  said 
to  be  redundant;  the  estate  was  said  to  be 
oppressed  by  people;  but  why?  Because 
it  was  not  drained,  not  enclosed,  not  treat- 
ed in  a  manner  essential  for  its  profitable 
ownership.  But  his  complaint,  after  drain- 
ing and  treating  the  estate  as  people  do 
their  estates  in  England,  was,  that  there 
were  not  people  enough !  So  it  would 
be  all  over  Ireland,  if  the  same  was 
done  generally,  but  which  never  would  be 
done  if  the  land  was  for  ever  to  be  in  the 
hands  of  encumbered  proprietors,  arid  if 
men  of  capital  were  to  be  shut  out  from  its 
occupation.  If  he  were  not  mistaken, 
Captain  Kennedy  had  expressed  an  opin- 
ion that  it  would  give  bread  to  nearly 
2,000,000  people  for  six  years  if  the  coun- 
try was  only  properly  drained.  Even  that 
preliminary  to  all  good  farming,  then, 
while  it  enriched  the  country,  would  do 
more  for  supporting  the  people  than  all 
the  schemes  for  emigration,  and  colonisa- 
tion, and  public  works  (paid  for  by  the 
taxes)  would  do  in  the  same  time.  He 
hailed,  therefore,  this  measure  as  one  cal- 
culated to  attract  capital  to  that  country, 
and  make  Ireland  more  productive,  and 
thereby  to  better  the  condition  of  the  peo- 
ple; and  as  such  it  was  a  measure  that 
deserved  the  cordial  support  of  every  hon- 
est and  intelligent  statesman. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  conceived  that  it  was 
settled  beyond  dispute  that  the  present 
state  of  the  tenure  of  land  in  Ireland  was 
one  of  the  great  causes  of  evil  in  that 
country;  but  he  thought  the  present  mea- 
sure was  calculated  to  continue  those  evils. 
Since  the  Bill  came  down  from  the  Lords, 
clauses  had  been  added  to  it  which  mate- 
rially altered  its  character,  and  completely 
interfered  with  its  avowed  intention.  The 
28th  Clause  provided  that  no  conveyance 
to  a  purchaser  should  prejudice  or  affect 
the  rights  of  any  lessee,  tenant,  or  occu- 
pier in  possession;  that  was  to  say,  no  mid- 


dleman was  to  be  disturbed.  No  matter 
how  many  under-lessees  there  might  be, 
the  purchaser  was  to  take  his  conveyance 
subject  to  them  all.  He  contended,  that 
it  was  a  farce  to  talk  of  buying  an  encum- 
bered estate  if  they  were  compelled  to  buy 
it,  accompanied  with  the  encumbrance  ^ 
these  lessees.  The  purchaser  of  an  es- 
tate, under  this  Bill,  would  be  put  in  pos- 
session of  an  estate  in  the  occupation  of 
men  with  whom  he  had  nothing  to  do. 
The  Solicitor  General  said,  that  a  tenant 
for  life  could  not  make  a  sale  under  this 
Bill;  whilst  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Napier)  expressed  qmte  the 
contrary  opinion.  It  was  highly  desirable 
that  the  conflicting  opinions  of  the  two 
hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  as  to  the  prac- 
tical working  of  this  measure  should  be  set 
aside  by  a  clear  and  intelligible  enactment. 
The  first  set  of  clauses  as  they  came  down 
from  the  House  of  Lords  would  inevitably 
cause  a  vast  deal  of  litigation;  and  the 
second  set  introduced  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  would  add  to 
that  litigation.  The  reason  why  Pariia- 
meut  was  called  upon  to  legislate  was, 
that  where  estates  were  heavily  encumber- 
ed, they  might  be  easily  and  cheaply  trans- 
ferred to  a  purchaser.  But  this  Bill  would 
utterly  defeat  that  desirable  object,  by  en- 
tangling the  purchaser  in  a  complexity  of 
claims  which  it  would  require  years  to  set- 
tle in  the  courts  of  law.  The  lOth  Clause 
provided  that,  as  a  preliminary  to  any  sale 
under  the  direction  of  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery, there  must  be  fourteen  inquiries^ 
which  might  occupy  fourteen  years.  The 
end  of  such  proceedings  would  be,  that 
there  would  be  endless  litigation,  and  the 
purchase-money  would  go  into  the  pockets 
of  lawyers  in  the  shape  of  costs.  He  be- 
lieved that  no  man — not  even  an  Irishman 
— would  be  so  insane  as  to  purchase  aa 
estate  under  this  Bill.  He  meant  no  of- 
fence to  the  Irish  Members.  If  they  could 
frame  a  Bill  which  would  give  a  purchaser 
what  had  been  called  *'  a  railway  title,"  or 
such  as  was  given  to  the  purchases  made 
by  railway  proprietors,  he,  for  one,  would 
with  pleasure  vote  for  such  a  Bill.  Such 
a  measure  would  do  wrong  to  nobody. 
If  the  Irish  Members  were  content  with 
the  Bill,  the  most  appropriate  punishment 
that  could  be  inflicted  on  them  for  their  folly 
would  be  to  pass  it  as  it  stood. 

Mr.  MONSELL  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  from  the  lofty  emi- 
nence of  his  own  intd%ence»  h^  affiscted 
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to  look  down  with  contempt  on  Irish  blun- 
ders; but  there  never  had  been  delivered  a 
speech  which  afforded  less  justification  for 
an  assumption  of  superior  acuteness  than 
that  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 
The  learned  Gentleman,  and  the  other 
speakers  against  the  Bill,  had  not  taken 
into  account  the  peculiar  circumstances  of 
Ireland.  They  might  be  very  good  argu- 
ments on  an  abstract  question  with  regard 
to  an  Utopia;  but  in  the  wretched  condition 
of  Ireland,  they  were  not  entitled  to  any 
weight.  The  real  question  for  the  House 
to  determine  was  this — would  the  Bill  as  it 
came  down  from  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin  wish- 
ed that  it  should  pass  the  House,  accom- 
plish, or  would  it  not,  the  objects  they  all 
had  in  view  ?  It  would  be  presumptuous 
for  him  (Mr.  Monsell)  to  express  his  own 
opinion  on  a  subject  so  encompassed  with 
legul  difficulties;  but  he  held  in  his  hand 
the  opinion  with  reference  to  it  of  a  solici- 
tor in  Dublin,  which,  with  the  permission 
of  the  House,  he  would  read.  That  gen- 
tleman stated  that  the  delay  which  now 
takes  place  in  an  equity  suit  would  not  be 
lessened  under  the  Bill  as  it  came  from  the 
House  of  Lords;  the  delay  in  the  master's 
office  would  continue;  and  unless  the  clause 
introduced  by  Sir  J.  Romilly  was  allowed 
to  stand,  all  the  evils  arising  from  encum- 
bered estates  would  still  continue.  He 
asked  if  the  hon.  Gentlemen  really  knew 
the  state  of  certain  properties  in  Ireland, 
or  if  they  were  aware  of  the  numberless 
cases  in  which  estates  had  been  wasted 
away  in  costs,  and  serious  injuries  inflicted, 
not  only  on  the  wretched  occupants  of 
those  estates,  but  on  their  owners  ?  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  referred, 
in  the  course  of  his  observations,  to  the 
evidence  taken  before  Lord  Devon's  Com- 
mission; and  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman would  be  so  good  as  to  give  him 
his  attention,  he  would  read  a  passage 
from  the  evidence  of  a  gentleman  who  was 
not  inclined  to  favour  revolutionary  ideas. 
Mr.  Barlow,  a  Director  of  the  Bank  of 
Ireland,  was  asked — 

"  Are  we  to  understand  that  it  is  your  opinion 
that  the  impoverished  state  of  the  tenantry  of 
Ireland  in  a  great  degree  arises  from  the  impove- 
rished state  of  the  landlords  ? " 

The  answer  was — 

"  Tes,  in  a  great  degree  :  when  the  landlord  of 
an  estate  is  overloaded  with  debt,  he  must  exact 
from  the  tenantry  the  highest  rent  they  can  give, 
and  he  cannot  assist  them  in  improving  the  land ; 


the  land  must  pass  into  the  hands  of  capitaliats, 
or  the  condition  of  the  landlords  must  be  changed^ 
before  we  can  expect  to  see  much  change  in  the 
condition  of  the  tenantry.*' 

When  the  House  considered  the  condition 
of  the  tenantry  of  Ireland,  must  they  not 
wish  to  provide  a  remedy  for  the  present 
state  of  things  ?  He  was  of  opinion  that 
not  only  would  the  condition  of  the  ten- 
antry be  improved  by  this  Bill,  but  that 
the  condition  of  the  owners  of  property 
would  also  be  improved  by  it.  The  land* 
lord  was  doomed  to  think,  day  after  day» 
how  he  was  to  fulfil  his  engagements — ^he 
was  in  a  perpetual  struggle  with  adverse 
circumstances,  and  his  condition  was  fre* 
quently  more  wretched  than  that  of  the 
most  wretched  tenant  on  his  miserable  es- 
tate. The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Portarlington  had  spoken 
in  reference  to  absenteeism,  and  as  to  ab> 
sentees  not  discharging  their  duties;  bat 
he  would  remind  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  that  a  great  deal  of  this  absentee- 
ism was  caused  by  the  condition  of  pro- 
perty in  Ireland.  There  were  a  large 
number  of  gentlemen  in  Ireland  of  ancient 
families,  and  of  great  consideration  in  the 
counties  to  which  they  belong,  who  from 
their  distressed  circumstances  are  not  able 
to  maintain  their  position  at  home,  and  in 
despair  fly  to  England  or  to  France,  where 
they  live  as  they  can  on  the  miserable 
remnants  of  their  properties.  Their  pride 
would  not  allow  Uiem  to  live  in  Ireland  in 
a  state  different  from  that  in  which  their 
forefathers  lived.  Then  with  respect  to 
the  objection  of  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  to  small  properties,  all  this  measure 
proposed  to  do  was  to  remove  the  tram- 
mels on  property;  but  it  did  not  insist  upon 
property  being  sold  in  small  quantities.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  the  notion  of  small 
properties  was  confounded  with  the  idea  of 
small  farms;  but  the  two  things  were  not 
to  be  mixed  up  together.  Nothing,  he 
admitted,  could  be  more  unfortunate  than 
the  condition  of  the  miserable  cottier  in 
Ireland;  but  to  say  he  disliked  that  system 
was  no  reason  why  he  should  not  wish  to 
see  property  in  the  hands  of  small  proprie- 
tors who  would  farm  that  property  them- 
selves. This  Bill,  however,  did  not  oblige 
them  to  have  small  properties.  In  conclu- 
sion, he  begged  to  express  his  conviction 
that  this  measure  was  most  necessary,  and 
that  the  House,  by  passing  it,  would  lay 
the  foundation  for.  the  future  prosperity  of 
Ireland. 

On  the  question  that  the  words  pro* 
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posed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
question. 

The  House  divided :— Ayes  197  ;  Noes 
52 :  Majoritj  145. 

Lisi  of  tke  Atbb. 


Abdy,  T,  N. 
Aakiid,  Sir  T.  D. 
Admr,  R.  A.  S. 
AlMok,T. 
Anaon,  hon.  CoL 
Anstey,  T.  C. 
AmtUtHig,  R.  B. 

Bailey,  i. 
BaiDM,  M.  T. 
Baring,  rt.  hn.  Sir  F.  T. 
Bvnard,  E.  6. 

Bflribeky,  bon.  Cast. 
Barkale7,hon.C.F. 
BemaUR. 
Bireli,  Sir  T.  B. 
Bovtcrie,  BOH.  E.  P. 
Bowlaa^AdB. 
Bowiw,Dr. 
Boyle,  Eon.  CoL 
BradJey,  Yiaet. 
Brodman,  E.D. 
Brooke,  Sir  A.  B. 
BreCkertoB,  i. 
Brown,  W. 
Browne,  &.  D. 
BaOer.C. 

r.P.S. 

».W.F. 
GaTeBdkh,  bon.  G.  H. 
CbafiiB,  W.  J. 
Ghartefit,  hoa.  F. 
Chnrty,  S. 
Oay.J. 
Clay,  Sr  W. 
Clerk,  rt.  bon.  Sir  G. 
CliTe,  boD.  R.  H. 
GoMen,R. 
Coko,boD.  E.  K. 
Oolekrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Coles,  H.B. 
CorlMdly,  M.  E. 
Ooffry,  ri.  bon.  H.  Lw 
Cmiitnj,  Lofd 
Cowan,  C. 
Cowper,  bon.  W.  F. 
Cnbitt,  W. 
D^lrrmple,  Capt. 
Dawson,  boB.  T.  V. 
De«ks.W. 
DeiiiMw,  J.  E. 
Derereox^J.  T. 
Dnunianrig,  Viset. 
Do«:G.  S. 
Dnnean.  G. 
Duncaft,  J. 
DiukUs,  Adnu 
Dundas,  Sir  D. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
EUioc,  boa.  J.  E. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fagan,  W. 
FhaPatrick,  rt.  bn.  J.  W. 


Fltxroy,  boa.  H. 
Fortter,  M. 
Forteaene,  C. 
Fortescue,  bon.  J.  W. 
Glyn,  G.  C. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Gore.  W.  R.  0. 
Grabam,  ri.bon.  SirJ. 
Greene,  J. 
Grenfell,  C.  W. 
Grey,  rt.  bon.  Sir  G. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hastie,  A« 
Hawes,B. 
Hay,  Lorti  J. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Headlam,  T.  E. 
Heatbeote,  SirW. 
Heneage,  £. 
Henry,  A. 
Herbert,  H.  A. 
Heywood,  J. 
Hindley,  C. 

Hobbooae,  rt.  bon.Sir  J. 
HobbonM,  T.  B. 
Hodgc«,T.  L. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Hornby,  J. 

Howard,  bon.  E.  G.  G. 
Howai^P.H. 
Hntt.W. 
Jenia,  SirJ. 
Joedyn,  Viaet. 
JobnatoM,  Sir  J. 
KerdiBw,  J. 
King,  bon.  P.  J.  L. 
Labovebere,  ri.boo.H. 
Laey,  H.C. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
LoBon,  Sir  C. 
Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 
Lewis,  G.  G. 
LincolB,  Eari  of 
Littleton,  bon.  E.  B. 
Losbington,  C. 
M^Cnllagb,  W.  T. 
M  Ovegoff,  J. 
MTaggaft,SirJ. 
Wangles,  R.  D. 
Manners,  Lord  G. 
ManbalUJ.  G. 
Ifasteman,  J. 
>btbeson,CoL 
Maale,  rt.  bon.  F. 
Melgund,  Viaci. 
Milner,  W.  M.  E. 
Mifaies.R.M. 
Mhebell,  T.  A. 
Mi>naeU,W. 
Moq»etb,  Viaci. 
Morris,  D. 

Mo«tTn,  bon.  E.  M.  L. 
Mowatt,  F. 
Mullings,  J.  R. 
Noel,  bon.  G.  J. 
^orreys.  Lord 


CConnen,  M.  J. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Odwme,  R. 
Palmerston,  Viaet. 
Parker.  J. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Perfect,  R. 
Peto,  S.  M. 
Pbilips,  Sir  G.  R. 
Pilkiogton,  J. 
Pinney,  W. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Puaey.P. 
Raphael,  A. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Reynolda,  J. 
Rieardo,  J.  L. 
Rieardo,  0. 
Rieh,H. 
Riebarda,  R. 
Robarte8,T.  J.A. 
Robinaon,  G.  R. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Rnmbold.  C.  E. 
Rnaaell,  Lord  J. 
Rasaell,  F.  C.  H. 
Rntberfiird,  A. 
SCDOleBeld,  W. 
Sonlly,  F. 
Seymonr,  Lord 
Sbeil,  rt.  bon.  R.  L. 
Sbdbome,  Eari  of 
Sberidan,  R.  B. 
Slaney,  R.  A. 


Smt^  rt.  bea.  tL  T. 
Smith,  M.  T. 
Smitb,  J.  B. . 
Somerrille,  riJm.Sir  W. 
Sotberon,  T.  H.  8. 
Spearman,  H.  J. 
SnlliTan,M« 
Talbot,  C.R.M. 
Talbot,  J.  H. 
Tennent.  R.  J. 
Tbieknesae,  R.  A.      « 
TboBpion,  OoL 
Tbomdy,  T« 
Townley,  R.  G. 
TownabBod,  Cafi. 
Tomer,  E. 
V  eniey,  stt  H« 
Villiers,  Viaei. 
Villien,  boo.  C. 
Virian,J.  H. 
Walter,  J. 
Wait!,  H.  G. 
WatkBM,OiL 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Willeoz,B.M. 
Wilaon,  J. 
Wilaon,M. 
Wood,  rCba.  Sir  0« 
Wood,  W.  P. 
Wyril^M. 
Toii^g,Sir  J. 


Tafiiell,H. 
Craig,  W.  6. 


Lifl0/a«N0S8. 


ArcbdaU,CMi. 
Barrington,  Viaei. 
Bateoon,  T. 
BeBtinek,  Lord  6. 
BeresBBrd,  W. 
Blackall,S.W. 
Boldefo,H.G. 
Briaeo,  M. 
Broadley,  H. 
BMk,  L.  W. 
Balfer,  Sir  J.  T. 
Cbiebester,  Lord  i.  L. 
Cole,  bon.  H.  A. 
Dick,Q. 
Dodd,G. 
Donne,  F.  P. 
Dn  Pra,  C.  G. 
Fambam,  E.  6. 
Ferguaon,  Sir  R.  A. 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 
Fleyer,  J. 
Foz,R.Bi. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Grogan,  E. 
Halsey.  T.  P. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hamilton,  J.  H. 
Hayes,  Sir  E. 


Howard,  Sir  &» 
Hndaon,G. 
Ingestre,  y  kei. 
JoMs,C^ifi. 
Lawtber,  iMk  OuL 
Maaderilla,  YiMi. 
Miles,  W. 
Newport,  Tiaet. 
O'Brin.SirL. 
Paeka,  C.  W. 
RoUMtoa^CaL 
Sadlicr.J. 
Sandara,  J. 
SibCbQrp,GQL 
Smy^J.  6. 

".   .£* 

Scnri,a. 
rr)nbait,l)L 
Te«e7,boa.T. 
Vyta.  R.  H.  R.  H. 
WaMBflsB,  H.  &« 
WakbTSirJ.B. 
WHkN^gbby,  Sir  fi. 


Newdegaie,  C.  N. 
Henley,  J.  W. 


Mahi  (peatiQn  agreed  to. 
Bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

CORRUPT  PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS 
BILL. 
Load  JOHN  RUSSSLL  mm^    Aa 
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Colonel  SIBTHORP  hoped  that  the 
nohle  Lord  would  not  at  that  hour  of  the 
night  proceed  with  a  Bill  of  so  complicated 
a  character,  which  in  his  judgment  it  was 
impossihle  properly  to  consider  during  the 
present  Session.  The  period  could  not  he 
far  distant  when  a  prorogation  must  take 
place,  and,  therefore,  to  suppose  it  possi- 
hle  to  carry  such  a  measure  was  out  of  the 
question.  What  had  the  present  Govern- 
ment done  since  Novemher  ?  They  had  pro- 
mised ererything,  hut  done  nothing.  He  did 
not  hesitate  to  say  that  a  more  incom- 
petent, a  more  deceitful,  or,  as  the  hon. 
Memher  for  Youghal  had  said,  a  more 
"  hoUow  and  treacherous  "  Ministry  had 
nerer  occupied  the  Treasury  henches.  But 
what  had  that  House  done  ?  Since  the 
month  of  l^^ovemher,  70  public  Bills  had 
been  introduced,  of  which  10  were  with- 
drawn; and  44  Bills  had  been  introduced 
byprirate  Members,  of  which  15  had  been 
withdrawu ;  and  many  of  these  Bills  had 
been  measures  of  great  importance.  This 
Bill,  if  it  were  to  be  read  a  second  time 
to-night,  could  not  pass  both  Houses  at  an 
earlier  period  thaii  three  weeks.  He  ob- 
jected to  it,  therefore,  because  of  the  late 
period  of  the  Session  at  which  it  had  been 
brought  in;  he  objected  also  to  its  compli- 
cated machinery,  and  to  its  partiality.  He 
objected  to  the  Bill  because  there  was  to 
be  a  secret  and  a  scandalous  inquiry  into 
the  private  concerns  not  only  of  the  con- 
stituency, but  of  Members  or  Parliament, 
their  characters  and  conduct,  who  were 
liable  to  be  summoned  before  the  Com- 
mission. He  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  reject 
this  Bin  in  limine,  and  he  should  move 
that  it  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months. 

Mr.  BANRES,  although  he  entirely 
concurred  in  many  of  the  observations  of 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  could  not 
concur  in  his  present  Motion  ;  because, 
though  he  might  object  to  the  details  of 
the  Bill,  he  considered  the  principle  of  the 
measure  to  be  so  great  an  improvement 
upon  the  Bill  which  had  been  withdrawn, 
that  he  rejoiced  at  the  discretion  the  noble 
Lord  had  used.  It  was  but  fair  to  state 
that  their  object  had  been,  not  to  screen 
delinquency,  but  that  the  inquiry  should 
be  fairly  and  fitly  conducted  ;  and,  now 
that  they  had  a  Bill  which  gave  a  hope  of 
such  fair  and  proper  inquiry,  they  gave  it 
a  ready  acquiescence.  For  himself,  he  was 
satisfied  in  giving  his  decided  support  to 
the  present  stage  of  the  measure,  though 
he  believed  they  must  look  to   another 


Session  of  Parliament  for  the  remedial 
operation  of  the  Bill,  which  could  have  no 
operation  this  Session  ;  and  he  hoped, 
therefore,  when  the  noble  Lord  introduced 
this  Bill,  he  had  made  up  his  mind  not  to 
withhold  the  writs  for  the  places  now  de- 
prived of  representatives.  As  to  the  Ikk 
rough  of  Derby,  it  did  appear  to  him  that 
no  case  had  been  made  out  which  would 
justify  the  House  in  withholding  the 
writ;  and  unless  very  strong  circumstances 
were  shown  with  regard  to  Leicester,  he 
should  say  the  same  of  that  borough.  As 
to  the  time  at  which  the  present  measure 
was  to  come  into  operation — though  the 
noble  Lord  might  be  disposed  to  pass  it 
with  as  little  delay  as  possible — ^yet  it  was 
to  be  hoped  that  the  Bill  would  not  take 
effect  during  the  present  Session.  He  re* 
gretted  that  the  noble  Lord  had  not  earlier 
turned  his  attention  to  the  subject,  for  it 
scarcely  was  it  becoming  in  him,  as  Prime 
Minister,  to  bring  forward  a  measure 
which  he  did  not  fully  approve.  He  hoped, 
however,  when  they  got  into  Committee 
on  the  Bill,  they  would  be  able,  with  the 
aid  of  the  noble  Lord,  to  remedy  its  de- 
fects. He  would  not,  however,  conclude 
those  brief  observations  without  protesting 
against  treating  being  considereld  as  equi- 
valent to  bribery.  It  might  be  necessary 
to  restrain  treating;  but  there  was  no  ne- 
cessity for  confounding  it  with  bribery. 
He  had  only  to  add,  that  he  should  sup- 
port the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  opposite  had  referred  to 
him  respecting  the  measure  now  before 
the  House,  and  had  accused  him  of  bring- 
ing forward  the  Bill.  Greater  justice, 
however,  had  been  done  to  him  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dorsetshire,  who  gave  a 
more  correct  version  of  the  facts.  For 
many  years  past  he  had  taken  great  part 
in  the  inquiries  which  had  been  instituted 
into  that  class  of  subjects  respecting  which 
it  was  now  proposed  to  legislate;  and  he 
well  knew  the  invidious  nature  of  the  task 
imposed  upon  those  who  undertook  to 
bring  forward  measures  of  that  class;  it 
was,  therefore,  unwillingly  that  he  applied 
himself  to  the  subject.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  last  addressed  the  House  had 
told  them  that  he  (Lord  J.  Russell)  did 
not  agree  with  the  arguments  put  forward 
by  those  who  originally  supported  the  Bill; 
and  that  he  did  not  concur  in  the  views 
entertained  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Flint  boroughs.  To  this  the 
only  reply  he  thought  it  necessary  to  make 
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VTic^  t&Al,  ttfvn  a  subject  of  such  a  nature,  I  mittees  bj  whom  the  petitions  from  the 
it  *(tf^«7Vvi  to  Kim  most  do^irablo  to  obtain  '•  places  named  in  the  schedule  had  been 
as  »%sch  ACT^^^nKMU  as  pi.^s$iblo;  and.  think-  j  tried.  Not  one  word  had  been  said  bj  the 
{"iiif  tb^  Bill  sutfioiont  for  its  purpose,  he  noble  Lord  or  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
ka\t  \VR5«accd  to  514'porc  it.  As  the  hou. ;  Gentleman  (the  Attomej  General)  coo- 
vt^«tl<oa;an  oppvv^;co  said  thov  had  no  de-  ■  ceming  the  borough  of  Horsham.  Yet  it 
sirv  tvvr  briV^^rr.  he  hop«\i  they  would  sup-  '  was  a  matter  of  notorietj  tha&  ac  the  pre* 
^-ct  ;h^  Ri'/..     He  frame%i  it  in  its  present  '•  sent  assizes  for  the  count j  of  Suaaex  a 

*pii  tarn  action  was  pending,  in  whkh  aa 
informer  was  the  plaintidf,  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Attorney  General  the  d^eadaiu! 
It  was  not  consistent  with  the  dlgBiCT  ef 
the  GoTemment  or  its  officers  cfaac  so^aa 
inquiry  should  be  left  in  siich  hiiA;  aod 
what  did  it  suggest  I  Either  ihas  the 
noble  Lord  was  not  sincere  ia  tae  wiik  ke 
professed  to  scrutinise  the  malpracsieea  of 
the  late  Ministerial  Member  for  ^»  W- 
n>u3  of  Horsham:  or  that  tLe  p  iiymaT  of 
this  Bill,  reccmmended  by  the  mekit  Lsed, 


:  to  bo  the  best  that  he 
cirvunistsinvvs    hope   to 


Ss^*r*•  SjAx-^^-r*^  : 
<v«\i   st^UT   tie 

carry ;  ar.^i.  as  he  had  not  been  conviDoed 
Vy  tie  Arr^y.cc;:*  uryed  apkinst  the  BilU 
W  cv*«Ic  >.*ri*y  do  otherwise  than  perserere 
it  ]^cvwe*i;rj:  wl:h  :;•  Thosjp  the  hon. 
aa>c  ral'js;.!  Me^^Ser  as  well  as  other  Gon- 
wauet  TOw««::  w^re  of  p4«K\i  to  the  Bill. 
T«  he  "Sc-lierec  tbe  ir^cat  siajoHty  of  the 
nfo^e  wc^*  wi'.Mr,^  ;o  p?  :r.:o  Cx^cciittee. 
aac  cw*»«c  ::*  ceaailK  TVls  b^K::^.  as  he 
fnljy  VfCxr^  vie  Kc*f  c:  t>.e  House,  ho 
ChCttiQMccc  it  w.i^  i»:^  neasccab^e  to  more 
aa  ar^.'^rLTccs.!  c;'  ti<e  i^^*ate.  He  h. 
V«flt  a£vri3»c  «  ^rlr-ri V  f:?wx:^i  tie  Bi 
/It  tbf  i?'ni  aC  -'xly.     Fit  i:  ie  iii  --.^ 

wv£  as  a  kC  iMicr  7»fir;:c  ;•:  li*  S«i5*i:c, 
Mk.  HUT  S ;!  N  :.V«i<rrec,  rr^at  ii:y  w*c* 
atKiot  ULUchit  rrca  ax  "^\^^  —  ^-^  *^ 
etsntiKA  ic  £«rskix  icciOirte^  -f  ^if^y 
fttuivw  Uia£  xbtr  yrifn  tr  di^mfso.  !•*  w:iij£ 
1«  wilii&r  he  tiVt  jiar;  z:  tl^i  a  tkxjt  c£ 
^le  ernansiss  t^hu  bt  huL  '-mezTrec  as  ti** 

ttic:  saziM.  h  -wtauL  rreLiJy  iariifta^  tbe 
vmnawL  xncini:y.  'Et  cioijc  Dca  iznoK'- 
«sao£  wt.y  T.hf  iinrfinrh*  rftci^cxr  "wLKtl. 
iip-:iuous>  T-ert  7C£»fi.ted.   samciA   "iit   rut 

siuiuiL  suikivir:  ibt  ArDenUmniJi  mr«*eL  >t 
itit  tun.  lUemUK  jtr  Linr-nk:  anc  hr  Itf^ 
lipvac  iha:  ibe  nnhn  Ijuri  huDseh"  'rou'ic 
hfrir'iac  u  rni  rid  o:  iut  TiiL. 

ilk.  VI  1-E>  supnorr^d  thf  «wnnr.  reac- 
inp.  Thprt  hac  htvr.  a  wXinc  ir.  iii£ 
countTT-  foTTOP.-'r  Thw  iRiwrioT.  CommiTWtc* 
die  noT  at  thor  fJiiry;  boi  afto:  wha:  hw". 
rnnexiV.}  tftkor.  niarr  ibf  samr  teeiinp  rnult 
m-  innpvr  (xtsv.  fir  drstiked  The  n'*"ovi(ii» 
mfsBSUTf*  whi-V.  hiifl  "hPTT  irrriwlupp/.  or 
tnw^  s«b''»i*L;  hn:  hf  rhoiurh"  #nch  fi  Tiil".  us 
thr  T»rfs**n:  it^vr^sR'^' :  nm'..  with  on;  ii»<Nur- 

thai  i;  miirhi  Sf  maAc  a  pft*v*  Bil.  n.  v  on«- 
mitiAf-. 

Wk  AV>^TF\.  aff^.:  somr  nhsoT-vnnoTrs. 
©niwcpnr/**".   u  wifh.lrr.v  the  AliUioii,  miiiinc 

Bil.   rpn^fc'.nprf.  iin«Uorjx'»       i:   i:   im^*^t.  i; 

trltmnais.  tJiaj  w-  u  sfl\.  t4if  von* 


ras  backed  fi:\3m  the  adiitadmsl 
ai   asivsa.  :ha5  if  it  pa&sed  there  wvixu£ 


accori^  to  the  defeS'iazt  is 
i>:werf=!  rvascc  £:c  3jtEisc  tie 
twijtr^rc*  ti*  i:^aL  ["Hear!"  ; 
rrit4  :/  "  r»:iii*  !"*  Tikfise  wa 
ssa.T>rf<  wiSiil  zbitf^  ^ai.  MfinonEa 
r^rrtd  "■  ^Tiiie  "  wvclii  L:*  waiZ 
:i£*:a3«e  t^y  a£sr5d£  reasau  he 
■jix  '^  p:ss5M:aMsmeBC  ic  taik  BiE 
Sssfex  jxTT  iia£  £7«"szi  ist  "waics  3a  liie 
aczkA  araJBS  tibe  As^raey  a^i—iJ  Qb 
jxik;ix;r  iTsr  iitf-  anbeoiue  in  -dnt  fiflL  fae 
4ir«err{^  tihu  "^  ivw  xmcaacot  ia  x  ^ 
"rert  rharcM  visi.  Urlxificy  ana 

E^sjfCTt  iifcrn-  ramfsiEZfc.  the 
^ir  a£b(c?RDts  n:  iht  Grpi^enaDasL,  Ttb 
inonhy  ▼'iiii±  ihe  BH  jirc^ioiiea  mc  ene 
I'hiM  v-nuiL  iai!;  for  a  ionr  penad  iif  xine. 
Ii  vnniL  lie  one  r-nnrnwnninp  ^q&  Ae 
itariiKC  ztmt.,  anc  nndin^  witti  die  yum 
I>r»f..  Bm  hf-  roniL  nni  avoid  fjwotnip 
nhiifr^atini:  u-  niu  inuni.  In  aomr  ia- 
si&nrcs.  Bs  it  ihf  case  n:  1  mwhw  tkm 
v'nTnniirtK  hmL  Tfuumnnendan  tim  tlwi« 
shnuic  hf  further  monirr;  and  die  ]«eoi»* 
mond&iiiu.  vcai.  no:  acted  mm.  TkeMflm- 
K^r^  Ttttumed  iverc  suinuinen  of  die  -anhk 
'A.ivL  ]l  other  raM&.  a»  it  thai  of  Qrvas 
Tarmouth.  tnr  TM^nmmmdatiaL  ^mt  aeted 
unoii:  hui  ihr  sittinf:  liemher  in  diat  i»- 
stann  «&;  or.  the-  opitosition  aide  of  dw 
Eoi^^r  T^hnhiv  tht  nahk  LnrdiiapodtD 
irniii^v  Tht  craaT  ReftiTTt  party  with  a  flOMn 
n-(:^AMm.  IT.  Tf>ouita  fiir  thr  jrieat  &mi^ 
Tii^nitmpn:  ^r  hail  rptr^ontiy  ^ver.  dieiii,aBd 
f-  hA«~  *i"Hi<»'n-Ptf'.  thoj^f  OftM^  ^ieh  ]Di|Eln 
i^ti>A4i:  t^:-^ii.:  for.  ir  thr  pHntitade  of  his 
Tw^^o; .  in  bad  ^rantcid  torthor  iaqurr  into 
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cases  in  whicli  the  Committee  had  not  re- 
commended it.  But  he  (Mr.  Anstej)  ob- 
jected to  the  Bill  on  four  grounds.  In  the 
first  place,  because  it  had  an  ex  post  facto 
operation,  which  was  contrary  to  the  spirit 
of  English  law.  In  the  next  place,  be- 
cause its  operation  was  partial,  being  con- 
fined to  certain  boroughs  and  constituencies, 
and  not  extended  to  all.  In  the  third  place, 
because  it  was  confined  in  its  operation  to 
those  boroughs  and  other  constituencies, 
the  disfranchisement  of  which  seemed  to 
be  desired  by  a  certain  party  in  the  House, 
whHst  every  other  was  excluded.  And  in 
the  fourth  place,  because  its  principle  was 
not  uniform,  it  proceeding  in  one  instance 
upon  a  principle  which,  in  another  place,  it 
denied;  receiving  hearsay  evidence  in  one 
part,  which  it  rejected  in  another.  There 
seemed  to  be  a  suspicious  inconsistency  in 
leaving  London  out  of  the  proposed  in- 
quiry. For  if  rumour  told  truth,  the  noble 
Lord  had  undergone  enormous  expenses  in 
his  election^  in  which  hundreds  of  pounds 
went  for  nothing,  and  in  which  the  entire 
expenses,  he  (Mr.  Anstey)  believed,  were 
upwards  of  30,000Z.  Did  the  noble  Lord 
mean  to  deny  that  the  principal  contribu- 
tor to  that  fund  was  the  great  representa- 
tive of  the  monied  interest  before  which  the 
noble  Lord  cowered  ?  Did  he  mean  to 
deny  that  rumour — and  more  than  rumour, 
although  there  were  laws  of  libel  and  slan- 
der which  it  was  dangerous  to  infringe — 
could  he  deny  that  men  had  had  the  courage 
out  of  the  House,  on  their  responsibility 
to  the  law  and  to  society,  to  denounce 
the  fact,  and  to  point  to  the  very  men  who 
bad  received  the  rewards  they  had  earned 
by  voting  for  the  noble  Lord  and  Baron 
BothschUd  ?  Would  the  noble  Lord  grant 
an  inquiry  into  the  condition  of  the  city 
of  London?  Then  the  witnesses  under 
his  indemnity  clause  might  come  for- 
ward and  identify  themselves.  But  there 
seemed  to  be  something  of  playing  fast  and 
loose  in  the  affair.  It  seemed  that  mere 
rumour  was  sufficient,  in  some  instances, 
to  cause  the  institution  of  an  inquiry  for 
the  purposes  of  disfranchising  freemen; 
but  it  was  not  sufficient  to  set  on  foot  an 
inquiry  which  might  fix  a  stigma  on  the 
character  and  conduct  of  a  great  Minister 
of  State. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question,  that 
the  word  *'  now  "  stand  part  of  the  ques- 
tion :  —  Ayes  216  :  Noes  9  ;  Majority 
207. 

[It  will  be  sufficient  on  the  division  to 
give  the  Noes  only.] 

VOL.C.    {J^\ 


List  of  the  Noes. 

Anstey,  T.  C.  Somerset,  Capt. 

Arohdall,  Capt.  Urquhart,  D. 

Halsey.  T.  P.  Vyse,  R.  H.  R.  H. 
Hobbouse,  T.  B.  tellers. 

Hodgson,  W.  N.  Hudson,  G. 

Mandeville,  Visct.  Sibtborp,  Col. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

PLACES  OF  WORSHIP  SITES  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  moved  that  this  BiU 
bo  read  a  Third  Time. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  thought  this  would 
be  a  good  opportunity  for  showing  to  the 
country  that,  without  needless  prolonga- 
tion of  discussion,  they  could  come  to  a 
decision  upon  an  important  subject;  and, 
as  the  question  had  been  several  times  de- 
bated, and  he  had  so  often  stated  his  opin- 
ion on  it,  it  would  be  inexcusable  in  him  if 
he  were  to  detain  the  House  at  any  length 
upon  this  occasion.  He  was  sorry  the 
Home  Secretary  had  left  his  place,  because 
he  fully  relied  on  his  support ;  but  he  saw 
the  Lord  Advocate,  and  was  sure  he  would 
vote  with  him  (Sir  J.  Graham)  against  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill.  A  certain  sect 
in  Scotland,  which  had  arisen  only  within 
the  last  five  years,  had  built  750  churches, 
and  desired  to  build  about  30  more  ;  and 
about  10  proprietors  refused  them  the  ac- 
commodation which  they  required  for  that 
purpose.  To  meet  this  case  the  proposi- 
tion submitted  to  Parliament  was,  that  any 
set  of  persons  calling  themselves  a  religi- 
ous congregation*  might  come  upon  the 
estate  of  any  proprietor,  and,  subject  to 
certain  safeguards  which  he  would  not  de- 
tain the  House  by  enumerating,  choose 
any  site  which  they  might  think  most  con- 
venient for  their  purpose.  They  were 
then  to  go  to  the  Court  of  Session,  which 
was  to  send  the  sheriflF  to  inspect  the  lo- 
cality; and,  if  that  officer  should  be  of 
opinion  that  the  site  selected  was  a  con- 
venient one,  he  had  the  power  of  setting  it 
out,  and  the  owner  of  the  estate  was  com- 
pelled to  take  the  price  which  might  be 
agreed  on  for  his  own  property,  thus  taken 
against  his  will ;  and,  if  the  site  selected 
should  be  close  to  his  residence,  he  mu9t 
nevertheless  give  it  up.  The  other  Dis- 
senters in  Scotland,  except  the  sect  in 
question,  were  opposed  to  the  measure. 
What  was  the  opinion  of  the  Dissenters  of 
Enghmd  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  Stock* 
port,  speaking  in  their  name  on  a  former 
occasion,  said  that  this  measure  was  con- 
trary to  the  voluntary  principle,  and  that 
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fjji€>«  -Ml   liiiir  Clnirrii  of  ZiirtasiO  —  lia: 

la&L  isvBSjffrii'j'L  v^ii  lilt  SxiAfc.  iierer  ■rr&- 
2:sK}d  ^'.^  JSM^  CAT  ibudKcinr  kilHu-  i»  -diss 
'riiki  iri*  easjn**^  f  i?"  liit  swt  fvr  ▼!»«* 
ii«)ie£:  tiiif  Bui  wvt  xirtroid«)edL  Wiaj 
▼ubM  ut  tilt  nwr  <«f  !«•  j»:^*r  iriski  h  w«* 
|irgpf(fK»!l  t*  funrfer  Tpiv  ii*e  Fret  CiaiPEi 
taes  i:^  SevL^^  5     A  cum  tssne  r«ic>eaa2T 

titeMr  dran&KUiiiKft.  A  diirx  lisie  it^-, 
tilt  j-poyriewc  of  I^snssuke  r»T*  i*  lie 
Free  ^JhvrA  ki«  a  j<ffiiko  rf  li*  TiSa^ 

«d4  tfee  Frw  CVnirt.  i«roe«i4*^  v>  «»eJMe 
tike  vibUe  of  lac  yrwaL     Ti*e  tilUgwt, 

tkeir  ngto,  jnilW  ici'wa  ibt  pi&rc  The 
ewe  »••*  Vro«sit  Wf -tTt  iJje  C-crtrrt  cf  Sef- 
!»«««  a»l  jadlzakost  »-**  ^«»  fw  ibe  tS- 
bfren.  s^ant  tbe  Freie  Clivrdi.  It  vu 
■nafiriMiiry  to*  detaSa  th«  H'Mie  k«sg?r. 
TW  BfiB  waa  <A^«etkoj^  ia  yrsstea^^  it 
waM  aSto^cdber  onweHanr,  aakd  be  retmen- 

Witli  that  riev,  he  ii>9r«l  aa  an  Aioesid- 
■Mat,  that  the  BOl  tb'j^M  Ve  read  a  tiird 
taae  that  dar  rix  ayyethf. 

Mm.  BOUVERIE  uad^  that  hi«  right 
hffis.  Fnead  k»4  ikpc  teirea  a  eorreet  de- 
«en;^twQ  <9f  the  prorisioof  cf  the  B2L 
Whei  the  ^'pcsl  «nas  made  to  the  C<Mzrt 
«f  H  ewiwi»  tLat  tHhruial  had  anthomr  to 
avard  e<mt«  a^Faus^t  the  parties  oiaking 
the  afPfifieatioD*  in  the  erent  of  it§  being 
ntrfftfed.  If  tfae  Coon  *hon1d  detennine 
t0fi  ^rraatinc'  :ke  application,  it  voold  then 
fiend  the  ^km^  to  look  at  the  site  se- 
VttUbi^  and,  tf  }0t  disappr^Tcd  of  it.  he  was 
anthori»ed  to  fix  npon  another  wfaieh  he 
miefat  think  better.  The  siain  fiiet  op'jn 
whieh  Pariiament  was  eaDed  npon  to  le- 
gislate was  this — that  a  nomber  of  eon- 
gregBtwof  were  in  the  eonstaat  habit  of 
mecftiog  for  religions  worship  in  plaees  and 
nnder  eireooutanees  injnrioos  to  the  health 
of  the  peof^le  and  their  ministers,  and  in 
a  manner  which  was  net  ia  aceordanee 
with  religions  fibertj.  A  <?ongregation  in 
one  of  the  Hebrides,  an  island  larger  than 
the  Isle  of  Wight,  wa«  nnable  to  obtain  a 
square  ineh  of  ground  for  the  erection  of  a 
cbnrch.  It  appeared  to  him  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  had  somewhat  alter^  his  tone 
on  this  sqbjeet,  for  on  the  Sth  of  June  he 
said,  that  "  though  he  wocid  not  go  the 
length  of  saring  that  legislation  might  not 
be  necessary  in  tb^  last  resort,  he  objected 
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Tbe  =rref:dgatxn  WAm  tihe  Cmm  ^  Sea- 

wijct  «cpud  laLe  fftaee  Vdore  tihe  1 
to  which  private  KDs' 

The  LORD  AI*F«>rATE 
w^e  agasBit  the  iic?d   1  nfiaj.    «f 
Bin,  heeanse  it  was 
exeepdoBsI ! 

iTPjght  he  dene  hr  leai'siig  the 
proieecie  tfaesr  rcMedr  hw  fRrate  Aciisf 
FarfiasBCBt  was  a ! 
lual  of  JQStaee;  hex  when.  Tamtmk  «f  1 
h  ap(4xahle  to  eae  deaoBnaaft 
sere  was  extended  toal,  kern 
it.     He  was  rwtt  the  light 
man.   in   fpeaking  of  ^M   ~ 
whieh  had  ■■If  It"— hir  1 
gnevaarea.  and  whieh  he  1 
aiaMtft  admitted  hj  the  light  hnu  < 
man,  had  Fevsved  to 
Vit  it  ffao«y  wter  he  fcrvMn,  esM  by 
those  who  svted  aganit  ^1 
of  AisBa,that  there  1 
Seotlaad  everr  iach  of 
a  Bohle  Lord,*aW  ast  obIt  had  he  i 
a  sHe,  b«t  had  aba  nfiinJ  t»  5M»  fA- 


fefling,  and  pnipnetT  as 

word  eoold  he  sud,  fibcrtj  to  ^ 

in  the  open  air,  even  on  a 

and,  if  he  were  not  miitaVm 

the  noble  Lord  had  token  ant  a 

against  their  meeting  there,  a 

liged   them  to  wnr^np  God 

whole  inclemcBt  winter  aeaaa 

roads.     That  was  a  sUimg 

would  mention  this  fiiet,  that 

time  as  the  noUe  Lofd  fek  he  ^ 

iDg  too  hard  npon  himself  pnhfie  ( 

tioD,  and  thej  had  proposed  to  1 

sacrament  nnder  the  inclemeneT  cf 

northern  skies  in  the  middle  ef  1 

noble  Lord  did  not  eonaent  to  gire  Ann  A 

place  fEM-  petfwmiiy  that  SBicam  nHltoaoMn 

of  their  Church.     Ther  were  adfiand  ■•• 
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to  accept  that  eompfiment,  being  toll  1 
the  noble  Lord  wonld  be  oh^;ed  to  m% 
them  a  better  plaee  of  wordiip;  hat  «Mt 
sect,  so  much  abased  for  its  rioleaee  (aai 
he  dared  saj  there  had  been  TialeaenX  ^^ 
upon  that  particnlar 
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aeeommodatioii  in  ihe  hope  that  from  the  ae- 
tion  of  puhlfc  opinion  the  nohle  Lord  might 
he  hrougfat  to  regard  the  Free  Church  with 
more  favourahle  feelings,  and  might  he 
disposed  to  grant  them  sites. 

The  House  diyided  on  the  question,  that 
the  word  "  now"  stand  part  of  the  ques- 
tion:—Ayes  09;  Noes  98:  Majoritj  39. 
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List  qf  the  AnB. 

Ad«ir,  R.  A.  S.  Kaogleg,  R.  D. 

lUuDfs,  M.  T.  MarshaOl,  J.  G. 

Bowling,  Pr.  Katbeion,  Col. 

BrPtbertop,  J.  Melgund,  Yiaot. 

BiiUer,  C.  Milner,  W.  M.  E. 

Bfinhiii7>  B-  H.  Morpeth,  Viaot. 
Ohiehester,  Lord  J.  L.      Morris,  D. 

ChUders,  J.  W,  O'CopneU,  M,  J, 

CU7,Jf.  Ogle,S.C.H. 

CUflbrd,  H.  M.  Paget,  Lord  A. 

Oobden,  B.  Paget,  Lord  0. 

Oowan,  d.  Pechell,  Capt. 

Oowper,  hoQ.  W.  F.  Perfect,  R. 

Jkine,  Sir  H.  R,  F,  Pigott,  F, 

Poncan,  Q.  Pinne^r,  W. 

Dondas,  Adm.  Raphael,  A. 

Ewart,  W.  Reynolds,  J. 

Fdifuson,  OoL  Rieh,  H. 

Fox,  R.  M.  Soholefield,  W. 

Qreene,  J.  Smith,  J.  B. 

Hastie,  4.  SomerTille,rt.hon.SirW. 

Hasiie,  A.  Stuart,  Lord  D. 

Heaiy,  A.  Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 

S«ywood,  J.  Thioknesse,  R,  A. 

Bipdlf  jr,  q,  Thomely,  T. 

Hodge9,  T,  h.  Ward,  H.  G. 
Homd,  hon.  G.  W.  G,    Watkins,  Ool. 

king,  lion.  P.  J.  L.  Wawn,  J.  T. 
Loeke,  J.  tbllbbs. 

McGregor,  J.  Bouverie,  hon.  E.  P, 

MoTaggart,  Sir  J.  Maule,  rt,  hon.  F. 

List  of  the  Nobs. 

Aoland,  Sir  T.  D.  Pu  Pre,  0.  G. 

Anstej,  T.  C.  Edwards,  H. 

Arohdall,  Cant.  ElUot,  hon.  J.  E. 

BMOt,  bos.  Wf  Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 

bailey,  ^,  J.  Fitzgerald,  W.  R.  S, 

Bankes,  G.  Fitzroy,  hon.  H. 

Barrington,  Viaet.  Floyer,  J. 

Beabow,  i.  Fnlier,  A.  E. 

Beatiqek,  Lprd  Q.  Galway,  Visot. 

Bereafofd,  W.;^  Gordon,  Adm, 

Braoklffir,  Visot.  Goring,  C. 

Bremricwe,  R.  Grogan,  E, 

Brisoo,  H.  Gwyn,  H. 

BMokab  Lord  Haggitt,  F.  R. 

Brqok^ir  A.  B.  Halsey,  T.  P. 

CiMrew,  W.  U-  P.  Hamilton,  G.  A, 

Chartres,  hon.  jf,  Heaid,  J. 

6hri8ty,  S.  Heathoote,  SirW. 
Clerk,  rt.  hum.  Sir  0.       Henley,  J.  W. 

Uocks,  T.  S.  Hervey,  Lord  A. 

Ck>lo,  hon.  H,  A,  Hobhouse,  T-  B. 

dourtenMT,  Lord  Hodgson,'  W.  N. 

Beedes,  W.  Hood,  Sir  A. 

IMd,  G.  Hornby,  J. 

Skmi^  Sir  0.  E.  Howard,  P.  H. 
Pllikwortb,  Sir  J.  T.  B.    HudiioQ.  G. 

PwufL  J.  Legh,  G.  0. 

Tmilnd,  F.  IP.  Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 


Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lindsay,  hon.  Col. 
Lookhart,  A.  E. 
Lockhart,  W. 
ManibviUe,  Visot. 
Masterman,  J. 
Meox,  Sir  H. 
Miles,  P.  W.  S, 
Miles,  W. 
Monsell.  W. 
Mostyn,  hon.  E.  M. 
Mullings,  J.  R. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Newport,  Visct. 
Noel,  hon.  G.  J. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Palmer,  R. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Powlett,  Lord  W. 
Rioardo,  0. 
Richards,  R. 
Rolleston,  Col. 


Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Rutherfurd,  A. 
Sandars,  J. 
Seymer,  H.  K. 
Simeon,  J. 
Smith,  M.  T. 
Somerset,  Capt. 
Spearman,  H.  J. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stafford.  A. 
Stuart,  H. 
Sturt,  H.  G. 
Thompson,  Col, 
Urquhart,  D. 
Villiers,  Visct. 
Vyse,  R.  H.  R.  H, 
Wa(}dington,  H.  S. 
WiUoughby,  Sir  H. 
Tonng,  Sir  J. 

TELLERS. 

Graham,  Sir  J. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 


Bill  put  off  for  six  months. 

BILL  TO  OONSOLroATE  THE  METROPO- 
LITAN  COMMISSIONS  OF  SEWERS, 

YxscouNT  MORPETH  said,  that  he 
should  certainly  have  l>een  very  happy  to 
have  extended  the  whole  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Public  Health  Bill  to  the  metropolis, 
and  to  have  extended  the  principle  of  re- 
presentation which  was  adopted  in  that 
Bill.  But  he  felt  great  dfflculty,  in  a 
community  which  comprised  upwards  of 
two  millions  of  inhabitants,  in  having  pro- 
per representation,  or  applying  the  prpvi- 
sions  of  the  Bill;  especially  where  the  na- 
tural direction  of  the  drainage  was  not 
found  to  correspond  with  the  boundaries 
and  divisions  of  unions,  parishes,  or  dis- 
tricts. Under  these  circumstances,  he  did 
not  find  himself  able  to  introduce  such 
sweeping  alterations  in  the  present  sewage 
commissions  as  to  put  them  on  the  repre- 
sentative basis  which  he  desired.  The 
drainage  of  the  metropolis  was  at  present 
vested  in  seven  commissions,  besides  the 
Regent-street  Commission.  It  was  now 
proposed  to  include  the  city  of  London  in 
the  guardianship  of  a  general  Commission, 
and  to  put  it  under  the  same  rules  as  have 
been  applied  to  the  outlying  districts.  The 
provisions  of  the  Bill  would  enable  works 
of  public  drainage  to  be  carried  on  by  the 
united  Commission;  to  which  powers,  in 
conformity  with  the  Public  Health  Bill, 
would — as  to  house  drainage  and  the  re- 
moval of  nuisances — be  given.  The  prin- 
ciple would  be  adopted  of  spreading  all 
charges  for  permanent  operations  over  long 
spaces  of  time,  say  thirty  years,  so  as  to 
make  the  burden  less  felt.  He  also  pnv 
X2 
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posed  tbat  tbe  parties  to  be  intnisted  witb  |  of  tbe  nature  wUch  he  was  led  to  snppcMiey 
sewerage  operations  sbould  remain  a  Com-  |  because  he  was  perfectly  satisfied  that  the 


mission  appointed  by  tbe  Crown.  Tbe  im- 
portant^work  of  devising  drainage  wou^  be 
thus  put  in  tbe  bands  of  tbe  best  persons, 
able  to  undertake  tbe  responsibiUtj;  and 
it  would  be  enacted  tbat  this  Commission 
sbould  report  annually  to  Parliament.  Thus 
tbe  body  would  be  brought  under  tbe  direct 
control  of  tb6  Legislature.  He  proposed 
also  to  limit  tbe  duration  of  tbe  Coromis- 


Buspension  of  tbe  Habeas  Corpus  Aet 
would  go  far  to  remedy  ike  e^a  £rom 
which  Ireland  was  now  suffering,  and  ao 
secure  the  object  of  his  Motion. 

Tbe  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
tbe  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govem- 
ment  had  given  notice  in  the  other  Hoase 
of  Parliament  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  to  introduce  m 


sion  to  two  years.  These  were  tbe  leading  |  Bill  to  empower  tbe  Lord  Lientenant,  or 
features  of  the  Bill,  for  leave  to  bring  in  other  chief  governor  of  L^and,  to  arrest 
which  he  had  now  to  move.  and  detain,  till  the  Ist  of  March,  1849, 


Mr.   C.   ANSTBY   would 
House  against  the  Motion, 
divided,  but  only  thirty-two  Members  being 
present,  it  stood  adjourned  at  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  July  21,  1848. 

M iinrras.3    Public  Biujb.— S^  Conaolidated  Fond. 
3*  andpiMed:— Appeftlt  on  Civil  Bills  (Dublin). 

PBTinoifs  PRCSBMTBO.  By  Lord  Stanky,  firom  lereral 
Memben  of  the  Indqwodent  Order  of  Odd  Fellows, 
Vnnrhntm  Unity,  for  the  Extension  of  the  Provisions 
of  the  Benefit  Societies  Act  to  that  Order.— From  High 
Sheriff  and  Grand  Jurors  of  Heath,  that  the  Act  S8 

-  Geo.  III.  Ca|».  37*  may  be  again  put  in  force  for  the 
Better  Proteetioa  of  Agricultoral  Produe.— By  Earl 
Fortescoe,  ftom  Guardians  of  the  Honiton  Union,  in 
fkvour  of  a  more  Extended  System  of  Emigntion. 


STATE  OF  IRELAND. 

The  Easl  of  GLENGALL  said,  he  had 
felt  it  his  duty,  as  a  representative  Peer  of 
Ireland,  to  give  notice  of  a  Motion  which 
he  had  intended  to  propose  to-day;  hut,  in 
consequence  of  its  having  heen  intimated 
in  another  place  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment contemplated  certain  measures 
for  the  preservation  of  the  puhlic  peace 
and  the  maintenance  of  the  Royal  autho- 
rity in  Ireland,  ho  hegged  leave  to  ask  the 
noble  Marquess  whether  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  sus- 
pend the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  in  Ireland  ? 
—  because,  if  such  were  the  case,  he 
should  feel  himself  precluded  from  enter- 
ing into  those  details  which  he  should 
otherwise  have  thought  it  necessary  to 
bring  under  the  notice  of  the  House.  He 
was  quite  prepared  to  go  on  with  his  Mo- 
tion; but  as  he  understood  the  proposition 
to  which  he  had  alluded  would  be  made  to- 
morrow, he  was  prepared  to  abstain  from 
pressing  that  Motion  at  present;  and  he 
should  have  the  less  hesitation  in  following 
such  a  course,  if  the  measure  to  be  pro- 
posed by  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 


divide  the  such  persons  aa  he  or  they  should  suspect 
The  House  of  conspiracy  against  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  Ireland.  The  Motion,  liow- 
ever,  of  which  the  noble  Earl  opposite  had 
given  notice  waa  an  important  one,  and  if 
he  thought  proper  to  proceed  with  it^  an 
opportunity  would  thns  be  given  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  make  such  state- 
ments and  explanations  aa  might  be  thonght 
necessary. 

The  Earl  of  GLENGALL  said,  eon* 
sidering  the  condition  in  which  the  pec^e 
of  Ireland  were  placed,  and  the  position  in 
which  the  loyal  and  those  who  were  wdl 
affected  to  the  Crown  and  constitiiftioii 
stood,  under  the  existing  state  of  things* 
he  felt  it  his  duty  to  place  npon  the  Order- 
book  of  their  Lordships'  House  the  notice 
of  Motion  which  stood  in  his  name  for  thai 
day.     It ' 


"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  for  Copies  of  Reports  from  the  Stipen- 
diary Magistrates,  Constabulary  Offioers,  and  Po- 
lice, respecting  the  formation  of  Clubs  in  Irdand 
since  the  Ist  March,  1818." 

That  Motion  he  now  hegged  leave  to 
make.  It  was  well  known  to  their  Lord- 
ships, and  to  the  public,  that  for  some 
time  past  an  organisation  of  a  moat  for- 
midable character  had  been  proceeding  in 
Ireland;  that  clubs  had  been  orgtadmA  in 
all  directions  for  the  avowed  and  weD- 
known  purpose  of  subvertbg  the  Queen's 
Government  and  ike  existing  constiintioii, 
and  establishing  in  that  unfortonate  eovi- 
try  a  republic.  It  was,  perhaps,  also  wdl 
known  to  their  Lordships  that,  shortly  he- 
fore  the  death  of  the  late  Mr.  O'Coanell, 
a  schism  took  place  between  those  pavoos 
who  advocated  repeal,  and  attended  al  Con- 
ciliation Hall.  The  movement  party  of 
that  society  were  dissatbfied  widi  the 
measures  taken  to  repeal  the  Itiuoo,  and 
they  considered  that  mere  moral  force  was 
insufficient  to  effect  the  pnrpose.  They 
accordmgly  separated;   and,  in  order  to 
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carry  <mt  their  objects,  they  established 
those  societies  all  over  the  country.  He 
regretted  to  say  that  their  efforts  had  been 
most  successful ;  that  those  clubs  had 
been  established  in  almost  all  the  large 
towns  and  cities,  in  many  of  the  smaller 
towns,  and  even,  he  regretted  to  say,  in 
many  of  the  villages.  In  many  of  the 
large  towns,  in  the  south  of  Ireland  espe- 
cially, the  principles  of  these  clubs  were 
the  same  as  of  those  which  had  done  so 
much  mischief  in  Paris;  they  were  neither 
more  nor  less  than  Jacobin  clubs;  their 
objects  were  to  effect  revolution,  the  sub- 
version of  all  order,  and  the  division  of 
these  countries  into  separate  kingdoms. 
The  organisation  which  took  place  in  Dub- 
lin in  the  spring  was  of  a  very  serious  na- 
ture. A  considerable  number  of  clubs 
were  then  organised,  and  it  was  openly 
announced  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
parties  forming  them  to  rise  and  attempt 
to  take  the  city  of  Dublin.  The  prepara- 
tions, however,  which  were  made  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  were  of  so  admirable  a 
character  that  they  undoubtedly  put  a 
check  to  that  movement.  The  prepara- 
tions, also,  that  were  made  by  the  loyal 
and  well-affected  were  of  a  most  determined 
character,  for  they  armed  themselves,  and 
formed  bodies  of  special  constables,  and 
showed  themselves  resolved  to  prevent  any 
outrages  on  property  or  persons  by  the  in- 
surgents, had  they  shown  themselves  in 
the  streets.  No  one  knew  the  preparations 
which  had  been  made  to  repress  the  insur- 
gents better  than  he  (the  Earl  of  Gleu- 
gall),  because  he  was  himself  engaged  in 
the  organisation;  and  it  was  as  much  to 
the  determination  shown  by  the  well-dis- 
posed and  loyal  who  had  so  organised 
themselves  as  to  the  preparations  made  by 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  that  they  were  in- 
debted for  the  maintenance  of  peace  and 
tranquillity.  And  then  he  begged  to  take 
the  opportunity  of  stating,  that  almost 
every  man  in  Ireland  who  was  well  affected 
and  loyal  to  the  British  constitution  placed 
in  the  present  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
the  most  unbounded  confidence.  They 
were  perfectly  satisfied  that  that  noble 
Lord  would  act  up  to  the  full  extent  of 
the  powers  intrusted  to  him.  That  he  had 
done  so  they  fully  admitted;  but  they  main- 
tained that  he  had  not  powers  sufficient  at 
the  present  moment  to  meet  the  emer- 
gency. He  (the  Earl  of  Glengall)  felt  sa- 
tisfied that  nothing  short  of  suspension  of 
^he  Habeas  Corpus  Act  would  enable  that 


noble  Lord  to  put  those  persons  down.  He 
was  justified  in  making  that  assertion,  be- 
cause he  knew  as  well  as  any  man  what 
had  taken  place  in  the  country,  having  re- 
sided in  it  for  forty  years,  and  having, 
during  that  time,  given  every  attention 
possible  to  what  was  passing  in  it.  When 
the  organisation  of  the  loyal  took  place, 
and  those  persons  who  were  leaders  in  the 
organisation  of  the  clubs,  found  that  the 
preparations  made  to  prevent  insurrection 
were  too  strong  to  give  them  any  hope  of 
success,  they  changed  their  tactics,  and 
set  about  organising  the  country;  and 
that,  too,  he  regretted  to  say,  with  very 
gr^  success.  The  principal  leaders  of 
the  Dublin  clubs  went  down  to  the  south 
of  Ireland,  and  through  the  whole  of  the 
country,  and  organised  that  description 
of  societies — societies  which  openly,  and 
plainly,  and  avowedly  said  that  they  in- 
tended to  subvert  the  British  power  in 
Ireland,  and  to  separate  Ireland  from 
England.  If  that  was  not  treason,  he 
knew  not  what  treason  was.  But  they 
had  other  intentions,  as  well  as  those  he 
had  mentioned.  Their  determination  was 
to  create  a  social  as  well  as  a  political  re- 
volution. Their  intention  was  to  destroy 
the  present  regulation  and  possession  of 
property  in  that  country — to  change  its 
owners;  and  that  they  told  plainly  to  the 
world  in  the  proclamations  they  had  is- 
sued, and  in  the  speeches  they  had  made. 
They  said  it  was  their  determination  to 
root  out  Irish  landlords.  They  said, 
•' Eight  thousand  have  usurped  this  gift  of 
Providence  to  the  exclusion  of  eight  mil- 
tions.  Can  these  eight  thousand  hold  it 
much  longer,  against  the  awaking  intelli- 
gence of  the  millions  ?  To  root  out  Irish 
landlords  and  exterminate  landlordism — 
to  eradicate,  root  and  branch,  out  of  the 
island  the  English  landlords  and  the  Eng- 
lish garrison,  should  be  the  punctum  sa* 
?tcn5  of  Irish  liberty.  'Extermination  of 
Irish  landlordism*  should  be  the  pass- word 
of  any  army  of  independence — the  constant 
theme  of  the  clubs — the  first  deliberation 
of  the  Council  of  Three  Hundred."  They 
said,  that  those  eight  thousand  Irish  land- 
lords formed  the  English  garrison;  for  they 
asked,  **  Who  were  the  English  garrison  ?  ' 
which  they  answered  by  saying  that  they 
were  the  Irish  landlords,  who  possessed 
the  land  of  the  country.  And  it  should 
be  observed,  that  those  were  chiefly  the 
Protestant  aristocracy,  upon  which  subject 
he  would  have  to  offer  a  few  observations 
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proclaimed  under  the  new  Coercion  Bill 
were  exposed  to  extreme  severity  —  in 
short,  something  approaching  to  martial 
law,  or  some  other  very  stringent  measure. 
This,  however,  was  by  no  means  the  case. 
It  only  gave  power  to  the  Government  to 
take  away  arms  from  persons  of  an  im- 
proper character — from  persons  who  were 
not  of  sufficient  character  and  respecta- 
bility to  possess  them ;  it  undoubtedly 
prevented  the  lower  orders  from  appearing 
in  the  streets  and  highways  with  arms, 
and  intimidating  the  peaceably  disposed. 
&e  admitted  that  this  was  a  beneficial 
enactment  as  far  as  it  went.  Since  then, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  proclahned 
several  other  counties  and  cities;  and  the 
object  in  view  was  to  get  possession  of  the 
arms  in  the  possession  of  the  people  pre- 
vious to  the  threatened  insurrection.  He 
felt  satisfied  that  they  might  proclaim  par- 
ticular districts,  but  they  would  find  it  un- 
availing, and  they  would  not  succeed  in 
their  object,  for  the  parties  would  conceal 
their  arms.  In  six  or  seven  counties  in 
which  districts  had  been  proclaimed,  for 
the  last  six  months,  the  Act  was  found,  to 
be,  to  a  considerable  extent,  unavailing; 
and  the  search  for  arms  was,  to  a  consider- 
able degree,  unsuccessful.  It  was  a  most 
unfortunate  circumstance  that  a  measure 
similar  to  the  former  Arms  Bill  had  not 
been  passed  into  a  law.  He  thought  it 
must  be  clear  to  any  one  who  had  reflected 
on  the  subject,  that  the  present  legislation 
was  not  sufficient  to  meet  existing  and 
threatened  evils.  It  was  clear  that  the 
powers  given  under  the  ordinary  law 
would  not  meet  the  present  state  of  things. 
I^hey  had  tried  three  of  the  cases  to  which 
be  had  alluded,  and  he  much  regretted  to 
find  that  in  two  of  these  cases  the  prosecu- 
tion had  failed.  Although  those  two  cases 
had  been  brought  before  two  juries,  and 
the  cases  made  as  clear  as  any  cases  could 
be,  the  Crown  could  not  obtain  verdicts. 
In  one  case  they  did  obtain  a  verdict,  and 
they  carried  the  law  into  effect  with  great 
promptitude  and  energy.  But  what  had 
been  the  effect  of  the  prosecution  and 
subsequent  punishment  ?  It  had  made 
the  people  ooubly  furious  and  desperate, 
and  it  had  also  had  this  effect,  that 
other  parties,  who  had  been  arrested, 
and  who  were  lo  be  tried  on  the  8th 
of  August,  hurried  on  the  movement  be- 
fore that  day,  and  had  almost  brought  the 
insurrection  to  a  head.  If  timely  steps  were 
not  taken,  these  proceedings  would  go  on, 
for  H  was  well  known  that  parties  were 


actively  engaged  in  organising  a  rebellion 
in  Ireland,  to  break  out  oh  or  before  the 
8th  of  August,  for  the  purpose  of  prevent- 
ing those  persons  being  tried  and  sent  out 
of  the  country.  It  had  been  at  first  de* 
termined  to  abstain  from  the  outbreak  un- 
til after  the  harvest,  through  which  they 
expected  to  get  what  they  termed  a  com- 
missariat; but  since  that  the  tactics  had 
been  changed,  and  it  had  been  determined 
now  to  break  out  on  or  before  the  8th  Au- 
gust, as  the  parties  to  be  tried  were  the 
chief  means  of  promoting  the  military  or- 
ganisation, and  more  especially  the  par- 
ties connected  with  the  seditious  press,  - 
such  as  the  Fehn,  the  Nation,  and  the 
Tribune,  These  men,  no  doubt,  would  be 
punished  if  jurors  did  their  duty;  but  if 
jurors  did  not  do  their  duty,  they  would 
overthrow  the  whole  of  the  empire,  for 
Ireland  would  separate  from  this  country, 
and  the  ruin  of  both  would  follow.  Their 
Lordships  must  know,  if  convictions  could 
not  be  obtained  in  such  cases,  trial  by  jury 
must  become  a  mockery,  and  chaos  would 
succeed.  But  what  hope  had  they  that 
juries  would  do  their  duty?  Was  the 
House  aware  of  the  situation  in  which  ju- 
rors were  placed  who  did  their  duty? 
What  was  the  case  with  respect  to  some 
of  the  jurymen  who  found  Mr.  O'Connell 
and  his  fellow  traversers  guilty?  These 
men  were  almost  ruined,  as  people  would 
not  deal  with  them,  and  their  trade  in  con- 
sequence was  at  an  end.  The  names  also 
of  the  jurymen  who  tried  Mitchel  had  been 
printed  in  lists,  and  sent  to  all  the  treason- 
able clubs  in  the  country.  In  these  lists 
the  residence  and  occupation  of  each  of 
them  was  given,  so  that  they  might  be 
assassinated  the  very  first  opportunity. 
The  position  of  a  juryman  in  Ireland  was 
anomalous  in  the  extreme;  and  in  many 
instances  protection  was  necessary  for  the 
preservation  of  his  life,  if  he  should  con- 
sent to  give  a  verdict  of  guilty  against  the 
parties  indicted.  Another  great  difficulty 
in  prosecutions  was  the  evidence.  On  all 
occasions  in  that  country  very  considerable 
difficulty  was  found  in  obtaining  juries  who 
would  convict,  and  witnesses  who  would 
give  evidence.  In  cases  of  special  com- 
missions, which  were  now  held  so  frequent- 
ly as  to  become  almost  as  regular  as  the 
assizes,  they  obtained  verdicts  with  greater 
ease  in  the  cases  which  were  brought  for- 
ward. But  what  was  the  position  of  the 
juries  and  witnesses  ?  They  were  obliged 
to  protect  the  former,  and  provide  for  the 
latter.    In  fact,  if  a  witness  in  Ireland  was 
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U  i«lk  of  reiuediiirtiiewioret  m  ivor  »  ttik 
ii^ki4*oii  fireroikid,  vLtcu  pttnur^sd  kkdio- 
irr  libd  deotf ^•sd  pronpernr.  Af  lunr  a« 
ki<4M«dkiinr  tiMh/Aiu^.  bueL  ne  vere  Leld  mt 
CooeUuibMi  Hull  luid  UMf  JltJi  of  tmr  Coo- 
MfCMUif^  V4««  Wd.  k  vac  UDpoeubkr  tc  ez- 
|id(9t  tUit  4skli«r  th«  Cknoerc  or  t^ 
voidd  4(»  iUnr  dutj.  FormeHr  tite  ivm- 
4fn'  Uui0t  VM>  t«iM«  up  hr  pofiueal  a^h*- 
im  «yd  \^  n«diog  ti&ditkwM  puWeadons; 
Utt  now,  uuOgitfi  of  liM^tun^  to  e]»eaelies 
«yd  n4idioj|r  Mtdb  pvUMaiJoitt,  ihej  wen 
tuMkmj^  |mL^  «o4  prtfturu^  arms;  and  iIkt 
v«r«  UTji^^  to  an  ofieD  outbreak  br  tefi- 
ti^HM  «toM»«ftrks«  progreMiAj^  thixragii  the 
noiUiiry.  TbU  btate  of  tbiogt  a£eeted 
*iji/mmttriuft  mmA  uAtihUrr,  and  paraljsed 
ir4Mi4;«  atid  oUij^^  him  who  bad  do  wbb 
tv  tiik«  f/art  in  agiiatAon,  if  be  was  aoxioas 
r^/C  U/  t>^^/ri>«  a  i/jarked  man.  Tbere  vere 
oUiArr  cUu»«e«  kufftmn^  as  mach  as  those 
«rlw  wer^j  diffctlr  nffticiM  bj  agitation. 
Tb<;  Ktftutin  Catbolic  iCfstitrj  of  that  coon- 
trjr  «rer<f,  Ke  (x^lieved,  as  well  affected  as 
tliijir  iVoteutant  brethren.  Their  posi- 
tM/u,  Itowever,  was  ten  times  more  difficult 
tlian  tlist  of  the  Protestant  gentry.  The 
Prot«*taut  gentry  were  allowed,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  to  have  their  own  opinions, 
and  niiglit  go  to  church  on  Sunday  as  they 
pleased;  and  they  might  act  in  conformity 
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been  bailed  on  chatgLs 
wcamBtMaoB  mkimt,  ^ 
€^bit^  showed  wbal 
preaent  state  cf  like  lav. 
arrested  far  ii»e 
BDee  for  aefitia 
baiL  WbrllDS] 
eoEtody  and 
Act,  be  (tfe  Ead  if 
know.  TbispenQB,  cb 
ban,  proeeeded  to  CasheL  a^ 
meeting  of  7,000  or  8,000 
marebed  in  mifitaiji 
a  body  of  troops,  aad  maa  j  of 
armed.  From  Cadid  lie  proceeded  to  ihm 
mountain  of  Stiere&amoii,  near  tiie  lan^ 
town  of  Cloomel,  wbere  were  aaacmbled 
from  10,000  to  12,000  men,  a  great  nimi- 
ber  of  whom  were  armed,  wImmd  lie  also 
addressed  in  tbe  most  seditioiis  hmguage. 
Another  indiridiial  (Mr.  Meagher)  had 
been  held  to  baO  on  two  diarges,  and  he 
also  attended  pubHe  meetings,  and  ad- 
dressed them  in  tbe  most  riolent  maimer; 
and  he  (the  Earl  of  GlengaU)  was  sure  thai 
he  need  not  repeat  the  seditions  language 
then  used.    These  persons  then  pro^Sbded 
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to  Waterford,  where  a  most  formidable 
demoDstratioQ  was  made,  and  this  was  of 
so  serious  a  character  that  the  Government 
thought  it  to  he  expedient  to  despatch  a 
large  force  bj  steam  to  that  port.  At 
Carriok-on-Suir,  a  very  serious  affair  had 
occurred.  It  had  been  said  that  the  prison 
had  been  broken  open,  and  two  persons 
with  a  priest,  who  had  been  arrested,  had 
been  liberated.  He  was  enabled  to  say 
that  this  was  not  the  fact,  as  the  priest 
had  not  been  arrested;  but  three  persons 
who  had  taken  the  most  prominent  part  in 
the  agitation  in  the  town,  had  been  arrest- 
ed; but  immediately  that  this  became 
known  in  the  town  and  the  neighbouring 
places,  an  immense  multitude  assembled 
and  proceeded  to  the  gaol,  where  the  au- 
thorities, including  the  stipendiary  magis- 
trate, admitted  the  persons  arrested  to 
bail,  who  of  course  were  then  liberated.  In 
the  meantime  the  tocsin  had  sounded,  and 
there  had  assembled  such  a  large  multitude 
that  the  authorities  apprehended,  if  they 
had  not  previously  liberated  those  persons 
from  gaol,  the  mob  would  have  forced  open 
the  doors  of  the  prison  and  liberated  them. 
The  tocsin  again  sounded  to  announce  the 
liberation  of  the  persons  seized.  The  Rev. 
Mr.  Byrne  then  told  the  multitude  to  go 
home,  as  there  was  no  necessity  for  them 
to  remain  in  the  town  *'  at  present."  These 
immense  assemblies  of  people  were  most 
alarming,  and,  if  allowed  to  continue,  must 
completely  paralyse  the  administration  of 
the  law.  Even  so  lately  as  the  night  be- 
fore last,  what  had  occurred  in  the  moun- 
tain of  Slievenamon?  He  had  received  a 
communication  which  informed  him  that  at 
first  a  single  fire  was  lighted  on  the  moun- 
tain, and  immediately  afterwards  it  was 
answered  by  the  spontaneous  appearance 
of  sixty  fires  in  the  town  of  Clonmel,  as 
well  as  fires  on  all  the  mountains  for  miles 
round;  and  multitudes  assembled  round 
these  fires  who  shouted  and  cheered,  and 
uttered  the  most  terrific  threats  against  all 
who  opposed  them  **  when  the  day  should 
come.  *  Under  these  circumstances  he 
must  say  that  the  proclaiming  these  towns 
and  cities  would  be  of  little  or  no  avail  if 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  did  not  come  down 
with  some  other  measures  of  a  more  strin- 
gent character.  He  was  glad  to  hear  from 
the  noble  Marquess  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  prepared  to  adopt  some 
other  measures,  and,  above  all,  the  suspen- 
sion of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  with  respect 
to  Ireland.  He  was  sure  that  the  people 
of  England  would  go  with  them  in  such  a 


proceeding.  He  was  sure  that  the  people 
of  this  country  would  not  stand  by  and  see 
the  blood  of  their  fellow-subjects  shed  in  an 
attempt  to  subvert  Her  Majesty's  Throne. 
There  were  other  circumstances,  which  he 
was  aware  he  might  have  gone  into,  as  to 
the  unfortunate  state  of  things  in  Ireland; 
but  he  would  abstain  from  doing  so,  as  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  expressed  their 
intention  to  propose  to  Parliament  a  sus- 
pension of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act;  and 
he  cordially  congratulated  the  country  that 
the  Government  at  length  were  prepared 
to  take  a  decided  step;  and  he  trusted  that 
in  doing  so  they  would  receive  not  only 
the  unanimous  support  of  that  House,  but 
also  that  of  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
for  it  was  only  by  such  proceedings  they 
could  hope  to  restore  peace  to  Ireland.  The 
noble  Earl  concluded  with  moving  for  co- 
pies of  reports  from  the  stipendiary  magis- 
trates, constabulary  officers,  and  police, 
respecting  the  formation  of  clubs  in  Ire- 
land, since  the  1st  March,  1848. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said : 
When  the  noble  Earl  gave  notice  of  his 
intention  to  make  the  Motion,  which  has 
just  been  read  from  the  woolsack,  I  did 
not  wish  that  he  should  abstain  from  call- 
ing the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  mat- 
ter; on  the  contrary,  I  have  been  the  more 
anxious  that  he  should  do  so,  because  some 
misapprehensions  have  arisen  as  to  what 
fell  from  me  on  a  former  occasion,  when 
the  subject  was  brought  under  the  notice 
of  the  House,  when  I  was  supposed  to 
have  said  that  if  he  brought  forward  the 
subject  at  that  moment,  it  would  be  at- 
tended with  great  public  inconvenience  to 
the  Government.  On  the  contrary,  on  the 
last  night  I  spoke  on  this  subject,  I  stated 
that,  whether  immediately,  with  a  distinct 
Motion  or  not,  I  thought  it  right  that  the 
attention  of  the  House  should  be  called  to 
the  subject;  and  I  also  stated  last  night, 
that  when  the  noble  Earl  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  subject,  it  would 
be  the  proper  time  for  me  to  enter  upon  an 
explanation  of  the  views  and  opinions  of 
the  Government.  Therefore,  so  far  from 
any  wish  being  manifested  on  my  part  to 
deprecate  discussion,  I  invited  it.  I  say, 
therefore,  I  am  very  glad  that  the  noble 
Earl  has  called  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  subject,  although  (for  reasons  which 
I  shall  presently  give)  I  think  it  would 
be  more  advantageous  to  the  public  service 
to  withdraw  the  present  Motion  than  to 
press  it.  But  before  I  ask  him  to  do  this, 
I  am  desirous  of  stating  that  I  do  not 
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onlj  eonciir  in  the  proprietj  of  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  being  called  to  the  sub- 
ject, but  also  that  I  am  not  able  to  contra- 
dict the  statements  made  bj  the  noble 
Earl;  on  the  contrary,  I  think  he  has 
lested  his  statements  on  a  variety  of  facts, 
the  notoriety  of  which  is  palpable  to  the 
world,  from  a  variety  of  circumstances 
known  to  all  your  Lordships,  and  from  the 
conduct  of  parties  alluded  to  by  the  noble 
Earl,  the  accuracy  of  the  description  of 
which  it  is  the  more  easy  to  admit,  be- 
canse  it  is  conduct  which  the  parties  make 
no  attempt  to  dbsemble.  I  agree  with 
much  that  fell  from  the  noble  Earl  as  to 
the  proceedings  connected  with  the  clubs. 
I  think  it  unnecessary  for  my  purpose — ^it 
is  unnecessary  for  the  purpose  of  the  noble 
Eari — ^to  state  thb  night  in  what  degree, 
in  the  ordinary  state  of  society,  and  in  a 
tnmquil  condition  of  the  community,  clubs 
may  be  more  or  less  admissible,  more  or 
less  dangerous  to  its  peace.  It  is  unneces- 
sary to  attempt  to  take  the  precise  gauge 
and  dimensions  of  these  clubs,  or  to  say 
what  are  the  numbers,  and  what  are  the 
circumstances,  which  might  require  them 
to  be  arrested  by  the  strong  arm  of  the 
law.  It  is  sufficient  for  me  in  the  present 
moment  to  state  that  these  clubs  have  ar- 
rived at  such  a  pitch  in  Ireland,  that  they 
appear  to  be,  according  to  the  authority  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  that  country — ^but 
not  on  his  authority  alone,  but  on  the  con- 
current authority  of  all  interested  in  pre- 
aenring  the  public  peace — nothing  but  the 
prelude  to  civil  war.  I  can  have  no  doubt 
of  this,  when  I  look  to  the  purposes 
they  have  in  view.  Their  meetings  also 
are  not  pretended  to  be  held  for  the  pur- 
poses of  discussion,  but  speeches  are  made 
at  them,  and  proceedings  take  place  of  a 
nature  sufficiently  clear  to  lead  any  one  to 
know  the  effects  likely  to  follow.  If  we 
look  at  the  manner  in  which  these  clubs 
are  formed-^to  their  recent  rapid  increase, 
to  their  organisation,  and  to  the  objects 
professed  by  the  parties,  and  to  the  mili- 
tary array  by  which  they  sought  to  attain 
these  objects,  I  think  it  is  clear  that  no 
one  can  deny  the  truth  that  we  have  all 
the  appearance  of  war  before  us,  and  that 
nothing  else  is  wanting  but  an  actual  de- 
claration of  it.  This  military  array  is 
carried  on  and  directed  by  a  person  who 
not  long  ago  went  to  Paris  with  the  avow- 
ed object  of  communicating  with  the  clubs 
of  that  place:  and  having  met  with  some- 
thing like  a  rejection  of  his  applications 
from  the  then  Government  of  that  country, 


he  went  as  it  were  knocking  from  door  to 
door,  with  the  view  of  exciUng  the  great-; 
est  hostility  against  the  Government  of 
the  country;  and  on  his  return  he  was 
placed  at  the  head  of  the  clubs  in  IreUnd. 
After  his  return  this  person  ^igaged  in  a 
conflict,  not  with  the  Government,  Wt 
with  a  portion  of  hia  own  cooBtmnen^  in 
which  he  was  worsted,  upon  whi^  he  ex- 
pressed his  intention  to  retire  from  what 
he  was  pleased  to  call  public  life;  bat 
which,  after  having  abanooned,  he  was  i|i- 
duced  to  return  to,  with  the  view  of  tak- 
ing that  situadon  which  he  was  now  saU 
to  occupy,  for  the  purpose  of  eitanding 
and  organising  the  whole  of  a  systenit  the 
nature  and  character  of  which  has  he^  so 
correctly  and  ably  stated  by  the  noUe 
Earl.  This  person  has  been  in  the  habit 
of  passing  in  review  before  him,  at  various 
intervals,  large  bodies  of  persons,  pre- 
pared, as  they  were  told,  for  military  por* 
poses;  and  these  persons,  if  not  possessed 
of  arms  at  the  moment,  have  been  eon* 
stantly  instructed,  since  the  day  when  ho 
joined  them,  that  they  were  as  nothing  un* 
less  they  prorided  themselves  with  aniis« 
I  ask,  then,  whether,  under  such  cirenm- 
stances,  anything  was  wantbg  to  make 
out  our  case  ?  Or  shall  I  be  gravely  tdU, 
that  for  the  purpose  of  considering  or  de- 
bating any  public  questions,  as  weU  as  for 
the  purpose  of  enabling  them  to  petition 
Parliament,  arms  were  necessary?  I 
therefore  say,  that  by  the  facts  of  the  case, 
the  matter  has  been  made  out  The  noble 
Earl  wishes  to  obtain  copies  of  reports  or 
communications  from  stipendiary  magis* 
trates  and  others,  respecting  the  formation 
of  clubs  in  Irehmd.  To  this  itotioa  1 
have  this  objection,  and  this  alone  ;  I 
should  have  no  hesitation  in  agreeing  to 
the  Motion,  if  the  noble  Earl  inserted  the 
words  "  extracts  of  communications,"  for 
I  must  tell  the  noble  Earl,  that  frcon  the 
nature  of  the  communications,  containing 
as  they  did  a  mass  of  matter  of  such  a 
nature  that  it  could  not  be  laid  on  the 
table  without  detriment  to  the  public  scur- 
vice;  and  if  only  extracts  were  furnished, 
it  would  weaken  the  case;  but  I  ean 
assure  the  noble  Earl  that  the  case  is  one 
of  the  greatest  and  most  inmiinent  dancer, 
I  am  sure  my  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of 
the  Govei-nment  in  Ireland  will  not  be 
suspected  by  your  Lordships,  and  I  know 
that  the  noble  Earl  does  not  suspect  hini» 
of  being  backward  in  the  use  of  the 
powers  which  have  been  entrusted  to  him 
for  the  government  of  Irelaiid— "powen 
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much  more  effeotual,  I  am  inclined  to  think, 
than  the  nohle  Earl  has  heen  induced  to 
admit.  When  the  noble  Earl  said  that  in 
the  counties  and  places  which  had  heen 
procUumed,  the  powers  under  the  recent 
Act  had  not  proved  so  effectual  as  was  de* 
sirable  in  the  pursuit  and  search  for  arms, 
I  must  replj  that  I  still  belieye  that  the 
powers  exercised  under  that  Act»  together 
with  the  increase  of  the  constabulary,  have 
led  in  many  districts  to  the  abandonment 
of  the  open  use  of  arms — a  circumstance 
in  itself  productive  of  much  good.  I  may 
bere  state  that  in  the  city  of  Limerick,  to 
which  that  Act  was  first  applied,  peace  has* 
been  comparatively  restored,  and  the  city 
bas  been  placed  in  a  condition  of  infinitely 
greater  security  than  existed  before  the  Act 
was  carried  into  operation.  I  also  know,  my 
Lords,  that  my  noble  Friend  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  in  Ireland  attaches  the 
greatest  importance  to  that  Act.  I  know, 
also,  that  although,  for  reasons  which  it  is 
not  necessary  for  me  now  to  state,  he  ab- 
atained  as  long  as  possible  from  applying 
that  Act  to  other  cities,  and  more  particu- 
larly to  the  great  city  of  Dublin,  neverthe- 
less he  thinks  that  the  time  has  now  ar- 
rived when  the  ffreatest  and  most  imme- 
diate benefit  will  result  from  the  applica- 
tion of  that  Act  to  those  places  in  which  it 
is  now  being  carried  into  effect  with  all 
the  vigilance  and  all  the  exertion  that  my 
noble  Friend  can  bring  to  the  discharge 
of  90  important  a  duty.  Other  powers 
-with  which  the  noble  Earl  is  entrusted  by 
law,  as  Her  Majesty's  representative  in 
that  country,  have  also  been  exercised. 
The  Act  against  training — a  very  impor- 
tant Act— -which  will  expire  before  the  end 
of  this  Session,  but  which  will,  as  a  matter 
of  course,  be  renewed — ^has  been  applied 
with  good  effect  in  the  way  of  warning 
from  the  prosecutions  which  have  taken 
place  under  it.  There  are  other  Acts  now 
m  force;  and  the  common  law  is  in  force 
of  course,  whereby  the  noble  Earl  is  en- 
abled, to  a  great  extent,  to  repress  and 
check  what  must,  under  the  common  law, 
be  considered  illegal.  All  the  powers 
thus  vested  in  him,  my  noble  Friend  has 
carried  into  effect;  and  I  can  scarcely 
agree  with  the  noble  Earl  opposite  in  think- 
ing, that  trial  by  jury  has  been  found  in- 
efficacious; having  observed,  more  particu- 
larly under  the  operation  of  the  special 
commission,  the  courage,  fidelity,  and  de- 
termination with  which  a  great  number  of 
jurors  have  discharged  the  most  important 
fimotions  which  can  derolve  upon  the  citi- 


sens  of  a  free  country;  functions,  tilio  faith- 
ful discharge  of  which  entities  them  to  the 
approval  of  their  own  consciences  and  of 
the  country,  and  which  will  reward  thera 
for  what  I  trust  is  not  a  great  degree  of 
risk  attendant  upon  that  duty.  My  Lords, 
it  is  but  justice  to  these  persons  to  state 
what  has  been  their  conduct — it  is  but  jus- 
tice to  the  people  of  Ireland  to  say,  that 
during  the  whole  of  the  trials  in  Limerick, 
for  instance,  no  witness  was  found  to  shrink 
from  telling  the  truth,  and  from  contribtti- 
ing  to  the  administration  of  justiee  tiiat 
share  of  duty  which  had  devolved  upon 
him.  I  nevertheless  agree  with  the  noble 
Earl  that  it  is  one  of  the  most  fearful  con- 
sequences attendant  on  the  progress  of 
these  clubs,  that  they  are  everywhere  being 
used,  as  I  firmly  believe  they  were  chiefly 
intended  to  be,  for  the  purpose  of  intimida- 
tion; and  I  believe  it  is  oecause  in  their 
rapid  growth  they  have  acquired  that  char- 
acter, and  because  they  are  enabled  to  ex- 
ercise intimidation  witii  effect  over  every 
class  of  the  community,  rich  and  poor,  Oa- 
tholic  and  Protestant,  openly  avowing,  as 
they  have  done  within  the  last  weeki  that 
those  who  do  not  yield  to  their  authority, 
and  appear  armed  at  their  bidding,  are  to 
be  considered  by  them  as  enemies — it  is 
because  they  are  thus  acting  that  they  are, 
I  believe,  in  the  name  of  liberty,  endea- 
vouring, as  clubs  have  endeavoured  else- 
where, to  establish  the  most  cruel  tyranny 
— subversive  of  all  liberty,  destructive  oi 
all  rights — and  proceeding,  as  such  asso- 
ciations always  have  done,  from  disturbanoe 
to  bloodshed  and  anarchy,  until  finally  they 
would,  in  the  natural  course  of  things,  is- 
sue in  perfect  despotism.  Now,  my  Lords, 
is  this,  or  is  it  not,  a  state  of  things  which 
ought  to  be  met  by  all  the  vigour  of  G<^ 
vernment,  supported,  as  I  trust  it  will  be, 
by  all  the  authority  of  Parliament?  Mr 
Lords,  I  know  it  may  be  said  now,  or  it 
may  be  said  hereafter,  ''Why  not  have 
waited  a  little  longer?  Why  do  to-day 
what  you  might  put  off  till  to-morrow? 
Why  do  this  month  what  it  is  admitted  by 
many  may  be  necessary  in  the  next?*'  In 
answer  to  that  objection,  I  have  only  to 
observe  that  we  have  arrived  at  a  state  of 
things  in  which  the  loss  of  time  is  the  loss 
of  power.  Use  your  power  while  you  have 
it,  and  the  effect  of  your  using  it  will  be, 
not  to  destroy  life,  nor  to  impair  liberty, 
but  to  save  life  and  to  preserve  liberty.  My 
Lords,  it  is  upon  these  considerations  that 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  in  the  re- 
sponuble  situation  which  he  fiUsi  has  told 
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Her  Majesty's  Goremment  that  the  time 
has  arriyed  when  it  is  necessary  to  arm 
him  with  power  to  detain  all  persons  who 
may  justly  he  suspected  of  treasonahle  in- 
tenUons.  I  will  not  say  that  no  other 
measores  will  he  necessary;  hut  I  do  he- 
Here  that  that  is  a  measnre  which  is  ne- 
cessary. I  think  it  is  the  measnre  which 
is  most  called  for,  hecanse  it  proceeds  at 
once  to  strike  at  the  leaders.  My  Lords, 
in  considering  this  suhject,  and  in  dealing 
with  the  state  of  Ireland,  though  I  am  far 
from  justifying  treason  or  sedition  in  any 
class  of  Her  Majesty's  suhjects,  rich  or 
poor;  yet,  when  I  consider  what  the  popu- 
lation of  Ireland  is — the  tendency  to  ex- 
cess which  it  has,  from  various  causes,  for 
a  long  time  exhihited — the  circumstances 
which  keep  a  large  portion  of  the  popula- 
tion in  ignorance,  and  in  a  state  of  inca- 
pacity for  weighing  the  questions  which 
are  suhmitted  to  their  consideration — when 
I  know  that  there  is  in  that  country  an  in- 
feriority, as  compared  with  other  parts  of 
the  kingdom,  is'-wealth,  arising  not  only 
from  the  ahsence  of  those  raw  materials 
which  promote  manufacturing  prosperity, 
hnt  also  from  the  absence  of  the  capital 
which  has  heen  deterred  from  entering 
that  portion  of  the  united  kingdom  by 
that  very  state  of  alarm  which  it  is  the  ob- 
ject of  these  persons  to  make  perpetual  in 
that  country — and  when  I  know  that  upon 
a  population  so  circumstanced  there  has 
lately  come  one  of  those  dispensations  of 
Providence  which  dishearten  and  disor- 
ganise the  best  dispositions  and  the  stout- 
est hearts — when  I  consider  and  know  all 
this,  I  do  feel  that  something  may  be  said 
in  extenuation  of  those  classes  of  ignorant 
persons  who  are  thus  led  away.  But  for 
the  persons  who  lead  them  away — ^for  the 
persons  who,  knowing  the  falsity  of  the 
statements  they  make,  have  seen  nothing 
in  the  dispensation  of  Providence  but  a 
weapon  and  an  instrument  by  which  they 
may  excite  hatred  in  the  breasts  of  their 
fellow-subjects,  and  turn  them  against  that 
portion  of  the  empire  from  which  alone 
they  could  derive  any  mitigation  of  their 
sufferings — I  say,  for  such  leaders  no  pity 
can  he  felt,  and  it  is  against  such  men 
that  the  attention  and  efforts  of  Parlia- 
ment and  the  Government  should  be  di- 
rected. As  regards  the  power  sought  by 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  then,  I  have  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying  that  it  ought,  under  the 
circumstances  to  be  conceded;  and  I  trust 
that  such  will  be  the  feeling  both  of  this 
and  of  the  other  House  of  Parliament.     It 


is  a  power  which  I  know  you  wHl  he  i 
ing  in  good  hands.  It  is  a  pow^  inmich 
my  noble  Friend  has  abstained  from  calling 
for  up  to  the  latest  moment,  and  which, 
when  obtained,  he  will,  I  know,  exercise 
in  a  spirit  of  forbearance  and  conciliation^ 
but  at  the  same  time  with  that  firmness 
without  which  it  would  he  of  no  value,  and 
which  is  one  of  the  distinguishing  charae* 
teristics  of  my  excellent  and  long-tried 
Friend.  Having  thus  adverted  to  my  nohle 
Friend  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
there  is  one  thing  which,  before  I  sit  down, 
I  am  desirous  to  state,  and  I  do  so  npcm 
the  authority  of  others  also,  though  mote 
especially  upon  his  authority.  I  think  it 
essential  to  state  that,  although  there  is 
doubtless  reason  to  apprehend  that  many 
individuals  of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy 
have  heen  engaged  in  this  formidable 
movement,  nevertheless  the  conduct  of  a 
great  portion  of  that  body  has  heen  most 
meritorious;  and  I  would  also  state,  on 
the  authority  of  my  noble  Friend,  who  baa 
from  day  to  day  examined  the  progress  of 
this  disorder,  and  who  would  save  sodety 
when  disorder  is  pressing  upon  it  by  the 
exertion  of  some  vital  energy  in  opposition 
to  the  progress  of  the  evU,  that  some  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  have  taken  the 
most  effectual  means  of  preventing  the 
formation  of  clubs;  and  instances  might  be 
quoted  in  which,  when  circumstaneea 
were  most  favourable  to  the  progress  of 
sedition,  the  remedy  has  been  found  in  the 
exhortations  of  the  priests,  who  have 
warned  their  flocks  against  the  dangers  by 
which  they  were  assailed.  The  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  is  most  anxious  that 
it  should  be  known,  that  if  the  great 
conflict  shall  come,  which  I  fear  is  coming, 
though  I  trust  it  will  he  short,  the  Govern^ 
ment  of  Ireland  will  be  essentially  sus- 
tained by  the  support  of  one  part  at  least 
of  that  highly  respectable  and  religions 
body.  Your  Lordships  are  aware,  from 
what  I  have  stated  before,  that  as  regards 
the  Bill  to  which  the  noble  Eari  has  al- 
luded, notice  of  its  introduction  has  been 
actually  given  this  evening  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament;  and  when  it  comes 
before  your  Lordships  I  trust  it  will  com- 
mand your  attention  as  adapted  to  meet 
one  of  the  greatest  evils  that  ever  afflicted 
society,  until  that  evil  shall  have  been  re- 
moved. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  :  My  Lords,  I  can 
assure  you  I  am  not  one  of  those  to  whom 
the  noble  Marquess  has  referred 'as  pos« 
sibly  asking,    ''Why  not  wait  a  little 
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longer?"  On  the  contrary,  I  am  bound 
to  say,  recollecting  the  course  which  I  took 
last  November  and  December  on  this  sub- 
ject— I  believe  I  am  not  the  only  per- 
son in  this  House  or  elsewhere  who  is  dis- 
posed to  ask,  *'  Why  have  you  waited  so 
longi*'  But  now  that  the  step  is  about 
to  be  taken,  which  in  my  clear  and  unhe- 
sitating opinion  might  have  been  taken 
with  advantage  six  months  ago,  my  appro- 
bation is  entire  and  undivided;  and  I  have 
only  to  add,  with  a  view  to  the  past,  that  I 
hope  and  trust,  and  devoutly  pray,  that  the 
resolution  adopted  may  not  be  found  to 
have  come  too  late.  My  Lords,  in  De- 
cember last  I  stated,  in  reference  to  the 
state  of  public  feeling  in  Ireland  —  bad 
enough  —  deplorable  enough,  in  all  con- 
science— but  a  mere  jest  as  compared 
with  the  worse  state  of  the  public  mind 
in  that  unhappy  country  during  the  last 
two  or  three  months — that  in  my  delibe- 
rate opinion  the  .  true  remedy,  the  true 
cure,  for  the  evil,  was  to  give  the  power 
which  would  be  applied  by  what  is  com- 
monly called  the  suspension  of  the  Habeas 
Corpus  Act — that  is  to  say,  the  power  of 
imprisonment  without  information  on  oath. 
My  Lords,  I  have  to  state  what,  not  in  this 
House  perhaps,  but  out  of  doors,  and  espe- 
cially in  Ireland,  will,  I  doubt  not,  be 
reckoned  an  authority  in  favour  of  that 
proposition.  I  say  that  this  is  a  speedy 
remedy  for  a  pressing  and  a  desperate  evil; 
that  it  tends  to  cure  and  not  to  irritate; 
and  that  it  gives  the  power  which  of  all 
others  is  most  wanted  at  the  present  mo- 
ment— ^that  of  detaining  the  leaders  of  re- 
bellion, and  taking  away  from  it  the  sup- 
port of  those  without  whose  support  it 
cannot  go  on.  I  am  now  about  to  read  to 
your  Lordships  the  opinion  of  an  authority 
which  will  not,  perhaps,  be  here  reckoned 
of  great  weight,  but  which  I  quote  with  a 
view  to  those  in  the  sister  kingdom  who 
have  looked  up  to  that  authority.  I  was 
told  that  the  late  Mr.  O'Connell  strongly 
expressed  himself  to  the  effect  I  shall  pre- 
sently mention,  and  I  was  told  that  I 
might  cite  his  name  as  my  authority.  I 
declined  to  do  so,  feeling  that  prudence 
ought  to  govern  men  in  making  public 
statements  of  a  private  conversation.  I 
felt  that  in  the  first  place  the  authority  on 
which  I  acted  might  be  doubted;  and,  se- 
condly, that  the  accuracy  of  the  statement 
itself,  might,  as  it  rested  on  a  conversation, 
be  called  in  question.  I  declined,  in  fact, 
to  make  the  statement  related,  unless  it 
should  be  committed  to  paper  in  writing  by 


the  highly  respectable  individual  who  had 
held  this  conversation  with  the  late  Mr. 
0*Connell,  then  the  leader  of  one  portion 
of  the  Irish  party,  but  a  portion,  permit 
me  to  say,  in  justice  to  it,  and  in  fairness 
towards  the  deceased  gentleman's  memory, 
which  has  done  all  that  in  it  lay  to  sever 
itself  from  the  more  criminal,  the  more 
rash,  I  might  almost  add  the  more  insane, 
of  those  factious  parties.  I  hope  that 
what  I  am  about  to  read  will  make  its  due 
impression  on  the  friends,  the  admirers, 
and  the  adherents  of  that  powerful  and 
popular  man.  "  About  three  weeks,"  says 
my  correspondent,  whose  name  I  will  give 
to  my  noble  Friend  opposite,  ^'  about  three 
weeks  before  Sir  Robert  Peel's  Coercion 
Bill  was  introduced  in  1846,  the  late 
Mr.  0*Connell  deliberately  stated  to  me 

and  Dr.  ,"  whom    I  do  not  name, 

"  and  Mr."  so  and  so,  now  a  Member  of 
Parliament  for  an  important  place,  und 
lately  and  at  that  time  in  a  high  situa- 
tion under  the  Government,  whose  name  I 
shall  also  give  to  my  noble  Friend,  "  that 
in  his  opinion  the  true  remedy,  as  well 
as  the  safe  and  constitutional  course,  in 
the  then  state  of  certain  districts  in  Ire- 
land, Limerick,  Tipperary,  and  so  forth, 
was  what  is  commonly  called — "not  very  ac- 
curately, I  beg  leave  to  say — 'Hhe  suspen- 
sion of  Habeas  Corpus  Act,  as  it  would  cure 
and  not  irritate;  and  that  if  Sir  Robert 
Peel  made  out  a  case  entitling  his  Govern- 
ment to  possess  such  a  power,  he  would 
support  his  application  for  it  to  Parlia- 
ment, provided  Sir  Robert  Peel  at  the 
same  time  introduced  " — I  thought,  what 
Mr.  0*Connell  termed  justice  to  Ireland 
would  have  followed,  which  would  have 
taken  away  the  whole  value  of  the  opinion, 
as  there  is  no  saying  what  that  might  not 
have  included,  but  no  such  thing — *•  pro- 
vided Sir  Robert  Peel  at  the  same  time 
introduced  to  the  country  the  measures  of 
relief  and  justice  which  he" — not  which  he 
(Mr.  O'Connell)  thought  right,  but  "  which 
he  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  had  so  often  promised 
to  bring  forward."  So  that  his  opinion, 
contrary  to  my  expectation,  as  I  was  pro- 
ceeding to  read  the  sentence,  was  not  in 
the  slightest  degree  restricted  or  weakened 
by  any  reference  to  the  repeal  of  the 
Union,  or  to  any  wild  measures  for  the 
destruction  of  the  constitution,  of  the  mon- 
archy, and  of  society  itself.  The  measures 
promised  by  Sir  Robert  Peel  consisted,  I 
think,  of  some  modification  of  the  law  re- 
specting the  elective  franchise,  and  one  or 
two  other  comparatively  slight  changes ; 
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and  if  these  were  introduced,  Mr.  O'Con- 
nell  was  ready  to  give  him  his  hearty 
support  in  proposing  the  suspension  of 
the  Hf^heai  Corpus  Act.  My  correspon- 
dent then  goes  on  to  say,  "  But  (he 
added)  that  he  would  oppose  to  the  utter- 
most any  Curfew  Bill  which  might  he  pro- 
posed, as  it  would  irritate  and  not  cure," 
supporting  this  opinion  hy  many  practical 
illustrations,  to  which  I  need  not  nere  al- 
lude, hut  in  all  of  which  I  concur.  This  gen- 
tleman, my  correspondent,  went  on  to  say, 
that  with  Mr.  O'Connell's  permission,  the 
suhstance  of  that  conversation  was  on  the 
following  day  reduced  to  writing,  in  order 
that  it  might  he  shown  to  Sir  Rohert  Peel 
and  Lord  John  Russell;  and  I  have  there- 
fore the  most  perfect  confidence  in  the 
strict  and  literfil  accuracy  of  the  state- 
ment. My  Lords,  I  consider  this  a  testi- 
mony of  no  little  weight — not  here,  where 
indeed  there  is  no  occasion  for  it,  hut  in 
the  sister  kingdom.  And  if  I  could  hope 
that  the  voice  of  one  who  has  always  heen 
|tn  advocate  of  the  liherty  of  the  suhject 
— who  has  always  heen  among  the  fore- 
most opponents  of  the  suspension  of  the 
Haheas  Corpus  Act  in  England  when  not 
required,  or  when  it  was  only  of  doubtful 
necessity — if  I  could  hope  that  the  voice 
of  a  friend  of  Ireland  upon  all  Irish  ques- 
tions, and  at  all  times — a  friend  at  a  time 
when  there  were  few  who  took  part  with 
the  Irish  people,  and  endeavoured  to  ob- 
tain the  redress  of  what  I  deemed  their 
real  grievances — if  such  a  friend  may  be 
hearo-— I  would  say  that  I,  like  my  noble 
Friend  opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Lans- 
downe),  who  has  always  been  an  unflinching 
advocate  of  liberty,  would  call  upon  her  not 
to  trust  to  those  who  would  lead  her  onward 
to  anarchy.  A  friend  of  liberty  I  have 
lived,  and  such  will  I  die — nor  care  I  how 
soon  the  latter  event  may  happen,  if  I 
cannot  be  a  friend  of  liberty,  without 
being  a  friend  of  traitors  at  the  same  time 
— a  protector  of  criminals  of  the  deepest 
dye — an  accomplice  of  foul  rebellion,  and 
of  its  concomitant,  civil  war,  with  all  its 
atrocities,  and  all  its  fearful  consequences. 
My  Lords,  it  is  because  I  am  a  friend  of 
liberty,  that  I  detest  anarchy  and  blood- 
shed— measures  to  ensure  which  are  now 
brewing  in  the  sister  kingdom — not  without 
foreign  interference — not  without  foreign 
communication — not  without  foreign  assist- 
ance— which,  if  very,  very  moderate  in  ex- 
tent, shows  the  malus  animus  of  those  who 
invoke  the  aid  of  the  murderers  and  anarch- 
ists of  Paris.     There  was  one  sentence  in 


my  noble  Friend's  speech  to  which  I  caimoi 
help  alluding.  He  said  that  mat  and  imme* 
diate  peril  was  to  be  apprehended.  Then 
lot  this  measure,  which  is  calculated  to 
cure  without  irritating — this  measure  in* 
tended  to  arm  the  Government  with  the 
needful,  and  no  more  than  the  neediii], 
powers,  be  immediate  also.  How  else  ean 
the  mischief  be  avoided  ?  I  beliere  that 
you  could  not  do  a  wiser — ^you  cofdd  not 
at  the  same  time  do  a  more  regular  thmg, 
than  suspending  the  Standing  Orders  m 
order  to  pass  the  Bill  immediately.  Mr 
Lords,  they  who  wish  for  an  outbreak  wiQ 
not  foil  to  profit  by  any  interval  loneer 
than  the  very  shortest  space  of  time  which 
can  elapse  between  the  announcement  of 
to-day  and  the  final  carrying  up  the  mea- 
srue  to  the  Crown  for  its  sanction. 

Lord  STANLEY  :  My  Lords,  althongli 
your  Lordships  must  all  have  listened  with 

?ain  to  the  details  respecting  the  state  of 
reland  which  have  been  brought  forward 
by  the  noble  Earl,  and  confirmed  to  thtf 
fullest  extent  by  the  noble  Marquess  the 
President  of  the  Council,  and  althonffh  H 
must  at  all  times  be  painftil  to  your  £ord^ 
ships  to  assent  to  an  exceptional  mei^Biire 
infringing  on  the  constitutional  laws  of  tibia 
country,  yet  I  believe  there  is  not  only  no 
man  in  your  Lordships'  House,  bat  no 
loyal  and  well-disposed  subject  of  the 
Crown  elsewhere,  who  does  not,  or  will 
not  cordially  rejoice  in  the  annoaneement 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government;  and  if  mj 
own  satisfaction  at  that  announcement  he 
qualified  by  anything,  it  is  because  I  re- 
gret, in  common  with  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  who  has  just  sat  down,  not  that  the 
announcement  has  not  heeii  debyed,  but 
that  it  was  not  made  long  ago;  Deouuet 
my  Lords,  concurring  as  I  do  with  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite,  that  in  eases  oF 
this  kind,  loss  of  time  is  loss  of  power,  it  is 
my  firm  conviction  that  if  this  step  ha4 
been  taken  months  ago,  when  it  would 
have  been  justified  in  reason,  in  poHoy,  and 
in  sound  statesmanlike  wisdom,  the  atate 
of  Ireland  would  have  heen  much  more 
easy  to  grapple  with,  the  obstacles  wonld 
have  been  much  less  formidable,  the  dan- 
gers much  less  imminent  than  those  wUeh 
we  are  now  c&Hcd  upon  to  eneoonter* 
My  Lords,  I  think  that  the  noble  Mar- 
quess and  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
now  asked,  if  not  for  sufficient  powers,  at 
least  for  the  right  measure,  (k>  far  as 
they  have  proceeded.  The  remedy  whieh 
they  have  sought  is  one  which  wijl  9tnke 
the   right   persons,  and  strike  tten  it 
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the  right  time.  I  am  not  one  of  those 
who  desire  that  those  unhappy  yiptiros, 
those  credulous  dupes  of  the  incendiaries 
and  agitators  of  Ireland,  who  irill  he  put 
forwanl  in  the  front  rank  for  the  purpose 
of  committing  the  crimes  and  outrages  to 
which  they  are  instigated — I  do  not  desire 
— Godfbrhid! — that  upon  them  the  seve- 
rest penalty  of  the  law  should  fall;  I  rather 
desire  that  it  should  fall  upon  those  who, 
ifell  knowing  the  consequences  of  their 
conduct,  well  knowing  the  falseness  of  their 
pretexts,  and  well  knowing  the  fatal  effects 
of  following  their  advice,  are  sacrificing 
everything  to  their  own  passions  or  their 
own  sordid  interests,  ana,  for  their  own 
purposes,  do  not  hesitate  to  involve  their 
irejudtced  and  too-confiding  countrymen 
in  the  guilt  of  treason  and  in  the  danger 
of  civil  war.  My  Lords,  it  is  upon  those 
who  may  have  sufficient  skill,  and  suffi- 
cient information  and  intelligence,  to  keep 
themselves  clear  of  that  amount  of  legal 
guilt  which  would  hring  them  under  the 
law  in  such  a  manner  as  to  ensure  their 
conviction,  hut  who  are  yet  morally,  in  the 
face  hoth  of  God  and  man,  guilty  of  the 
'crime  of  treason,  of  wholesale  murder,  of 
rehellion,  and  of  civil  war — it  is  upon  them, 
and  not  even  upon  them  for  the  purposes  of 
Vengeance,  hut  upon  them  for  the  purposes 
of  mercy  to  the  community,  and  for  the 
sake  of  their  countrymen  generally — it  is 
tipo|i  them  that  I  hope  and  helieve  the 
salutary  operation  of  the  measure  now  pro- 
posed hy  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
fall.  And.  my  Lords,  another  inducement 
to  me  to  helieve  that  this  is  the  right  course 
of  proceeding,  is  this,  that  under  the  ope- 
ration of  this  measure  there  can  he  none 
of  that  delay  which,  even  if  not  succeeded 
hy  ultimate  escape,  causes  the  sword  of 
justice  to  fall  with  only  half  the  force  which 
It  ought  to  have,  and  prevents  its  heing  at- 
tended with  its  proper  effect  as  regards  the 
deterring  of  others  from  similar  offences. 
Punishment  is  sure  to  fail  in  effect  if  it  he 
not  inflicted  until  twelve  months  after  the 
commission  of  the  crime.  My  Lords,  what 
do  we  see  at  this  moment?  Look  at  the 
case  of  the  indictments  for  misdemeanour 
within  a  recent  period.  Trials  are  pending 
against  some  of  the  leading  agitators;  hut 
through  the  power  which  the  law  gives  to 
those  persons,  even  supposing  no  difficulty 
should  hereafter  arise  from  prejudicea, 
J)erjured,  or  timid  jurors  —  through  the 
means  of  traversing,  which  the  law  places 
in  the  power  of  those  parties — it  will  be 
the  month  of  March,  1849,  before  the  in- 


stigators of  the  disturbances  of  May  and 
June,  1848,  can  be  put  upon  their  trials 
to  answer  for  their  conduct.  The  noble 
Marquess  has  stated — and  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent I  concur  with  him — that  the  juries  of 
Ireland  have  done  their  duty.  Even  in 
cases,  however,  of  murder,  of  violence,  and 
of  outrage,  for  which  it  has  been  necessary 
to  put  prisoners  on  their  trial,  as  noble 
Lords  connected  with  Ireland  well  know, 
it  has  not  been  without  some  precautions 
in  framing  the  panels  that  convictions,  on 
the  clearest  evidence,  have  been  secured. 
But,  my  Lords,  cases  of  agrarian  disturb^ 
ance,  and  the  ordinary  cases  of  n^urder, 
are  widely  distinct  from  the  case  of  polit- 
ical offences,  and  of  an  instigation  of  civil 
war  and  outrage;  and  it  is  these  that  W6 
have  to  contemplate  at  present.  Why,  if 
the  population  of  Ireland  is  so  tainted  as 
the  noble  Marquess  represents  it  to  be — ^if 
so  formidable  is  the  danger,  so  general  and 
wide-spread  the  feeling  of  disaffection,  that^ 
according  to  the  noble  Earl's  statement, 
in  a  moment  the  whole  population  is  up, 
and  rejoicing  in  the  declared  or  supposed 
frustration  of  the  law  in  the  escape  of  some 
great  criminal,  leading  to  anticipations  of 
the  ultimate  triumph  of  rebellion  itself — ^if 
that  feeling  be  as  widely  extended  as  the 
noble  Earl  states,  and  I  am  confident  tnd^ 
states,  over  a  large  portion  of  the  popula- 
tion of  the  country — if  the  feeling  be  so 
wide  and  so  general  as  to  justify  the  step 
which  the  Lord  Lieutenant  has  recently 
taken  of  proclaiming  seven  important  dis- 
tricts— could  you,  in  the  case  of  political 
offences,  whatever  you  might  do  in  the 
case  of  agrarian  outrage,  go  to  an  ordinary 
jury  with  a  chance  of  obtaining  a  convic- 
tion for  a  crime  of  which  a  vast  portion  of 
the  population  avow  themselves  to  be,  in 
heart  and  soul,  and  ready  to  be  in  action 
also,  cordial  and  eager  adherents?  My 
Lords,  it  is  not  merely  on  account  of  the 
participation  of  a  large  portion  of  the  po- 
pulation in  such  feelings — it  is  not  only  on 
account  of  their  sympathy  with  the  offen- 
ders, and  their  consequent  indifference  to 
the  obligations  of  an  oath,  that  I  should 
look  with  the  greatest  alarm  upon  the 
prospect  of  trusting  to  ordinary  juries,  and 
to  the  ordinary  processes  of  law,  for  the 
punishment  and  repression  of  these  offences. 
I  attach  at  least  as  much  importance  to 
the  timidity  and  the  fears  as  to  the  culpa- 
bility and  the  participation  of  the  popula- 
tion. I  fully  concur  in  the  statement  of 
the  noble  Earl  behind  me — a  statement 
which  would,  I  am  sure,  be  borne  out  by 
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cwfj  «Be  of  jovr  hoMhiftwha  is 
sected  with  Irdaad — diftt  if  there  be  eoe 
daaa  amoogst  whom,  above  another,  it  ia 
moai  importaai  that  the  feeimg  ahooid 
BOt  preraii  that  rebeiluKi  is  llkeij  to  have 
the  vpper  hand — if  there  be  one  daaa  oiore 
exposed  than  another  to  dangers  firom  ran- 
ging themseb-es  on  the  side  <^  the  law,  and 
agaiast  that  of  sedition — that  elaas  is  the 
apper  ebsa  of  the  Roman  CathoUe  farmers 
aiid  gentry  of  Ireland.  Mj  Lords,  it  is 
iaspoaaihle  for  a  Roman  Catholie  gentle- 
■MB,  or  a  Roman  Catholie  fumer,  openlj 
to  e^ouae  the  eanse  of  order  a^rainst  the 
caie  of  sedition,  without  being  branded 
wi^  the  name  ol  Orange  Catholie-^with- 
•Hi  being  denooneed  as  a  traitor  to  his 
faith,  his  eoontrj,  and  his  God.  Those 
who  are  engaged  in  fostering  the  spirit  of 
•e^tioa  look  npon  the  Proiestant  as  the  sup- 
porter of  order,  and  therefore  as  their  na- 
tural straij^itforwani  and  open  enemj;  thej 
look  upon  the  lojal  Catholie  as  a  deserter 
from  their  own  ranks,  and  as  a  ren^ade, 
to  be  rqparded  with  doable  the  hostOitj 
Greeted  against  a  Protestant  imder  similar 
eiremnstanees.  Bat,  ro  j  LiMrds,  this  is  the 
state  of  things  in  which  we  now  stand: 
the  gaontlet  of  defiance  has  been  thrown 
dovB;  and  the  i|aestion  now  is,  shall  there 
be  aa  arowed,  declared,  and  triomphaat 
rebdfioo,  or  shall  the  Goremment  anld  the 
law  not  oolj  hare,  bat  in  the  minds  of  the 
people  shall  thej  not  bedeemed  and  felt  to 
bare,  the  opper  hand  ?  For  beliere  me  that 
eterj  moment  that  great  qaestion  is  in 
doobt — ^that  ererj  hoar  which  adds  to  the 
eoofidenee  of  the  disaffected  and  seditions 
— that  ererj  delaj  which  appears  to  show 
liesitatioo,  donbt,  or  ancertaintj  on  the 
part  of  the  Goremment,  not  onlj  add  to 
the  confidence  of  the  disaffected  and  sedi- 
tioas,  bat  add  also  to  their  physical 
strength;  for  daj  after  daj,  and  week 
after  week,  some  men,  from  baser  motires, 
some  from  timiditr,  some  from  a  not  an- 
nataral  fear  of  the  conseqaences,  and  some 
from  an  apprehension  of  the  danger  thej 
maj  risk — some  who  woald  be  willing  to 
range  themselres  on  the  side  of  order  if 
thej  bad  a  banner  under  which  thej  could 
rallj,  and  therebj  ensure  protection — will 
be  driren  from  lojaltj  to  indifference;  and 
when  indifference  is  no  longer  safe,  thej 
will  be  forced,  against  the  feelings  of  their 
own  hearts,  against  the  opinions  and  dispo- 
sitions of  their  own  minds  and  souls,  to 
gire  a  support  to  a  party  whom  in  their 
hearts  thej  detest,  and  assist  them  against 
the  Goremment  under  which   thej  were 
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alUwcdlodaa 
I  J  aad  peaeeahij.  I  wS  aaC  hiok 
I  wiE  not  infoxre  b j  whose  &i^  « 
eonseqiieace  of  what  aegfigeBee»  or 
ther  it  was  in  eoBaeqaenee  of  an j 
gence,  that  matters  have  beea  allowed  t» 
readi  their  preaeat  state.  I  aoa  1 
satisfied  to  see  the  GovcraBMBtj 
foil  J  awakened  to  the  estse  iiinftii  «f  the 
ease,  and  detemuaed  to  risk  aaj  coobb- 
qaeBces  rather  than  not  pat  dowm  this  fiear- 
fal  state  of  things,  this  organiaed  aad  al- 
ready  almost  b%an  rebeOioo: — I  aia  tea 
moch  pleased  with  their  preaeat  T 
atioB  to  eritieise  too  nicely  their 
doct,  or  to  inquire  if  earlier  i 
not  hare  averted  ma^  ev2.  1 1 
this  measure  is  bow  anBoaaccd — I  aaa  i 
fident  that  it  will  hare  the  faft  iiappaii  bC 
this  Hoose;  and  if  there  be  a 
the  other  Hoose  of  ParfiaBC^  of  < 
(and  they  most  be  a 
win  be  ai  soch  opiaioa)  thai  tibe  ^naaj 
now  exercised  over  the  people  of  IrdBad 
is  not  infinitely  more  griaifiBg,  ■ore  fiear- 
fbl,  and  more  alarming  thaa  aay  poamhle 
fiolatioo  ni  coostitntioDal  law,  or  aaj  de- 
spotic aothority  to  any  exteat  thai  may  ha 
lodged  in  the  hands  ti  the  respoaaible  ad- 
risers  of  the  Crown — if  there  be  aay  aaek 
minority,  who  woold  prefer  the  coaliBaaaea 
of  the  present  state  c2r  things  to  tibeMyfc 
cation  of  an  effectual  remedy — thea  I  tkak 
the  rast  majority  of  the  Hoase  of 
mons  win  speedfly  orerrale  aay 
that  may  be  offered  by  saeh  a 
and  sure  I  am,  that  whea  a 
ceires  the  assent  oi  yoar  Lordahipa'  Ho 
of  the  Hoose  of  Conunona,  and  of  the 
Crown,  for  repressing  the  preaeat  slala  of 
dis<Hder,  and  doing  away  with  the  preaeat 
dangers  that  threaten  Irdaad,  whatevar 
its  present  prorisions  are,  howerar,  iaeoa- 
sistent  with  constitutional  law  it  aiay  be,  it 
win  command  the  almost  imanimoaa  eoB- 
currence  ni  erery  loyal  sabjeet  in  EB^^aad, 
in  Scotland,  and  in  Irdand.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess opposite  (the  Marqoeas  of  Laaadowae) 
has  talked  of  the  details  of  this  measare; 
what  those  detaib  are  I  know  not;  but 
I  trust  they  wiU  be  strong  and  efieetiTe. 
Our  object  is  to  giro  to  the  GoTemmeat 
fuU,  ample,  and  summary  powers;  and  I 
trust  that  no  lengthened  d^ails  will  iater- 
fere  to  prevent  the  progreaa  of  Ihb  mea- 
sure through  this  and  the  other  Hooae  of 
Parliament.  I  wiU  answer  lor  it  that  the 
measure  wiU  hare  the  cordial  sapport  of 
this  House,  and  I  think,  also,  of  the  oona* 
try;  and  I  am  satisfied  of  ihia,  that  if  Bar 
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Majesty's  Government  go  on  with  the  de- 
termination to  uphold  the  cause  of  order 
and  peace  in  Ireland — ay,  and  I  will  say 
of  good  government  also  —  even  though 
they  are  not  remaining  within  the  pale  of 
constitutional  law,  they  will  have  the 
thanks  and  cordial  support  of  those  who 
now,  with  feelings  of  reluctance  equal  to 
those  which  the  Government  themselves 
experience,  allow  them  to  pass  an  Act  of 
Parliament  which,  under  ordinary  circum- 
stances, they  must  regret  and  deprecate; 
hut  they  will  also,  without  reference  to 
party  feelings  or  considerations,  have  the 
cordial  support  and  assistance  of  every 
Memher  of  your  Lordships*  House. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  : 
Without  being  prepared  at  present  to  give 
any  opinion  as  to  the  suspension  of  any 
Standing  Order,  I  am  prepared  to  state  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  that  to  this 
measure  every  other  measure  ought  to  give 
way,  that  it  may  be  passed  with  the  great- 
est possible  speed  which  the  forms  of  Par- 
liament will  admit.  But  having  stated  that 
it  is  also  desirable  that  it  should  be  known 
in  this  House,  and  known  to  the  country, 
that  if  any  unfortunate  delay  (and  if  there 
be  such,  I  trust  it  can  be  but  short)  shall 
arise  to  prevent  the  passing  of  this  Bill, 
and  if  such  delay  shall  have  the  effect  of 
hurrying  this  insane  party  from  the  state 
of  feverish  excitement  in  which  they  now 
are,  into  a  state  of  actual  rebellion  in  which 
they  are  not,  that  there  exists  a  statute  of 
the  Irish  Parliament  passed  long  before 
the  Union,  under  which,  in  the  event  of 
the  commission  of  such  an  outrage  as  would 
under  the  circumstances  be  the  commence- 
ment of  a  rebellion,  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  is  authorised  to  seize  and  to 
detain  every  person  whom  he  suspects  of 
being  accessary  to  that  rebellious  proceed- 
ing; and  further  1  have  to  state,  tbat  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  is  prepared  in- 
stantly to  take  that  course  the  moment 
such  a  case  shall  arise. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  :  I  am  aware  of 
tlie  Irish  xict  referred  to.  It  is  not  neces- 
sary that  there  should  be  a  general  out- 
break to  authorise  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
act.  The  commencement  of  a  rebellion  is 
sufficient;  and  I  know  my  noble  Friend  at 
the  head  of  the  Irish  Government  too  well 
to  doubt  that,  when  the  case  arises  for  in- 
terfering under  that  statute,  he  will  vigor- 
ously, promptly,  and  fearlessly  act  up  to  it. 

Motion,  by  leave  of  the  House,  with- 
drawn. 

House  adjourned. 
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Minutes.]  Public  Bills. — !<>  Turnpike  Roads  (Irc!and)] 

Stodc  in  Trade  Exemption. 
2<*  Salmon  Breed  Preservation. 

30  and  passed :—Eccle8ia8tica]  Jurisdiction;  Highland 
Roads,  Bridges,  dec.  (Scotland). 

Pjbtitions  Prbsbntkd.  By  Mr.  Milner  Gibson,  from 
several  Places,  for  the  Adoption  of  Universal  SufPlrage.— 
By  Mr.  Tennent,  from  Ministers  and  Ruling  Elders  of 
the  Presbyterian  Church  in  Ireland,  In  favour  of  the 
Places  of  Worship  Sites  (Scotland)  Bill.— By  Mr.  Ormsby 
Gore,  from  Sllgo,  respecting  the  Depredations  committed 
by  Killing  CatUe,  Sheep,  dec— By  Mr.  Philip  Miles,  from 
the  Rural  Dean  and  Clergy  of  Bristol,  for  an  Alteration 
of  the  Law  respecting  Education. — By  Mr.  Thomas 
Greene,  from  Ratepayers  of  Over  Wycrsdale.  Lancashire, 
against  the  Highways  Bill.— By  Captain  Pechell,  tnm 
Duncan  Macintyre,  Drysalter,  Fortwilliam,  New  Bruns- 
wick, praying  the  House  to  take  his  Case  into  Conside- 
ration.— By  Mr.  Tennent,  from  .Shipowners  of  Belfast, 
against  the  Merchant  Seamen's  Fund  Bill;  also  from 
the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  Belfast,  for  a  Repeal  of 
the  Navigation  Laws.  — By  Sir  William  Codrington,  from 
the  Guardians  of  the  Winchcomb  Union,  in  the  Coun- 
ties of  Gloucester  and  Worcester,  against  the  Poor  Law 
Union  District  School  Bill.— By  Mr.  Henry  Herbert, 
from  the  Hitjh  Sheriff  and  Grand  Jurors  of  the  County  df 
Westmcath,  fur  an  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Law  (Ireland). 
— By  Mr.  Milner  Gibson,  from  the  Guardians  of  the 
Manchester  Union,  in  favour  of  the  Poor  Law  Officers* 
Superannuation  Allowances  Bill. — By  Sir  De  Lacy  Evans, 
from  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Strand  Union, 
London,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Law  Union 
Charges  Bill. 

SUGAR  DUTIES. 

On  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House 
tb  go  into  Committee  on  this  Bill, 

Lord  G.  BRNTINCK  :  I  rise  to  press 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  neces- 
sity of  withdrawing  the  Bill  and  going  into 
Cummittee  to  pass  a  resolution  preliminary 
to  the  introduction  of  another  measure. 
Sir,  no  satisfactory  explanation  has  heen 
offered  as  to  how  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment proposes  to  deal  with  the  difficulty  I 
pointed  out  on  a  previous  occasion. '  It 
has  been  attempted  to  show  that  the  Brit- 
ish Possessions  Act  of  1845  would  over- 
ride any  act  of  the  colonial  legislature. 
Sir,  I  have  given  further  study  to  the  mat- 
ter, and,  whether  I  consider  the  Act  itself 
(9  <k  10  Victoria,  chapter  94)  or  the 
speeches  of  those  who  introduced  it,  I  can- 
not conceive  hut  that  it  was  intended  by 
the  Act  of  1846  to  empower  the  colonial 
legislature  to  repeal  any  Acts  founded  on 
the  former  British  Possessions  Act,  the 
8th  and  9th  Victoria,  chapter  93.  Sir, 
this  question  is  important;  and  I  beg  the 
attention  of  the  House,  for  it  would  be  too 
absurd  for  the  House  to  go  into  Committee 
on  the  details  of  a  Bill  which  it  would  be 
impossible  practically  to  work.  It  is  said 
on  the  other  side,  I  am  aware,  that  the 
9th  and  10th  Victoria  did  not  confer  on 
the  colonial  legislatures  any  power  to  re* 
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move  prohibitory  duties,  nor  to  impose 
duties;  but  that  it  only  gave  power  to  re- 
duce existing  duties.  But,  I  will  show, 
first,  from  the  speeches  of  those  who  intro- 
duced the  Bill,  as  well  as  of  those  who  op- 
posed it,  that  this  was  not  the  construction 
they  contended  should  be  put  upon  it;  and, 
next,  I  will  show,  from  the  acts  of  the  co- 
lonial legislatures,  that,  in  fact,  a  different 
construction  has  been  put  upon  it  by  them; 
and  that  the  Act  has  been  construed  in  the 
spirit  in  which  it  was  introduced;  and  that 
acts  and  ordinances  have  been  passed  by 
the  colonies  and  allowed  by  the  Queen,  in 
Council  which  have  been  founded  upon  this 
their  construction  of  it.  And  when  I  have 
shown  that  this  has  occurred  as  to  Jamaica, 
Trinidad,  St.  Vincent,  and  St.  Lucie,  I 
shall  be  entitled  to  contend  that  to  carry 
the  present  Bill  any  further  would  be  to 
produce  the  greatest  embarrassment.  Sir, 
on  the  13th  of  August,  1846,  Mr.  Goul- 
bum  said  (on  the  question  that  the  Bill  be 
committed) — 

<'  We  are  called  upon  to  give  up  the  principle 
that  the  trade  of  the  colonies  shall  be  regulated 
by  the  Legislature  of  the  mother  country." 

The    Chancellor    of    the    Exchequer   re- 
plied— 

"  That  the  colonics  ought  not  to  be  exposed  to 
protection  averse  to  them,  when  protection  to 
their  advantage  was  abolished.'* 

And  Lord  John  Russell  said  that — 

"  Having  established  free  trade  as  the  general 
principle,  we  ought  to  treat  our  colonies  as  we 
would  wish  to  be  treated  ourselves,  and  not  keep 
up  protective  duties  which  they  themselves  thought 
injurious." 

Then  if  the  Act  carried  out  the  intentions 
of  the  Government  who  proposed  it,  on 
what  principle  could  it  be  professed  that  it 
was  not  designed  to  empower  the  British 
colonists  to  remove  restrictions  and  prohi- 
bitions framed  for  the  protection  of  the 
British  refiner?  Again,  upon  the  third 
reading,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
is  reported  to  have  said  that  the  Bill  would 
not  empower  the  colonial  legislatures  to 
impose  unfair  duties  upon  British  produce. 
And  Lord  J.  Russell  said  that  the  colonists 
might  fairly  urge  that  Parliament,  having 
deprived  them  of  the  advantages  of  protec- 
tion, should  not  give  them  its  disadvan- 
tages. Yet,' it  is  alleged  that  the  Imperial 
Parliament  did  not  confer  upon  the  colo- 
nists power  to  repeal  prohibitions  protec- 
tive of  the  British  refiner.  So  far  as  the 
Act  of  1846  was  concerned,  it  was  not  af- 
fected by  the  import  of  foreign  refined 
sugar  into  the  oolonies,  for  the  case  was 


provided  for  in  the  Act  itself.  But  aguin, 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  Lord  EUenborough 
said,  the  Legislature  had  formod  the  opin- 
ion that  it  was  but  fair  that  the  colonists 
should  import  our  goods  and  those  of  other 
nations  upon  equal  terms.  How  can  it 
then  be  pretended  that  the  Act  was  in- 
tended to  prevent  the  colonists  from  repeal* 
ing  prohibitions  ?  And  yet  that  is  the 
only  ground  on  which  it  can  be  pretended 
that  the  British  Possessions  Act  overrides 
the  acts  of  the  colonial  legislatures.  When 
the  merchants,  in  great  dismay,  went  to 
the  Customs,  urging  that  higher  duties 
than  those  imposed  by  the  present  measure 
must  be  levied  on  sugar  coming  from  the 
colonies  in  question,  the  answer  was,  "Oh, 
no !  the  Act  8th  and  9th  Victoria,  chap. 
93,  sets  all  that  to  i-ights;  we  care  not  a 
farthing  for  the  acts  of  the  colonial  legis- 
latures." But  let  us  look  to  the  section 
(63)  of  the  Act  itself,  which  enacted 
that— 

"  All  laws  at  this  time  or  hereafter  to  be  enact- 
ed in  the  colonies,  Ac,  in  anywise  repugnant 
to  this  or  to  any  other  Act  of  Parliament  (as  £u* 
as  the  same  shall  relate  to  the  said  colonies)  shall 
be  null  and  void.'* 

If  no  other  Act  had  been  passed  he  should 
have  considered  that  the  Acts  of  the  Im- 
perial Parliament  would  have  overridden 
any  acts  of  the  colonial  legislatures.  But, 
next  year,  the  Sugar  Duties  Act  of  1846 
was  accompanied  by  another  British  Pos- 
sessions Act,  in  which,  after  reciting  the 
clause  in  the  previous  Act,  it  was  enacted 
that— 

"  Whereas  it  was  expedient  to  enable  the  legis- 
latures of  the  colonies  to  reduce  or  repeal  all  duties 
of  customs,  so  far  as  the  same  may  be  enforced  in 
the  said  colonics  respectively,  such  legislatures 
may  make  any  act  or  ordinance  repealing  or  re- 
ducing the  said  duties  so  imposed  as  aforesaid  by 
the  said  Act,  upon  any  articles  imported  into  the 
said  colonies,  provided  the  Queen  in  Council  shall 
assent  to  such  act  or  ordinance,  and  also  provided 
the  same  shall  be  laid  upon  the  table  of  both  Houses 
of  Parliament  by  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Secretaries 
of  State  within  thirty  days  of  the  same  receiving 
such  assent,  or  of  the  next  meeting  of  Parlia- 
ment." 

Now,  I  will  concede  to  the  Government, 
that  the  ordinances  which  have  been  pas- 
sed by  the  four  colonies  I  have  alluded  to 
are  probably  invalid  by  reason  of  an  infor- 
mality. But  what  informality?  The  omission 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  themselrea 
to  lay  them  before  Parliament,  though  the 
Royal  assent  was  given  in  August  last,  and 
Parliament  met  in  November,  and  sat  till 
the  end  of  December.  And  surely  to  rely  on 
such  an  objection  would  not  be  very  credit- 
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able  to  the  Government.  The  Assembly 
of  Jamaica,  however,  acting  in  the  spirit 
of  the  Act,  have  admitted  foreign  sugar 
(refined)  at  a  duty  of  20  per  cent;  but  the 
island  of  Trinidad  has  admitted  foreign 
sugar,  refined  or  unrefined,  at  a  duty  of 
&9,  per  owt.,  and  St.  Lucia  at  16^.  per 
cwt.  Therefore,  in  respect  to  these  colo- 
nies, no  sugar  can,  consistently  with  the 
true  effect  of  the  resolutions  to  which  the 
House  was  agreed,  be  allowed  to  be  impor- 
ted at  13^.  per  cwt.  I  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  these  facts.  The  resolu- 
tions passed  and  were  in  force  on  the  10th 
of  July.  Up  to  the  15th  of  July  the  old 
warrants  were  held  good.  The  Customs 
had  not  discovered,  or  the  Government  had 
not  discovered,  their  own  mistake.  The 
old  warrant  ran  in  form  thus : — 

«  So  many  hundredweights  of  brown  or  musco- 
vado sugar,  not  equal  in  quality  to  white  clayed, 
the  growth  or  produce  of,  and  imported  from,  a 
British  possession  in  America.*' 

That  was  the  warrant  under  the  old  Act. 
But  there  was  a  new  heading  to  the  reso- 
lutions; and  on  the  15th  of  July,  and  not 
till  then,  the  Customs  said  that  the  old  war- 
rant would  not  do,  and  that  they  must 
have  a  new  form : — 

"  So  many  hundredweights  of  brown  or  musco- 
vado sugar,  not  equal  in  quality  to  white  clayed, 
the  growth  and  produce  of,  and  imported  from,  a 
British  possession  into  which  the  importation  of 
foreign  sugar  is  prohibited." 

Now,  is  it  or  is  it  not  true,  that  duty  has 
been  refused  to  be  accepted  under  the  old 
warrants  ?  Several  merchants  have  been 
turned  back  and  told  that  the  duty  could 
not  be  accepted  unless  they  produced  a 
warrant  certifying  that  it  was  the  produce 
of  British  possessions  into  which  foreign 
sugar  was  prohibited.  Many  merchants 
said — 

**  We  cannot  brin?  such  a  warrant  as  that.  As 
regards  Jamaica  it  is  an  untruth ;  and  we  do  not 
wish  to  be  made  responsible  for  an  imtruth  of  this 
kind." 

I  hold  in  my  hand  a  copy  of  the  amount 
under  which  sugar  pays  duty,  and  it  was 
after  this  that  the  Customs  hit  upon  the 
nritish  Possessions  Act  of  1845  as  reme- 
lylng  the  error,  by  prohibiting  (as  is 
illoged)  dejure  that  admission  of  foreign 
"^  11  gar,  which  is  de  facto  admitted  into  the 
colonies.  But  surely  it  would  ill  become 
tlio  dignity  of  the  Imperial  Parliament  to 
require  merchants  to  make  declarations  in- 
'•onsistent  with  the  truth.  And,  therefore, 
't  would  be  absurd  to  proceed  with  the 
'/resent  Bill,  which  requires  such  a  deda- 
"ation^  and  could  not  therefore  be  parried 


into  effect.  Then,  Sir,  comes  the  question 
as  to  refined  sugar.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, in  introducing  a  measure  which 
they  held  out  as  one  of  relief  to  British 
interests,  had  altogether  suppressed  one 
schedule,  the  effect  of  which  was  to  keep 
out  all  the  refined  sugar  of  the  Continent, 
and  then  had  admitted  foreign  refined 
sugar  at  exactly  the  same  duty  at  which 
refined  sugar  from  Brazil,  or  from  Cuba, 
or  from  Porto  Rico,  might  have  been  ad- 
mitted under  the  old  Act.  It  was  not 
easy  to  ascertain  the  amount  of  the  bounty 
granted  by  the  Dutch  Government  upon 
the  export;  but  it  is  variously  estimated  at 
3s.  and  5s,  per  cwt. ;  and  the  effect  of  the 
Ministerial  measure  had  been,  that  the 
price  of  Dutch  refined  sugar  had  been 
raised  by  2«.  or  3s,  per  cwt.,  and  the  price 
of  British  refined  had  been  reduced  by  the 
same  amount;  so  much  so,  that  it  was  no 
sooner  understood  for  the  first  time  on 
Monday  last  that  Dutch  refined  sugar  had 
come  in  on  these  terms,  than  a  complete 
stagnation  occurred  in  the  sugar  trade. 
But  as  far  as  the  sugar  refiners  themselves 
are  concerned,  what  is  their  position  ?  On 
the  1 8th  five  vessels  arrived  in  the  port  of 
London  from  Cuba,  laden  with  sugar, 
which  could  not  be  entered  to  be  refined 
for  home  consumption.  But  that  sugar 
could  be  sent  to  Amsterdam,  to  be  there 
refined,  and  brought  back  again  to  the 
English  market,  with  the  Dutch  bounty 
upon  it.  What  chance  had  the  English 
refiner  to  compete  with  that  ?  Now,  Sir, 
on  this  point  I  am  informed  that  an  amend- 
ment— not  imposing  a  higher  duty — might 
(though  it  is  a  matter  of  nicety)  t&ke 
place  in  the  Bill.  But  it  would  be  a  more 
convenient  course  to  withdraw  it  altoge- 
ther, and  begin  again.  Nobody  can  be- 
lieve that  the  Government  knew  what  they 
were  about  when  they  inflicted  this  heavy 
blow  on  the  refiners;  or  if  they  did,  then  it 
makes  the  matter  infinitely  worse  that 
this  should  have  been  done  in  a  measure 
of  professed  protection,  and  without  any 
avowal  of  an  intention  to  alter  the  duty  to 
their  disadvantage.  I  trusted  that  on  this 
ground  alone,  and  in  order  that  there  may 
be  a  fair  opportunity  for  discussing  this 
point,  which  was  not  understood  before, 
when  the  House  was  in  Committee  on  the 
resolutions — and  which  point  has  been,  as 
it  were,  concealed  by  the  Government — 
that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  will  with- 
draw this  Bill,  and  move  for  a  Committee 
of  the  whole  House  again.  But,  Sir,  if 
these  changes  be  not  sufficient^  I  am  pre- 
Y2 
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pared  to  open  %  new  bodget  of  Blunders,  aible  to  ondentand  it;  and  if^  as  Pope  and 

and   expose  no    leas    than    twenty-three  Borke  saj,  irregolaritiea  are  the  incidenta 

arithmetieal  errors  in  the  aehednlea  of  the  of  greatness,"  the  hon.  Member  moat  be 

Aet.     And   when   I  have  exposed  these  great  indeed.     Coming  to  the  last  table* 

errors,  ^e  Hoose  will  agree  with  me  that  where,   as  the  dntf  reaches  the   lowest 

we  ong^t  not  to  be  asked  to  proceed  fiir-  point,  one  would  hare  thought  there  eonU 

liter  with  this  Bill.     I  must  premise  that  hare  been  no  mistake,  the  parties    wha 

all  the  duties  are  based  on  that  which  is  constructed  it  hare  omtriYed  (so  ae  ^eak) 

levied   upon    **  muscoTado"    as   a    basis,  to  put  the  right  boot  on  the  wron^  Isg^ 

which,  in  railway  language,  is  called  the  for  the  duties  which  ought  to  be  fiK^  1849- 

datum  line;  and  it  is  assumed  that  the  du-  50  hare  been  giren  to  1848-49  ;   ti&oae 

ties  are  paid  according  to  ralue,  the  Talue  which  ought  to  be  for  I80O-0I  b&Te  been 

af  molasses  being  taken  at  37|  per  cent  of  given  to  1849-50;  and  those  for  18oI-52, 

that  €4  muscovado;    white  clay  as  one-  have  been  given  to  1850-ol;  and  ao  oa 

sixth;  siog^  refined,  one-fifth;  double  re-  through   the   scale.      Then,  in   the   first 

fined,  one  half.     I  have  no  fault  to  find  column  of  the  third  schedule  the  figures 

with  the  first  schedule  of  duties;  but  when  6f.  4d.  ought  to  have  been  6#.  Ilil.;  in 

I  eome  to  the  second  schedule  (as  to  Brit-  the  second,  5s.  lid.  ought  to  have  beea 

ish  possessions  to  which  the  importation  of  6s,  4d. ;  in  the  third,  5s.  4d.  ougbt  to  have 

foreign  sugar  is  not  excluded)  I  find  that  been  5s.  9d.;  in  the  fourth,  4f.  lid.  ought 

the  first  figure  of  the  scale,  being  candy  to  have  been  5s,  3d.;  in  the  fifth,  4«.  6d. 

or  double  refined  sugar,  stood  at  11.  3s.  4d.,  ought  to  have  been  4f.  lid.;  and  in  the 

whereas  it  ought  to  be  H.  3f.  7d.      There  sixth  column,  4s.  id.  ought  to  have  been 

is  no  other  mistake  in  that  rank,  and  in-  4s.   6d.     That  is  the  sum   total  of  the 

deed  there  are  no  mistakes  in  the  first  four  whole.     Am   I  then  asking  too  much  in 

columns,  because  they  are  the  old  duties,  calling  upon  the  House  to  throw  out  aho- 

and  the  figures  have,  I  presume,   been  gether  these  columns  of  blundering  legia- 

drawn  up  by  the  old  hands.     The  errors  ktion,  or  else  to  postpone  the  Bill  ? 

are—  The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE. 

£  9.  d.      £   #.  d.  QCER  said,  it  wouU  be  very  difSeuIt  for 

iXwbtefdlnwiira^r.....  ..1    3    J  for  1    3    7  him  then  to  go  through  afl  the  points  to 

S^n,^^reilnea,n,ar(ia^^^             2=  OH    8^  which  the  nolle  Lo^lLi  called  aViention; 

White  cUyed  rogar  (1852)  0  13    3  —  0  13    5  on  the  contrary,  it  appeared  to  hun  that  the 

IHUo          ,.,         (1853)  0  12    5  —  0  12  10  most  convenient  course  would  be  to  go  into 

m«           ^xi.i/^u            i\*Tv  Committee  on  the  Bill,  and  then  diacnsa 

The  next  table  (as  to  brown  clay)  is,  I  be-  u    u-    *•                *  i        a    *    ^t 

«.         ^1      V       1/     V      i*     vir   iv      '  each  objection  separately.    As  to  the  man- 

lieve,  the  hon.  Member  for  Westbury  s —  •'. .  ,   .,    vT   .  "^    .1.       vr    ^  i.  j 

,  ;      „              .   t.               L  X  •         4A  iier  m  which  the  debate  on  this  sumeet  had 

and  I  really  cannot  discover  what  is  matter  ,                .«          ,           ui^i.. 

-..-'-T           *i:j*          \.  A  heen  earned  on,  he  would  only  sar,  tkai 

of  mistake — for  I  cannot  find  out  on  what  .^      v-^vjv            .•"/^^ 

«    .  ,    .^  .   ^         ,    ..  every  sort  of  subject  had  been  mixed  np 

principle  it  is  framed;  it  appears  so  irregu-  .  .   -^              r:.    j                  j     1    _i     ^1.*^ 

Y       \y  ^        J.         1        '^^^t                ^  into  one  confused  mass;  and  dearlr  the 

lar.     But  as  to  molasses,  the  errors  go  ^  . .                 c       •  •         *           ^' "    - 

through  the  whole  Uble-  ^^usirwo^L^TtTL^^^ 

1848-9  5    7  inrtead  of  5    4  separately,  if  it  would  suit  the  convenience 

1849.50 5    3        —        6    6  of  the  House  to  go  then  mto  C<»nnuttee  On 

1850.5l!!!!!!4     9          —         4    5  the  BiU. 

1851-52 4    4        —        46  Mr.  GOULBURN  agreed  very  moeh 

}^^2-53 4  ^1        -        4    4  with  what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 

'  Gentleman;  but  he  hoped  ho  might  be  ez- 

Then,  as  to  the  third  schedule,  the  blun-  cused  if,  before  they  went  into  Committee, 

dcrs  (as  in  the  former  one)  begin  with  the  he  sought  for  some  information.     If  the 

new  duties —  propositions  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 

,     ,,       „     .   ,,  ^.    f'^:^     '•   ^«  man  had  to  make  in  Committee  would  lead 

Iloiiblorcfined    18r,2  ...19     0  for  19    6  .     „„   ;««,»ooo^  r.f  ♦U^  A»*\^  «..   ««-^«   ;♦ 

Ditto        (1H5.'{,...17    0-  18    0  *^*^  increase  of  the  duties  on  sugar,  it 

Single  refined  (18/>2)... 10    8—  17    4  was  evident  that  such  propositions  could 

Ditto        (1853)...  15    2—  10    0  not  be  entertained  in  a  Committee  on  the 

White  clayed  (1852)... 14    9  —  15    2  Bill,  but  must  previously  be  proposed  in  & 

Ditto        (1853)...13    2-14    0  Committee  of  the  whole   House.     Other 

The  **  brown  clay  '*  tabic  is  here  again  the  hon.  Members  might  have  different  duties 

hon.  Member  for  Westbury 's,  and  really  it  to  propose  in  a  Committee  of  the  whole 

is  so  full  of  irregularities  that  it  is  impos-  House^  and  therefore  he  thou£^  it  ezpe* 
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dicnt  that  the  plans  of  tho  Government 
should  be  laid  before  the  House  before  the 
Speaker  left  the  chair. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  the  only  alterations  which  he 
should  have  to  propose  would  consist  of 
reductions  in  the  colonial  scale.  As  to  the 
Bill  for  refining  sugar  in  bond,  it  formed 
no  part  of  the  present  measure. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  observed,  that  the 
statement  of  his  noble  Friend  near  him 
was  quite  clear.  The  point  which  he  had 
made  was  this,  that  in  the  present  measure 
there  was  such  an  agglomeration  of  errors, 
that  it  was  not  expedient  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee on  such  a  measure.  In  his  opinion 
the  House  ought  to  show  its  sense  of  the 
impropriety  of  bringing  before  them  a 
piece  of  such  crude  and  immature  legisla- 
tion. The  House  should  show  that  it  had 
no  confidence  in  a  measure  so  saturated 
with  error  as  the  Bill  before  them.  If  his 
noble  Friend  resolved  to  take  the  sense  of 
the  House  on  going  into  Committee,  he 
should  certainly  vote  with  him. 

Mr.  card  WELL  said,  there  was  some 
doubt  as  to  what  the  rates  of  duty  would 
be  on  single  and  double  refined  sugar,  as 
contrasted  with  the  scale  of  1846.  By  the 
schedule  of  the  Bill  of  1846,  refined  sugar 
was  to  pay  a  duty  of  2Ss,  6d.,  when  raw 
sugar  paid  205.;  and  when  the  duty  on 
refined  sugar  descended  to  24*.  Sd.,  then 
the  duty  on  raw  sugar  was  to  sink  to  18*. 
6d, ;  but  it  now  appeared  that,  practically, 
the  duty  was  to  be  II,  on  raw  sugar,  while 
24*.  8d,  was  that  which  was  payable  on 
refined  sugar.  The  question  now  was, 
whether,  when  they  went  into  Committee 
on  the  Bill,  they  could  raise  any  duty  what- 
ever ?  He  thought  they  should  have  some 
explanation  before  they  went  into  Com- 
mittee. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER replied,  that  the  question  put  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  matter  of  pure 
detail,  and  he  should  answer  it  after  the 
House  had  gone  into  Committee. 

Mr.  M.  GIBSON  begged  to  remind  the 
House  that  a  colonial  act  was  overruled  by 
any  Act  of  the  Imperial  Legislature.  In 
reply  to  the  observations  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Lynn,  he  contended  that 
the  scale  of  duties  was  correct.  With  re- 
spect to  the  tariff,  they  could  not  allow 
one  part  of  it,  and  disallow  another. 

House  in  Committee. 

Upon  the  1st  Clause, 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  hoped  the  Committee  would 


believe  that  he  wished,  as  much  as  possi- 
ble, to  avoid  any  ambiguity  in  framing  tho 
measure  now  before  them;  and  he  thought 
that  the  most  satisfactory  mode  of  treat- 
ing the  matter  under  consideration  would 
be,  to  deal  one  by  one  with  the  charges 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  brought  forward. 
Either  the  Bill  was  open  to  the  charge  of 
inaccuracy,  or  it  was  not;  and,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  ascertaining  how  far  such  a  charge 
rested  upon  a  solid  foundation,  he  should 
propose  to  confine  himself,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, to  the  heading  of  the  first  schedule — 
that  which  related  to  the  admission  of  sugar. 
But  before  he  adverted  to  that  subject,  he 
wished  to  say  that  a  mistake  had  occurred 
with  respect  to  what  he  had  said  on  Wed- 
nesday last.  The  supposed  demand  with 
respect  to  higher  duties  had  not  been  made; 
and  there  had  been  no  such  representation 
on  the  part  of  the  Customs  as  was  stated, 
though  it  became  necessary  to  alter  the 
warrant,  in  order  to  make  it  in  conformity 
with  the  Resolution  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. With  respect  to  the  heading  of  the 
schedule,  very  soon  after  the  Act  of  1846 
had  been  passed,  Mr.  Lefevre  suggested 
that  all  cases  were  not  in  fact  included 
under  the  schedule,  and,  therefore,  that,  if 
ever  an  alteration  should  be  made  in  the 
terms  of  the  schedule,  it  would  be  advisable 
that  the  alteration  should  be  so  made  as  to 
include  all  places.  Thus,  for  example,  un- 
der the  old  Act,  if  sugars  were  imported 
from  the  coast  of  Africa,  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  levy  upon  such  sugars  the 
amount  of  duty  payable  upon  colonial  su- 
gars. The  general  wording  of  the  Bill 
explained  what  each  description  of  sugar 
was  to  pay,  and  this  was  done  in  every 
case  under  its  proper  head  in  each  column; 
but  it  was  an  express  condition  that  the 
introduction  of  foreign  sugars  into  our  colo- 
nies should  be  prohibited,  in  order  to  en- 
title their  sugar  to  come  in  at  the  lowest 
rate  of  duty.  The  necessity  for  this  was 
well  explained  in  a  letter  written  in  the 
year  1839  by  Mr.  Deacon  Hume,  to  which 
letter  he  should  hereafter  have  occasion  to 
refer;  but  at  present  he  should  confine 
himself  to  stating  that  Mr.  Hume  showed 
in  his  letter  that  they  could  not  prevent 
any  of  our  colonies  being  made  the  medium 
of  importing  foreign  sugars,  otherwise  than 
by  expressly  prohibiting  any  importation 
of  foreign  sugars  into  the  British  colonies. 
When  a  power  of  importing  sugars  from 
the  East  Indies  was  granted,  a  distinction 
was  made  between  those  parts  of  India 
into  which  the  importation  of  foreign  sugar 
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ir-ifl  proLibiteiL  Jiad  those  in  wlucii  no  such 
prohibttina  exiated.     He  begged  to  remmd  ' 
hon.  Manbers  that  this  ^tate  of  the  law 
«ciBteti  eren  before  the  last  British  Posses- 
sions Act  had  been  passed.     So  much  was  , 
this  die  ease,  that  some  parties  fbrmerir 
eontended  that  eren  foreign  sngar  refined 
in  this  eonntrT  eonld  not  be  sent  to  anj  of ; 
Mr  fokmies^  &ir  dxoogh  br  nndargoing  the 
proeefii  of  refinement  here   it  might  in  i 
some  degree  be  ermsdered  a  British  pro-  : 
dootionr  jet  in  the  state  of  the  law  as  it 
then,  existed^  snch  sogar  coold  not  be  im- 
ported into  British  colonies.    He  conceired 
that    no  better  proof  than  this  conid  be 
adduced  of  the  stringency  of  die  prohibi-  > 
tion  to  which  he  had  thus  referred.      Mr.  ' 
Deacon    Hmne,   in  the   letter  which   he 
had  above  referred  to,  set  ri^t  the  misap>  ; 
prehension   as    to    refined    sngar,   which  I 
was  to  be  considered  as  a  British  mann-  ' 
fiKtnre.      In  order,  however,   to  prerent 
nustakes,  the  British  Possessions  Act,  in- ' 
trodnced   br  the    right   hon.    Gentleman 
opposite   in    184o,    made  a  distinct   ex-' 
emption  from   thai  prohibition  in  ^Tonr 
of  sugar  refined  here  in  bond.     The  no- 
ble Lord  had  referred  to  that  as  an  old 
Act,   a  mnstj   old    Act,    which  he   said 
had    been    recently    discorered.      [Lord 
Q.  BHirrnrot:    I  did  not  oae  the  word 
••  mnsty" — that  word  is   Tonrs;   I  spoke 
of  it  as   the  Act  of  I34J,  the  8th  and 
9th   of  YictDria.]     An  Act  passed  three 
jears  ago  couhi  not  be  considered  an  old 
Act.    The  sixth  clause  of  that  Act  of  IS45 
riistinctlj  prohibited  the  importation  of  so- 
gar. being  foreign  prmluce  or  manufactnre* 
into  anj  of  the  British  possessions  on  the 
continent  of  America,  or   into  the  West 
Indies;  and  the  clause  went  on  to  saj  that 
if  such  sugar  were  imported  it  should  be  for- 
feited, together  with  the  Tessel  when  of  a 
certain  tonnage,  and  that  anj  colonial  law 
a^rainst  this  prohibition  should  be  null  and 
Toid.     Bat  the  noble   Lord  :»aid  that  the 
colonial  legislatures  might  repeal  that  in 
conse'iuence  of  che  Act  of  1-^4*5;  and  the 
noble   Lonl  had  fiiv^oured  the  House  with 
extracts   trom   -fpet^ches  which  bad  reallj 
notfain*r  to  'lo   with  the   question.      What 
was  the  rea.-?on  «)f  die  intnMluetiou  o^  that 
Act  ?      ^Vhen  thej  'limini^hed  the  protec- 
tion in  faroor  of  the  colonies  bj  admitting 
foreiiru  sui^ar  into  this  countrj,  thej  said 
t     t  d  pmtection  in  tarour  of  the  colonies 
V       taken  awaj,  it  ought  not  to  be  main- 
d  against  them,  and  therefore  power 
flrhreo  to  the  colonies  of  repealing  or 
ail  the  differential  duties  imposed . 


bj  the  Imperial  Legifdoinre  for  Ae  beaefit 
of  the  manu&cturers  of  wis  eountrj  eii  arti- 
cles of  foreign  manufSustore  imported  ato 
the  colonies^  The  whole  power  «f  tht  Act 
applied  to  the  repeal  or  rednctioA  of  such 
duties;  and  there  was  not  a  sjflable  m  die 
Act  ^pljing  to  the  ease  of  prahibitioos. 
The  colonies  might  redoee  or  repeal  anj  of 
the  imperial  dnides  imposed  br  ^  Brhiali 
Possessions  Act  of  1845;  bot  tibej  were 
not  at  fibertj  to  repeal  anj  of  tiune  prohi- 
bitions imposed  fiir  a  purpose  ▼err  diflensiit 
from  that  for  which  tiie  duties  weie  mi» 
posed.  What  was  iJie  tide  of  ^e  ^ilislt 
Po«esaons  Act  of  1846  ?  It  was  an  Act 
to  enable  the  legidatures  of  certam  BrttiA 
possesBiops  to  reduce  or  repeal  certna  C v^ 
toms  duties  set  fiirdL  tn  a  certam  iwhedafew 
That  was  the  whole  of  the  Aet»  and  Aore 
was  not  one  single  sjllable  in  it  abool  re- 
peaHng  prohibitions.  Indeed^  il  wtv^d 
hsTe  been  maniBesdj  absnrd  to  Imw^  en- 
abled our  colonies  to  repeal  prohibiliotti 
which  were  passed  lor  the  sake  of  prevent- 
ing fraud  on  this  countrj;  tfunz^  il  was 
reasonable,  under  the  cncuuistaneeB^  to 
giTe  the  power  of  repeafing  or  reducing 
those  duties  which  were  impooed  hj"  tike 
Imperial  Legislature  fiir  tibs  pmtwe  of 
protecting  the  prodnce  and 
of  this  countrj.  The  noUe  Lofd  y 
to  saj,  that,  nevertheless^  diere  woro 
colonial  tari&  in  exntmee  hnposoig  < 
on  foreign  sngar.  2fo  doubt  Aers  were^ 
and  no  doubt  thej  had  die  sanetioft  of  Ae 
Crowu;  but  the  right  h<RL,  Geniieuiatt  (Mr. 
Gibson)  had  esplaiiied  how  it  happened 
that  it  was  not  expeifient  to  <foaBow  those 
items  in  the  tariff  BM  the  mere  ii^o- 
sition  of  a  dutj  on  an  article  die  uii|Wii>-> 
tion  of  which  was  prohibtltd«  £d  not  aftnr 
of  the  importation  of  tibat  arti^:  and  anj 
colonial  act  contrarj  to  the  British  Pbo^ 
sessions  Act  would  be  null  and  mid.  Tlie 
noble  Lord  talked  of  the  Custenis  Depnrt- 
ment  being  ignorant  of  aD  Ifcia^  2fow,  ko 
rthe  Chancellor  of  the  Kxeheqner)  knd  m 
his  hand  a  letter  from  ^  CollBctor  and 
Comptroller  of  die  Customs  in  Jamaieny 
dated  the  ^h  of  March.  1848»  tefeuin^  to 
a  ca:«e  in  point.  It  happened  that  bw  soom 
inadvertence  one  cask  of  foreign  refined 
sugar  had  been  admitted  into  Jamaien;  and 
as  joon  as  the  Customs  in  this  connliFy  fin- 
covered  the  ctreumstance*  alettar  was  wr^ 
ten  to  the  Ccdiector  at  Jamaica  dgawu^kis 
attention  to  the  circumstance:  bnl  ke  kad 
round  out  the  error  himself  before  tim  re^ 
eeipt  of  the  note  from  Es^and*  and  be 
stated— 
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"  In  reply  to  the  letter  on  the  suhjeot  of  ad- 
mitting one  cask  of  foreign  refined  sugar  into  Ja- 
maica, we  ourselves  discovered  the  error,  but  it 
was  too  late  to  remedy  it ;  but  we  shall  take  care 
that  it  does  not  occur  again.** 

Therefore,  bo  far  from  the  CuBtoms  De- 
partment being  ignorant  on  the  subject, 
both  the  CoBtom-house  here  and  the  Cus- 
tom-house in  Jamaica  understood  the  law 
that  the  admission  of  foreign  sugar  was 
prohibited  in  Jamaica.  The  noble  Lord 
might  perceive  that  there  might  be  reasons 
why  a  duty  should  exist  in  a  colonial  tariff 
on  sugar,  even  when  the  article  was  not 
admissible  there.  Though  not  probable, 
it  was  not  impossible,  that  the  British  Le- 
gislature might  repeal  the  British  Posses- 
sions Act;  and  in  such  case,  if  foreign  su- 
gar were  not  in  the  colonial  tariff,  it  would 
then  be  introduced  into  the  colony  duty 
free.  Consequently  the  imposition  of  a 
duty  in  the  tariff  was  a  provision  for  a  pos- 
sible case;  and  his  belief  was  that  there 
was  an  act  of  the  local  legislature  in  ex- 
istence in  Jamaica  by  which  a  duty  was 
imposed  on  foreign  refined  sugar,  and  pro- 
bably under  the  sanction  of  the  Crown. 
[Cheers  from  the  Opposition,]  The  noble 
Lord  and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  cheered 
that  statement,  as  if  the  mere  imposition 
of  a  duty  in  the  tariff  rendered  the  article 
admissible.  Why,  take  the  case  of  any 
article  on  which  a  duty  might  be  levied  in 
this  country,  and  which  was  admissible  if 
it  came  in  a  British  ship,  or  in  a  ship  be- 
longing to  the  most  favoured  nation.  That 
duty  was  levied  on  it  when  it  was  admis- 
sible; but  if  it  came  in  a  ship  not  belong- 
ing to  either  of  those  classes,  then  the  na- 
vigation laws  interposed  and  rendered  its 
admission  impossible.  So  it  was  in  this 
case.  Supposing  there  was  a  duty  in  some 
of  the  colonial  tariffs  on  foreign  sugar,  still 
those  tariffs  could  not,  and  did  not,  over- 
ride the  British  Possessions  Act  so  as  to 
render  the  sugar  admissible  in  spite  of  that 
Act;  but  if  that  Act  were  repealed  so  as  to 
make  foreign  sugar  admissible  into  those  co- 
lonies where  it  was  now  prohibited,  then  the 
duty  would  take  effect.  The  importation  of 
foreign  sugar  into  any  of  the  West  Indian 
Islands  was  prohibited;  and  it  was  necessary 
that  it  should  be  so  prohibited  in  order  to 
entitle  those  colonies  to  send  their  sugar  to 
this  country  at  the  lowest  rate  of  duty;  for 
if  this  prohibition  did  not  exist,  there  might 
be  means  of  introducing  foreign  sugar  into 
this  country  at  a  rate  of  duty  not  properly 
attached  to  it.  This  prohibition,  conse- 
quently, was  the  condition  upon  which  our 
dolonists  were  permitted  to  impart  their 


sugar  into  this  country  at  the  lowest  rate 
of  duty. 

Mr.  BARKLY  said,  that  what  the 
importers  of  West  Indian  sugar  com- 
plained of  was,  not  an  imaginary  griev- 
ance. They  were  now,  for  the  first  time, 
called  on  to  declare  that  the  admission  of 
foreign  sugar  was  prohibited  in  the  colo- 
nies whence  their  sugar  came  ;  and  this 
they  conscientiously  objected  to  do.  In 
the  tariff  of  every  one  of  our  West  Indian 
colonies  there  was  a  rate  of  duty  for  the 
admission  of  foreign  sugar;  and  practi- 
cally also,  foreign  sugar  was  not  excluded. 
It  would  be  seen,  by  reference  to  the 
papers  published  in  1 846,  giving  the  ex- 
ports and  imports  for  ten  years,  that  there 
was  not  one  of  the  West  Indian  colonies 
into  which  foreign  sugar  was  not  practi- 
cally admitted,  such  a  duty  being  imposed 
as  would  be  equivalent  to  the  differential 
duty  in  order  to  prevent  fraud.  In  Bar- 
badoes,  raw  sugar,  the  produce  of  the  fo- 
reign West  Indies,  had  been  admitted  in 
1843  to  the  extent  of  741,2161b.,  or 
about  300  tons,  notwithstanding  the  opera- 
tion of  the  British  Possessions  Act.  Thai 
sugar  was  admitted  at  a  duty  of  I2s,  9d. ; 
and  in  the  case  of  Demerara  the  fact  was 
still  stronger.  Under  these  circumstances, 
as  the  alteration  in  the  heading  of  the 
schedule  gave  rise  to  trouble  and  difficulty, 
he  thought  that  the  words  of  the  Act  of 
1846  ought  to  be  restored. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  simple  question  was,  what  was  the 
legal  construction  of  the  Act  of  Purlia* 
ment  ?  Foreign  sugar  was  prohibited  to 
be  imported  into  certain  British  posses- 
sions  ;  and  the  fact  of  its  having  at  any 
time  been  admitted  into  any  one  of  them 
was  no  proof  of  the  legality  of  such  admis- 
sion. The  importers  of  West  Indian  sugar 
were  only,  in  effect,  called  on  to  say  that 
foreign  sugar  was  not  legally  admissible 
into  the  places  whence  their  sugar  came. 
The  noble  Lord  produced  a  tariff  with 
reference  to  the  importation  of  foreign 
sugar  into  Jamaica;  but  that  tariff  was  not 
sanctioned  by  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and 
was  therefore  null  and  void.  If  the  noble 
Lord's  twenty-three  objections  were  not 
more  formidable  than  the  present  one, 
there  was  little  to  fear  from  them. 

Mr.  card  well  said,  that  the  com- 
plaint was,  that  the  importers  of  Jamaica 
sugar  were  inconvenienced  by  a  cloud  of 
confusion  which  had  been  thrown  over  the 
subject.  Now,  this  was  a  very  serious 
complaint,  and  the  question  was,  what  had 
it  arisen  from  ?     It  had  arisen  from  an 
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alteration  in  the  shape  of  the  schedule,  in 
consequence  of  which  the  merchants  found 
themselves  called  upon  to  sign  a  different 
document  from  what  they  had  been  ac- 
customed to  sign  before,  which  seemed  to 
show  that  there  was  some  doubt  and  diffi- 
culty in  the  matter ;  and  the  parties  in  the 
City,  who  were  not  so  well  versed  in  law  as 
the  Attorney  General  was,  were  in  a  state 
of  embarrassment.  If,  however,  notice  had 
been  given  at  first,  when  the  schedule  was 
alter^ — if  the  attention  of  the  parties  in- 
terested had  been  drawn  to  it — if  they  had 
been  told  that  the  effect  of  the  alteration 
in  the  schedule  would  be  to  leave  the  law 
where  it  was,  and  that  although  they  had 
to  sign  a  different  document  from  what 
they  had  formerly  done,  they  were  running 
no  risk  in  respect  to  the  duties;  if  this 
had  been  done  at  first,  no  confusion  would 
have  arisen.  The  moment  it  did  practi- 
cally arise  in  the  business,  various  ques- 
tions were  asked  in  that  House  in  order 
that  public  attention  might  be  drawn  to  it; 
but  the  hon.  Members  who  put  the  ques- 
tions were  told,  rather  unreasonably,  he 
thought,  to  wait  until  they  were  in  Com- 
mittee on  the  Sugar  Duties;  and,  in  the 
meantime,  they  were  refused  all  informa- 
tion. Now,  he  thought  that  the  incon- 
venience to  which  the  trade  was  put  by 
changes,  of  which  notice  had  not  been 
given,  was  very  much  under-rated  in  that 
House,  and  it  was  exceedingly  desirable 
that  when  such  changes  were  made,  the 
attention  of  parties  should  be  drawn  to 
them. 

Mr.  JAMES  WILSON  said,  that  there 
was  no  person  in  that  House  who  was  less 
disposed  than  himself  to  estimate  lightly 
the  inconvenience  suffered  by  the  trade, 
either  from  this  or  any  other  cause;  but  he 
was  satisfied  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down  —  probably  from  mis- 
information— had  very  much  exaggerated 
both  the  cause  and  the  effect.  The  reso- 
lutions did  not  come  into  operation  till  the 
12th  ;  the  warrants  were  prepared,  accord- 
ing to  the  new  form,  by  the  15th;  and  he 
had  reason  to  believe  that,  since  then,  no 
party  had  been  at  all  inconvenienced.  For 
before  the  questions  had  been  put  in  that 
House  on  the  subject,  he  heard  a  rumour 
in  the  City  that  some  difficulty  had  been 
felt  on  the  matter;  and  he  asked  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Customs  about  it,  and  was  in- 
formed that,  although  one  gentleman  had 
demurred  to  signing  the  required  declara- 
tion, a  message  was  sent  to  him  next 
morning,  and  the  matter  satisfactorily  ex- 
plained. 
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Lord  G.  BENTINCK  knew  that  con- 
siderable  inconvenience  had  been  felt  in 
consequence  of  several  gentlemen,  who  had 
called  at  the  Custom-house  for  the  purpose 
of  relieving  their  sugar  from  bond,  having 
to  return  back  because  they  were  not  pro- 
vided with  warrants. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER,  with  reference  to  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Card- 
well),  begged  to  say,  that,  although  he  re- 
fused to  give  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Lynn  (Lord  G.  Bentinck)  a  full  answer 
to  his  question  till  the  House  was  in  Com- 
mittee on  the  Sugar  Duties  Bill,  he  stated 
generally  that,  by  the  British  Possessions 
Act,  foreign  sugar  was  prohibited  from 
being  imported  into  the  colonies. 

Mr.  BARKLY  said,  that  yesterday  one 
of  the  deputation  who  waited  upon  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  stated  that  he  bad  been 
called  upon  to  make  a  declaration  in  case 
of  some  sugar  he  had  imported  from  St. 
Lucia,  and  that  he  felt  he  could  not,  as  a 
man  of  honour,  do  so. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  said,  that  the 
question  was  not,  as  to  what  was  the  law, 
so  much  as  to  what  was  the  fact.  Was 
sugar  imported  into  our  various  colonies, 
or  was  it  not  ?  Now,  he  had  shown  that 
such  sugar  had  been  imported,  and  that 
the  duty  had  been  paid  to  the  Queen's 
Custom-house  officers.  How,  then,  could 
any  man,  consistently  with  truth,  sign  a 
warrant  to  the  effect  that  the  sugar  which 
came  from  any  of  those  colonies  was  im- 
ported from  a  colony  or  country  where  the 
importation  of  foreign  sugar  was  prohibit- 
ed ?  If  this  law  passed,  the  matter  would 
remain  as  it  was  at  this  moment ;  and 
every  such  warrant  that  was  signed  would 
be  a  falehood.  Was  it  desurable  that  the 
House  of  Commons  should  pass  an  Act  of 
Parliament  which  should  oblige  300  or  400 
false  warrants  to  be  signed  every  day  of 
the  year  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER remarked,  that  the  noble  Lord's 
argument  proceeded  upon  a  fale  assump- 
tion. The  merchants  were  not  called 
upon  to  sign  a  declaration  that  their 
sugar  came  from  a  colony  into  which 
foreign  sugar  was  not  de  facto  imported, 
but  merely  where  the  importation  of  fo- 
reign sugar  was  prohibited. 

Mr.  GOULBURN  believed  that,  at  all 
events,  there  was  considerable  confusion 
on  the  subject.  It  was,  no  doubt,  true 
that  the  importation  of  foreign  sugar  into 
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the  colonies  was  prohibited  under  the  Brit- 
ish Possessions  Act;  but  when  they  found 
from  a  return  laid  before  Parliament,  and 
which  came  from  the  Queen's  Custom- 
house, that  a  certain  quantity  of  foreign 
sugar  had  actually  been  imported  into 
these  colonies — for  he  did  not  apprehend 
that  the  Custom -liouse  authorities  would 
give  them  a  return  of  the  smuggled  article, 
but  only  that  which  had  been  legally  im- 
ported— he  must  say  that  there  was  suf- 
ficient confusion  to  justify  some  doubt  on 
the  part  of  persons  making  the  required 
declaration.  He  thought  the  inconvenience 
complained  of  would  be  removed  if  the 
clause  run  thus  : — 

"  On  sugar  or  molasses  tho  growth  and  produce 
of  any  British  possession  in  America,  or  of  any 
other  British  colony  into  which  the  importation 
of  foreign  sugar  is  prohibited,"  &c. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  was  sorry  to  resist  any  suggestion 
of  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  ;  but  as  the 
adoption  of  the  Amendment  would  imply 
that  there  was  a  doubt  in  regard  to  the 
law,  and  as  he  did  not  think  there  was  any 
reasonable  doubt  in  the  matter,  he  felt 
bound  to  oppose  it. 

Mr.  BARKLY  thought  it  was  not  treat- 
ing the  sugar  trade  fairly  to  refuse  them 
this  request.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer seemed  to  think  that  the  mer- 
chants had  found  a  mare's  nest.  He 
begged  to  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  they  had  a  much  more  valuable  occu- 
pation than  engaging  in  such  a  search; 
but  having  found  that  there  was  consider- 
able hardship  in  being  called  upon  to  make 
a  declaration  which  they  could  not  con- 
scientiously make,  they  did  not  think  it 
too  much  to  ask  to  be  relieved  from  this 
difficulty. 

On  the  question  that  the  words  be  in- 
serted, the  House  divided: — Ayes  28; 
Noes  73 :  Majority  45. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 

Haggitt,  F.  R. 
Halsey,  T.  P. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Herries,  rt.  hon.  J.  C. 
Ilildyard.  T.  B.  T. 
Koogh,  W. 
Neeld,  J. 

Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Sadlier,  J. 
Townshcnd,  Capt. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Vyse,  R.  H.  R.  H. 

TELLERS. 

Barkly,  H. 
Mi^es,  P. 


Anstoy,  T.  C. 
BaiUio,  n.  J. 
Bankes,  G. 
Bateson,  T. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
Cardwell,  E. 
Christy,  S. 

Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  II.  L. 
Deedes,  W. 
Disraeli,  B. 

Gladstone,  rt.hn.W.E. 
Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  II. 
Gwyn,  H. 
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Abdy,  T.  N. 
Adaii-,  R.  A.  S. 
Anderson,  A. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 
Armstrong,  Sir  A. 
Armstrong,  R.  B. 
Bagshaw,  J. 
Baring,  rt.  hn.  Sir  F.  T. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Brand,  T. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brown,  W. 
Butler,  P.  S. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Campbell,  hon.  W,  F. 
Cavendish,  hon.  C.  C. 
Clay,  J. 
Cobden,  R. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncuft,  J. 
Fagau,  W. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Forster,  M. 
Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 
Greene,  J. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Ilastie,  A. 
Ilawes,  B. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Ileathcote,  J. 
Henry,  A. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hume,  J. 


Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lasoelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
M'Cullagh,  W.  T. 
M'Gregor,  J. 
Martin,  J. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
MitcheU,  T.  A. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Morison,  Sir  W. 
Morris,  D. 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
Palmerston,  Visot. 
Parker,  J. 
Perfect,  R. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Pinney,  W. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Rich,  H. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Rutherfurd,  A. 
Salwey,  Col. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Somerville,rt.  hn.  SirW. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Sullivan,  M. 
Tennent,  R.  J. 
Thicknesse,  R.  A. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thornely,  T. 
Turner,  E. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 

TELLERS. 

TufneU,  H. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 


The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  wished  to  take  this  opportunity  of 
stating  tlie  views  of  tho  Government  with 
reference  to  the  admission  of  refined  sugars. 
The  Act  of  1846  prevented  the  introduc- 
tion of  foreign  refined  sugars;  hut  since  that 
measure  was  passed,  the  Dutch  Government 
had  represented  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment that  Belgian  refined  sugar  made  from 
beetroot  grown  in  Belgium  was  clearly  ad- 
missible under  the  provisions  of  that  Act; 
and  they  had  claimed,  as  by  treaty  they 
were  placed  on  the  footing  of  the  most  fa- 
voured nations,  that  sugar  refined  in  Hol- 
land should  be  admitted  for  consumption 
iu  this  country.  Mr.  Deacon  Hume  had 
contended,  and  this  country  had  always 
maintained,  that  foreign  sugar  refined  in 
this  country  must  be  considered  as  the  pro- 
duce of  this  country,  and  was  entitled  to 
be  considered  as  such  irrespective  of  the 
place  of  its  growth.  He  certainly  thought 
that  on  the  principle  thus  laid  down  it  would 
be  inconsistent  with  the  good  faith  and  ho- 
nesty which  ought  to  be  observed  towards 
foreign  nations  to  exclude  Dutch  refined  su- 
gars from  our  markets.    Then,  it  being,  in 
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the  opinion  of  tbo  GoTemment,  impossible 
to  exclude  such  sugar,  the  question  arose  as 
to  the  rate  of  duty  to  be  imposed.  He  con- 
ceired  that  the  rate  of  duty  at  which  foreign 
refined  sugar  was  admitted  into  this  country 
should  be  the  same  at  which  sugar  refined 
in  this  country  was  to  be  allowed  to  come 
into  consumption.  The  only  parties  who 
could  object  to  such  an  arrangement  were 
the  British  refiners,  who  might  claim  some 
protection  against  the  foreign  refiners.  The 
reasons  they  might  urge  for  such  protec- 
tion were  the  bounty  given  by  the  Dutch 
Government  to  refiners,  and  the  navigation 
laws  of  this  country.  With  regard  to  the 
bounty  given  by  the  Dutch  Government, 
he  believed  that  the  English  refiners  who 
refined  in  bond  were  able  to  compete 
successfully  with  the  Dutch  refiners  in 
those  countries  and  their  markets ;  and 
therefore  it  was  clear  that  the  bounty 
given  by  the  Dutch  Government  was  of  no 
great  advantage  to  the  Dutch  refiners. 
He  had  been  informed,  that  so  little  did 
the  Dutch  refiners  value  the  bounty  given 
to  them,  that  they  had  applied  to  the 
Dutch  Government  for  permission  to  adopt 
the  system  pursued  in  this  country — to  re- 
fine in  bond.  If  the  Dutch  refiners  were 
of  opinion  that  refining  in  bond  without 
drawback  was  more  advantageous  than  re- 
fining with  drawback,  it  must  be  clear  to 
the  House  that  they  attached  very  little 
value  to  the  bounty.  The  next  ground 
upon  which  British  refiners  might  urge  a 
claim  to  protection  was,  the  disadvantage 
under  which  tbey  might  be  supposed  to  la- 
bour with  respect  to  the  navigation  laws: 
but  he  thought  any  disadvantage  they 
might  suffer  in  this  respect  would  not  be  of 
long  continuance,  for  he  hoped  that  in  the 
next  Session  of  Parliament  a  measure 
would  be  adopted  which  would  obviate  this 
complaint.  The  only  other  parties  inter- 
ested were  the  West  India  producers;  they 
might  object  to  the  admission  into  this 
country  of  foreign  refined  sugar  at  such  a 
rate  of  duty  as  would  put  them  in  a  worse 
situation  with  respect  to  foreign  refined 
sugar  than  they  were  in  with  respect  to 
foreign  unrefined  sugar.  He  believed, 
however,  that  the  measure  proposed  by  the 
Government  would  give  the  same  protec- 
tion to  the  West  India  colonies  with  re- 
spect to  foreign  refined  sugar  as  was  af- 
forded them  against  raw  sugar.  He  con- 
sidered that  the  duty  upon  colonial  refined 
sugar  was  too  high;  and  he  therefore  pro- 
posed to  reduce  the  duty  upon  colonial 
double-refined  sugar  from  195.  Qd.  to  I85., 
and  upon  single-refined  sugar  from  175. 


4d.  to  I65.  He  believed  it  would  then  be 
a  matter  of  indifference  to  the  colonial 
producer  whether  he  paid  a  duty  of  IS*. 
upon  raw  sugar,  or  whether  he  had  it  re- 
fined in  bond.  He  considered  that  thiB 
would  be  a  great  boon  to  the  consumers, 
because  the  means  would  be  afiTorded  of 
bringing  into  the  market  a  much  larger 
quantity  of  sugar  than  was  now  available. 
He  believed  that  the  real  interests  of  the 
West  India  proprietors  depended  upon  an 
increased  consumption  of  their  produce, 
and  that  any  measure  which  tended  to 
promote  that  increased  consumption  must 
be  most  advantageous  to  them.  He  be- 
lieved the  refiners  of  this  country  had 
received  a  price  more  than  remunerative 
for  the  cost  of  refining.  The  difference 
between  raw  and  refined  sugar  was  some 
time  since  more  than  14{.  a  ton;  and  of 
late  years  it  had  been  ISl.  a  ton.  The 
reduction  of  prices  on  the  raw  material 
was  equivalent  to  36  per  cent;  but  the 
reduction  in  the  cost  of  the  refined  sugar 
was  not  at  all  in  due  proportion.  He  there- 
fore thought  it  was  quite  consistent  with 
sound  principle  to  introduce  a  certiun 
amount  of  foreign  refined  sugar  for  home 
consumption.  If  the  price  of  refined  sugar 
should  be  somewhat  reduced,  it  would  not 
be  equal  to  the  reduction  in  the  price  of  raw 
sugar.  The  price  of  the  manufactured  ar- 
ticle had  been  unduly  kept  up  of  late  years; 
and  he  considered  that,  while  by  the  pro- 
posed alteration  in  the  duties  the  interest 
of  the  consumer  was  consulted,  the  interest 
of  the  West  Indian  producer  would  not  in 
any  degree  be  injured.  He  therefore  pro- 
posed a  reduction  of  the  duty  of  19«.  6d, 
on  double  refined  sugar  in  the  first  column 
of  the  first  schedule  to  I85.,  being  the 
duty  in  the  second  column  of  the  first 
schedule;  and  a  reduction  in  the  duty  ot 
17 s,  4d.  on  other  refined  sugar  in  the  first 
column  of  the  first  schedule  to  I65.,  being 
the  duty  specified  in  the  second  column  of 
the  first  schedule.  He  proposed  also  a 
similar  reduction  of  the  duty  specified  in 
the  first  column  of  the  second  schedule 
from  II.  3s,  4d,  on  double  refined  sugar 
to  11.  is.  dd.,  and  from  II.  Is.  on  other 
refined  sugar  to  195.  4d.;  and  a  reduction 
in  the  first  column  of  the  third  schedule 
from  U.  7s.  dd.  on  double  refined  sugar  to 
\l.  5s.  6cf.,  and  from  II.  45.  Sd.  on  other 
refined  sugar  to  1/.  2s.  Sd.  He  admitted 
there  were  inaccuracies  in  the  further 
columns,  which  were  of  small  importance, 
and  which  he  proposed  to  correct  in  ilie 
Committee  on  the  Bill.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  that  tfie 
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duty  on  double  refined  sugar  be  reduced 
from  19*.  6d.  to  ISs. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  felt  great  anxiety 
with  respect  to  the  question  of  the  treaty 
between  this  country  and  Holland.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  intimated  an 
opinion  that  this  country  had  no  discre- 
tion in  the  matter,  but  were  bound  by  that 
treaty  to  admit  the  refined  sugar  of  Hol- 
land, although  made  from  materials  not  the 
produce  of  Holland,  upon  the  same  terms 
as  sugar  produced  in  Belgium — that,  in 
point  of  fact,  they  had  no  right  to  draw  a 
distinction  with  respect  to  the  country  of 
production,  but  only  with  reference  to  the 
country  of  manufacture.  He  thought  it 
was  dangerous  to  lay  down  that  principle, 
and  say  that  it  ought  to  constitute  the  ge- 
neral ride  of  their  legislation.  He  did  not, 
however,  wish  to  tie  up  the  hands  of  the 
Legislature  from  introducing  exceptions. 
He  questioned  the  doctrine  that  they  were 
bound  by  their  treaty  with  Holland  to  ad- 
mit her  sugar,  refined  from  raw  sugar  pro- 
duced in  the  tropics,  upon  the  same  terms 
as  the  sugar  refined  in  Belgium,  produced 
from  beetroot  grown  in  Belgium.  It  was 
the  practice  of  Russia  to  make  a  distinc- 
tion in  regard  to  Cuba  sugar — that  dis- 
tinction turning  upon  the  point,  whether 
the  sugar  had  received  a  given  state  of  re- 
finement in  this  country,  or  in  the  country 
of  its  production.  Russia  laid  a  higher 
duty  upon  Cuba  sugar,  which  had  been 
brought  to  a  given  state  of  refinement  in 
this  country,  than  that  which  would  have 
been  imposed  upon  it  if  it  had  been  refined 
in  the  country  where  it  was  grown.  That 
country  had  a  right  to  make  a  distinction 
in  respect  of 'the  materials  of  which  any 
article  imported  might  be  manufactured. 
It  was  a  distinction  of  which  there  were 
traces  in  our  own  laws.  He  would  quote 
two  instances,  one  from  the  British  Pos- 
sessions Act  of  1832.  In  that  Act  sugar 
refined  in  England  from  colonial  sugar  was 
made  admissible  into  the  British  North 
American  colonies  free  of  duty;  but  sugar 
refined  in  this  country  in  bond  from  foreign 
materials  was  made  admissible  at  a  duty 
of  10^.  per  cent.  The  next  instance, 
though  small  in  its  area  of  operation,  was 
equally  good,  as  proving  the  principle. 
By  the  5th  Section  of  the  5th  and  6th 
Victoria,  cap.  47,  it  was  enacted  that  all 
manufactures  imported  into  this  country 
from  the  Channel  Islands  of  Guernsey, 
Jersey,  Aldernev,  and  Sark,  when  made 
of  materials  of  foreign  origin  or  produce, 
should,  for  the  purpose  of  duty,  be  deemed 
atid  taken  to  be  produce  imported  from  a 


foreign  country.  That  was  a  case  perfectly 
in  point  in  every  respect.  If,  then,  they 
had  a  right  to  make  that  distinction  as  re- 
garded their  own  colonies,  they  were  en- 
titled to  recognise  and  enforce  the  principle 
as  against  foreign  countries.  He  deemed 
it  impolitic  to  impose  restrictions  on 
this  country  by  giving  to  a  treaty  a  con- 
struction which  it  did  not  properly  bear. 
On  that  account  he  protestea  against  the 
doctrine  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It 
was  a  question  which  must  be  judged  on 
principle  and  policy  alone. 

Mr.  card  well  said,  it  was  quite 
clear  that  the  West  Indian  planter  was  in- 
terested in  this  being  the  result  of  the 
measure  before  them,  namely,  that  the 
refiner  should  not  derive,  by  means  of  a 
protective  duty,  an  undue  profit.  To  that 
argument  he  entirely  subscribed.  The 
question,  therefore,  was,  whether  the  pro- 
posed duties  on  single  and  double  refined 
sugars,  or  the  duties  as  set  out  in  the  Act 
of  1846,  were  the  proper  equivalents? 
Before  they  could  decide  this  question  it 
was  necessary  to  know  what  the  arrange- 
ments for  refining  sugar  in  bond  were  to 
be.  At  present  no  statement  had  been 
made  on  that  point.  Should  the  calcula- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  be  not 
correct,  the  most  serious  consequences 
might  result.  Those  who  had  spoken  to 
him  on  the  subject  were  not  prepared  to 
admit  that  a  duty  of  II.  6s,  Sd,  operated 
as  a  protection,  but  they  contended  it  was 
nothing  more  than  a  fair  protection;  there- 
fore a  duty  of  II.  4*.  Sd,  would  be  an  in- 
equality, and  would  operate  as  a  protection 
to  foreign  refiners  as  against  English  re- 
finers. It  was  also  quite  clear  that  the 
foreign  refiner  would  produce  sugar  at  an 
advantage  over  the  home  refiner,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  navigation  laws.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  concluded  by  asking  whether 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  any 
objection  to  furnish  the  information  upon 
which  his  calculations  had  been  made  ? 

Mr.  BARKLY  had  received  a  note  from 
a  large  refiner  in  this  country,  stating, 
that  he  considered  a  duty  of  II.  45.  Sd,  on 
refined  sugar  was  equivalent  to  a  duty  of 
18s.  5d.  on  the  raw  material,  leaving  the 
treacle  out  of  the  calculation.  With  re- 
spect to  refining  in  bond,  that  might  be  a 
very  excellent  thing  for  the  colonies  in  the 
course  of  a  year  or  two;  but  in  the  mean- 
time what  would  be  the  effect  of  the  com- 
petition with  foreign  refiners  ?  It  would  bo 
such  as  to  make  the  position  of  the  West 
Indians  much  worse  than  that  in  which 
I  they  formerly  stood.     He  understood  that 
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within  the  last  few  days  the  sum  of 
70,000?.  had  heen  invested  in  a  Dutch 
sugar  refinery  (the  proprietors  of  which 
had  been  obliged  to  stop  payment)  owing 
to  the  impulse  given  to  the  refining  of 
sugar  in  Holland  by  the  proposal  of  the 
British  Government. 

Mr.  JAMES  WILSON  said,  the  ques- 
tion to  be  considered  was,  whether  the 
duty  levied  on  foreign  refined  sugar  was 
the  equivalent  of  the  duty  levied  bj  the 
Government  on  foreign  raw  sugar.  A 
great  many  experiments  had  been  made  in 
an  extensive  sugar  refinery  and  by  the 
Board  of  Trade,  which  established  the  ac- 
curacy of  the  calculations  adopted  by  the 
Government.  If  the  Dutch  Government 
chose  to  give  a  drawback  on  sugar  export- 
ed, that  was  no  affair  of  the  British  Go- 
vernment, who  were  bound  by  treaty;  and 
whether  that  bounty  would  operate  in  fa- 
vour of  the  Dutch  refiners  or  not,  was  a 
subject  which  the  House  were  not  compe- 
tent to  entertain.  One  of  our  sugar  re- 
finers had  assured  him  that  he  did  not  fear 
the  competition  of  the  Dutch  refiners  in 
the  neutral  markets,  and  that  he  was  per- 
fectly satisfied  with  the  protection  he  had 
in  the  resolutions  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment. The  statement  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Barkly)  respecting  the  resuscita- 
tion of  a  sugar  refinery  in  Holland,  was 
not  exactly  correct.  The  refinery  in  ques- 
tion had  never  been  stopped;  and,  three 
weeks  ago,  before  there  could  have  been 
any  knowledge  of  the  intentions  of  our  Go- 
vernment, arrangements  were  made  for 
carrying  on  that  concern  as  a  joint-stock 
company,  and  the  sum  of  money  men- 
tioned by  the  hon.  Member  was  subscrib- 
ed; these  proceedings  had  therefore  no  re- 
ference whatever  to  the  present  Bill.  He 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  that  if  they  were  beginning  de 
novo  to  make  arrangements  with  foreign 
Governments,  they  would  have  a  right  to 
make  a  condition  as  to  the  origin  of  the 
raw  materials  of  manufacture  to  be  im- 
ported; but  when  once  those  treaties  were 
made  it  was  not  competent  to  superadd 
any  such  conditions.  He  believed  that  the 
advantage  to  the  Dutch  refiners  in  the 
drawback  allowed  by  their  Government 
was  much  less  than  was  commonly  be- 
lieved; and  it  should  not  be  forgotten  that 
the  British  refiners  were  further  protected 
against  their  Dutch  rivals  by  the  cost  of 
bringing  the  sugar  from  Holland  to  this 
country,  which  was  equivalent  to  a  protec- 
tion of  from  Is,  6d.  to  2s.  6d.  per  cwt.  in 
their  favour,  according  to  the  quality  of  the 


I  sugar.  While,  therefore,  the  British  refiners 
were  placed  upon  a  footing  of  equality  with 
the  foreign  refiners,  they  had  the  further  ad- 
vantage of  being  close  to  their  market. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  did  not  deny  that 
the  reductions  of  duty  on  double  refined 
sugar  from  19s,  Qd,  to  18s.,  and  on  single 
refined  from  17 s.  ^d.  to  16s,,  with  the 
proposal  to  permit  British  refiners  to  refine 
in  bond,  were,  taken  together,  a  very  g^reat 
boon  to  the  British  planter.  But  he  was 
sorry  to  hear  the  Government  talking  of 
the  above  forming  a  measure  that  would 
i  take  a  long  time  in  preparing.  Unless 
they  had  an  assurance  from  the  GoFem- 
ment  that  before  the  Session  passed  oyer, 
the  measure  i^ould  be  prepared,  matured, 
and  passed,  the  sugar  interests  would  he 
in  a  curious  condition.  They  were  now  at 
the  end  of  July;  and  if  it  would  take  a  long 
while  to  mature  this  schedule  of  duties  and 
pass  it  into  an  Act  of  Parliament,  the  co- 
lonies would  get  the  unfavourable  part  of 
the  measure,  and  would  not  obtain  the 
countervailing  boon.  This  measure  of  the 
Government  was  a  mode  of  carrying  out 
the  plan  of  an  ad  valorem  duty,  which  was 
in  all  respects  the  most  desirable.  In  the 
first  place,  it  encouraged  the  colonies  to 
bring  their  produce  to  this  country  In  the 
most  crude  and  least  manufactured  form, 
thereby  saving  the  labour  which  was  so 
valuable  in  the  colonies.  Then,  in  propor- 
tion as  the  produce  was  brought  over  in  a 
crude  state,  its  bulk  was  largely  increased, 
and  that  was  an  advantage  to  the  shipping 
interests,  while  it  must  add  largely  to  the 
business  of  the  British  refiners.  There- 
fore in  all  respects  he  highly  approved  of 
the  plan  of  the  Government,  if  they  only 
carried  out  their  object;  but  he  heard  both 
out  of  that  House  and  in  the  House  that 
great  practical  difficulties  surrounded  the 
question;  and  that  if  they  allowed  the  Go- 
vernment to  pass  this  measure  without  the 
other,  the  sugar  interests  would  be  left  with 
the  bad  part  of  the  Government  measure, 
and  would  not  get  the  good.  He  believed 
the  price  of  sugar  imported  in  unprivileged 
ships  was  2s.  6d.  per  cwt.  less  than  that 
imported  in  privileged  ships,  and  that  was 
consequently  the  protection  in  this  country 
which  the  navigation  laws  gave  to  the  Bri- 
tish planter.  The  advantage  of  the  Dutch 
refiner  for  the  next  twelve  months  would 
be  2s,  6d,  per  cwt.,  there  being  17,000 
tons  of  foreign  sugar  in  the  united  king* 
dom  in  unprivileged  ships,  which  were 
worth  2s.  6d,  less  than  the  sugar  of  similar 
quality  imported  in  privileged  ^ips.  It  was 
quite  clear  that  the  na^gation  laws  wonU 
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for  this  year  give  the  Dutch  refiner  an  ad- 
vantage of  2s.  Qd,  per  cwt.  over  the  Eng- 
lish refiner,  in  sugars  for  home  consump- 
tion. He  held  in  his  hand  two  samples  of 
Dutch  sugar,  the  price  of  one  of  which,  on 
Saturday  last,  was  23s,,  and  on  Monday, 
after  the  explanations  made  in  that  House, 
the  price  of  the  same  sugar  in  hond  rose  to 
208,  The  other  sample  was  of  single  re- 
fined Dutch  sugar,  of  which  the  price  was 
2 is,  3d.  ten  days  ago,  but  which  rose  to 
such  a  figure  as  to  establish  a  difference 
of  7s,  Id,  With  respect  to  the  assertion 
of  the  Government  that  the  Dutch  were 
entitled  to  insist  on  the  admission  of 
their  refined  sugar,  he  wanted  to  know 
how  the  Government  reconciled  their  pre- 
sent statement  with  their  statement  of 
the  30th  of  May  last,  that  they  did  not 
intend  to  alter  the  Sugar  Act  of  1846; 
because  by  that  Act  they  imposed  those 
differential  duties,  and  by  the  6th  Clause 
obliged  shipmasters  or  consignees  to  prove 
that  the  sugar,  if  imported  at  those  rates 
of  duty,  was  hond  fde  the  produce  of 
the  country  from  which  it  was  imported. 
What  had  the  **  favoured  nation"  clause 
to  do  with  the  question  ?  They  took 
from  Cuba  and  from  Belgium  sugar  which 
was  the  produce  of  those  countries.  They 
would  take  from  Holland  beetroot  sugar, 
which  was  the  growth  and  produce  of  that 
country.  But  that,  as  regarded  sugar  im- 
ported into  Holland,  Holland  should  pre- 
sume to  claim  a  greater  degree  of  favour 
than  was  accorded  to  Cuba,  Port  Rico, 
Brazil,  the  United  States,  or  the  British 
colonies,  implied  a  construction  of  the  Act 
for  which  he  could  see  no  foundation. 

'Amendments  made* 

Bill  reported. 

THE  IRISH  SEDITION  TRIALS. 
On  the  question  that  the   Speaker  do 
leave  the  chair  for  the  House  to  go  into 
a  Committee  of  Supply, 

Mr.  KEOGH  rose  to  move — 
"  For  tho  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  liaw  and  Practice  of  Striking 
Juries  in  Criminal  Cases  in  Ireland,  and  especially 
into  tho  fiicts  connected  with  the  Striking  of  the 
Juries  in  tho  late  Cases  of  *  Tho  Queen  against 
William  Smith  O'Brien,  M.P.;*  'The  Queen 
against  Thomas  Meagher;'  and  *The  Queen  against 
John  Mitchel.' " 

The  hon.  Member  said,  he  had  not  ex- 
pected that  the  proposition  of  which  notice 
had  been  given  that  night  by  the  noble 
Lord  would  have  been  submitted  to  their 
consideration  when  he  came  down  to  make 
this  MotioUr    Not  that  he  questioned  the 


propriety  of  the  course  which  was  proposed; 
but  certainly  it  increased  the  responsibility 
of  any  person  who  submitted  such  a  ques- 
tion at  the  present  moment,  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  found  Ireland  in  such 
a  perilous  state  of  confusion,  that  they 
could  not  be  answerable  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  peace  in  that  portion  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's dominions,  except  by  a  temporary, 
but  still  a  long,  suspension  of  the  constitu* 
tion  of  these  realms.  It  occurred  to  him 
that  it  would  be  peculiarly  unfortunate  if 
they  were  to  close  this  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment without  being  able  to  give  a  due  ac- 
count to  their  constituents  in  Ireland,  when 
a  case  was  brought  forward,  involving  not 
only  grave  suspicion,  but  surrounded  by 
circumstances  which,  unless  they  were 
fairly  explained,  left  no  doubt  on  the  mind 
of  every  right-thinking  man,  that  justice 
had  not  been  duly  administered  in  the 
cases  to  which  he  should  refer.  It  would 
be  most  unjust  if  they  were  to  return  to 
their  constituents,  and  tell  them  that  they 
had  been  employed  only  in  passing  mea- 
sures of  coercion,  but  that  measures  of 
conciliation  they  had  none  to  give.  For 
the  purposes  of  the  present  matter  it  might 
be  said  that  tho  law  as  to  striking  juries  in 
Ireland  was  theoretically  the  same  as  that 
in  England — the  Act  3  and  4  William  IV. 
was  the  Act  by  which  the  striking  and  se- 
lection of  juries  was  regulated  in  Ireland. 
He  was  prepared  to  prove  that  in  every 
transaction  connected  with  the  striking  of 
the  jury  in  the  case  of  John  Mitchel,  now 
a  convict  at  Bermuda,  from  the  original 
selection  of  the  panel  down  to  the  time 
at  which  they  were  in  the  box,  there  had 
been  very  gross  invasions  of  the  due  ad- 
ministration of  justice.  In  the  outset  he 
might  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
an  anomaly  in  the  selection  of  juries  in 
Ireland.  The  sheriff  of  the  city  of  Dublin 
was  chosen  immediately  by  the  Crown; 
which,  in  his  mind,  was  a  reason  why  the 
Government  should  take  peculiar  pains 
that  no  suspicion  should  rest  upon  the 
juries  appointed  to  try  political  offenders. 
Juries  were  chosen  immediately  in  the 
manner  prescribed  by  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment— the  qualification  was  pecuniary — 
they  were  returned  at  the  commencement 
of  the  year  upon  the  collection  of  the 
grand  jury  cesses,  and  their  names  were 
preserved  in  a  book  kept  in  the  office  of 
Recorder.  The  juror's  book  for  the  pre- 
sent year  contained  the  names  of  4,570 
persons;  of  these,  2,965  were  Roman  Ca- 
tholics, 1,635  Protestants,  or  something 
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less  thftu  two  Roman  Catholics  for  one 
Protestant  on  the  juror's  book.  The  she- 
riff had  to  select  from  the  list  such  a  num- 
ber of  names  as  would  be  sufficient  to  try 
offenders  before  the  Commission;  and  in 
this  particular  case  the  sheriff  selected 
150  names.  If  that  selection  had  been 
made  by  lot  or  ballot,  the  chances  were  that 
two  out  of  every  three  of  the  150  would 
have  beea  Roman  Catholics.  But  the  ^e- 
lection  was  made  by  a  sheriff  appointed  by 
the  Crown;  and  what  was  the  ratio ?  More 
than  four  to  one  of  the  whole  150  were 
Protestants,  and  only  one-fifth  were  Roman 
Catholics.  By  Act  of  Parliament  the  she- 
riff was  bound,  when  he  struck  the  panel, 
to  sign  it — to  issue  his  warrant  to  the  sum- 
moner,  calling  upon  him  to  summon  the 
different  persons  named  in  the  warrant, 
who  was  required  to  summon  them  at  least 
six  days  before  the  opening  of  the  Com- 
mission. In  this  case  the  Commission 
opened  on  the  20th  of  May;  on  the  11th 
May  persons  were  summoned  to  serve  on 
the  jury;  other  persons  were  summoned  on 
the  13th  of  the  month;  and  it  so  happened 
that  those  persons  were  Roman  Catholics. 
They  came  into  court  on  the  day  of  the 
trial,  produced  their  summons  signed  by 
the  proper  officer,  and  it  appeared  that 
their  names  were  not  on  the  panel  by  which 
Mitchel  was  to  be  tried.  To  what  conclu- 
sion did  this  inevitably  lead  ?  Either  that 
a  panel  was  previously  prepared  by  the 
high  sheriff  on  the  11th,  and  that  Mitchel 
having  been  arrested  on  the  13th,  that 
panel  was  withdrawn  and  another  substi- 
tuted; or  that  the  summoncr  acted  on  the 
1 1th  and  13th  without  any  panel  having 
been  prepared  by  the  sheriff,  and  in  so 
doing  committed  a  breach  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament.  If  either  of  these  practices 
were  made  manifest  to  the  House  as  having 
been  committed,  doubtless  they  would  have 
very  little  hesitation  in  granting  the  inquiry 
for  which  he  asked.  Mitchel  was  arrested 
on  the  13th;  on  the  20th  his  trial  came  on. 
It  was  stated  in  open  court,  and  deposed 
to  on  solemn  affidavits  made  by  the  pri- 
soner himself  and  the  attorney  for  the  pri- 
soner, that  the  brother  of  II er  Majesty's 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  holding  un- 
der him  the  office  of  clerk,  was  concerned 
in  unfair  practices  touching  the  selection 
of  the  jury.  An  attempt  had  been  made 
to  serve  him  for  the  trial  of  Mitchel,  and 
a  postponement  of  two  days  was  asked  in 
order  that  his  attendance  might  be  sc- 
•ed.  Ho  would  venture  to  say — for  | 
had  experience  of  what  the  conduct 


of  Her  Majesty's  Attorney  General  had 
been  in  like  cases — that  in  this  country 
that  appUcation  would  have  been  acceded 
to;  but  it  was  refused  in  Dublin.  He  had 
said  there  was  a  grave  suspicion  that  one 
panel  was  prepared  on  the  11th,  then  with- 
drawn, and  another  substituted.  Look  at 
the  evidence  of  the  high  sheriff.  He  was 
asked — 

**  Was  the  panel  all  prepare4  on  one  oooaslpn)  " 
The  answer  was — 

"  It  was,  as  well  as  I  can  recollect. 

**  Was  it  prepared  before  or  after  the  ISih  of 
the  month  of  May  ? — To  the  best  of  my  recoUeo- 
tion  it  was  before  it ;  I  am  ilot  certain. 

"  Was  the  panel  all  made  on  that  ocaasion  ?-^ 
Yes,  it  certainly  was." 

The  evidence  of  the  ynder  sheriff  on  the 
same  point  was : — 

"Were  you  present  at  the  framing  of  Ute 
panel  ? — I  was. 

"  Was  it  prepared  on  one  day  ? — I  cannot  recol- 
lect the  exact  day  on  which  it  was  prepared,  but 
I  I  think  there  were  two  days  oooupied  in  prepuw 
ing  it." 

The  high  sheriff  is  asked — 

**  Was  it  you  that  selected  the  names  from  iho 
book,  or  was  it  the  under  sheriff  ?  " 

The  high  sheriff  says — 

« I  did  it." 

The  under  sheriff  is  asked — 

"  Was  it  you  that  selected  the  names  from  the 
book,  or  was  it  the  high  sheriff  ?  " 

The  under  sheriff  says — 

"  I  rather  think  I  did  it." 

How  was  it  possible  to  reconcile  those 
two  statements  ?  The  high  sheriff  went 
on  still  further,  and  being  asked  if  he  had 
selected  those  names  from  the  oaIj  proper 
place,  the  jurors*  bogk  of  the  city  of  Dub- 
lin, said  he  had  so  selected  them.  The 
under  sheriff  was  examined,  and  ho  said 
he  received  at  least  a  hundred  of  those 
names  from  a  Mr.  Wheeler,  who  had  been 
acting  in  some  capacity  in  the  sheriff's  of- 
fice, and  who,  it  was  a  most  remarkable 
circumstance,  left  the  city  of  Dublin  two 
or  three  days  before  the  day  of  trial  of  the 
challenge,  which  was  one  ground  assigned 
for  the  application  of  postponement.  Two 
gentlemen  were  selected  to  try  whether 
that  panel  was  fairly  chosen  or  not,  both 
of  those  gentlemen  holding  a  very  high  and 
responsible  position  in  the  city  of  Dublin. 
As  regarded  the  politics  of  those  gende* 
men,  he  thought  he  might  safely  state  thai 
they  both  would  feel  very  much  offended  if 
they  were  not  thought  to  entertain  very 
strong  opinions  in  one  direction,  certainly 
not  the  most  favourable  to  tfoe  iM^useOf 
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However,  the  panel  was  found  to  be  fairly 
chosen,  the  sheriff  stating  that  it  was  se- 
lected for  its  wealth  and  respectability, 
whilst  the  under  sheriff  said  he  had  re- 
ceived 100  out  of  the  150  names  f^om  Mr. 
Wheeler,  who  was  conveniently  absent  in 
London.  Out  of  the  whole  150  there  were 
but  28  Roman  Catholics,  and  out  of  the 
first  70  names  only  8,  the  remainder 
being  placed  last  on  the  list,  so  that 
there  was  every  possible  chance  of  their 
not  being  called  upon  to  serve.  The 
jurors*  book  was  arranged  alphabeti- 
cally. There  were  two  persons  of  the 
name  of  Moore  in  it  ;  they  resided  next 
door  to  each  other  in  one  of  the  principal 
commercial  streets  of  Dublin,  carrying  on 
the  same  business,  and  holding  similar 
stations  in  society.  The  one  was  a  Pro- 
testant, the  other  a  Roman  Catholic;  and 
the  sheriff,  if  he  went  through  the  list  im- 
partially, would  necessarily  find  the  one 
Moore  near  the  other.  Yet  tho  Protestant 
Moore  was  placed  twelfth,  and  the  Roman 
Catholic  Moore  appeared  the  122nd  man 
of  the  150.  Surely,  when  the  Attorney 
General  observed  the  unfair  selection,  it 
became  his  bounden  duty  to  do  all  that  in 
him  lay  to  restore  the  balance,  instead  of 
allowing  the  Catholics  to  remain  as  only 
one  to  four  upon  the  panel;  whereas  they 
ought,  according  to  the  jurors*  book,  to 
have  stood  in  the  ratio  of  two  to  every 
Protestant  juror.  Only  71  persons  alto- 
gether answered  to  their  names,  and  out  of 
that  number  18  were  Catholics.  And  what 
did  the  Attorney  General  ?  As  each  Ca- 
tholic came  to  be  sworn  for  the  jury,  he 
was  at  once  ordered  to  stand  by,  and  thirty- 
nine  out  of  the  entire  seventy-one  were 
challenged  by  that  officer.  Ho  would  say 
to  that  House,  that  it  was  not  a  fair  sys- 
tem of  conducting  prosecutions,  for  the 
Attorney  General,  while  the  prisoner  only 
had  the  power  to  challenge  twenty-seven 
persons  peremptorily,  to  have  the  right  to 
go  on  challenging  every  person,  till  he  ab- 
solutely was  enabled  to  put  on  his  own 
jury  to  try  the  case.  He  perceived  from 
a  gesture  of  the  Attorney  General  that  he 
was  not  disposed  to  assent  to  the  justice  of 
this  latter  observation;  but  surely  he  would 
recollect  that  in  Frost *s  trial,  even  the 
Chief  Baron  of  the  Exchequer,  a  very  emi- 
nent authority,  had  declared  that  the 
Crown  ought  not  to  be  allowed  an  unlimited 
right  of  challenge,  while  the  prisoner  could 
only  challenge  twenty  names,  and  asserted 
his  belief  that  the  law  recognised  no  such 
right  in  the  Crown*    Many  other  very 


eminent  persons  and  lawyers  entertained 
a  similar  opinion;  and  one  legal  authority, 
to  whom  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  when 
out  of  office,  were  particularly  disposed  to 
bow — the  late  Master  of  the  Rolls  for  Ire* 
land.  Sir  Michael  0*Loghlin,  before  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Lords,  in  1839 — 
distinctly  stated  that  he  did  not  belieye 
that  such  was  the  law  of  the  land.  Every 
lawyer  knew  that  an  ancient  statute  r^ 
quired  the  Crown  to  assign  a  cause  for  the 
challenge;  and  although  in  later  times  the 
prerogative  had  run  so  high  that  the 
Crown  was  not  bound  to  comply  with  this 
requirement,  still  the  propriety  of  neglect- 
ing it  had  been  questioned  on  more  than 
one  occasion.  Why  were  the  eighteen 
Catholics  who  answered  to  their  names  set 
aside  ?  What  excuse  could  the  Attorney 
General  have  for  departing  so  far  from  the 
instructions  of  many  Attorneys  General 
who  had  preceded  him  in  the  administra- 
tion of  the  law  in  Ireland?  Her  Majesty's 
present  Ministers,  when  out  of  power,  had 
never  harped  so  much  upon  any  one  string 
as  upon  that  of  the  unfair  administration 
of  the  law  in  Ireland.  Carrying  out  these 
views.  Sir  M.  O'Loghlen,  writing  in  Feb- 
ruary, 1836,  to  the  Cro?m  solicitors  acting 
under  him  in  Ireland,  used  language  to 
this  effect : — 

*'  I  do  not  wish  that  you  should  exercise  the 
right  without  haying  some  sufficient  cause,  not 
founded  on  any  political  or  religious  distinction. 
I  am  glad  to  know,  from  what  passed  when  I 
spoke  to  you  on  the  suhjoct,  that  you  agree  with 
me  in  tbmking  that  convictions  obtained  in  oases 
in  which  the  right  shall  not  have  been  exercised, 
will  haye  a  more  beneficial  effect  than  those  which 
may  be  procured  when  some  of  the  jurors  are 
objected  to.  There  may,  and  probably  will  |)e, 
some  acquittals  not  warranted  by  a  calm  consider- 
ation of  the  evidence ;  but  after  an  anxious  con- 
sideration of  the  subject,  and  an  experience  of  the 
result  of  the  present  system,  I  think  that  I  should 
not  on  that  account  refrain  from  adopting  the 
course  above  stated.  In  England  no  such  right  is 
claimed." 

These  instructions  had  heen  carried  fur- 
ther hy  a  gentleman  who  had  subsequently 
held  the  office  of  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, and  who  now  filled  the  important  pott 
of  Lord  Chancellor  of  that  country.  He  re^* 
ferred  to  Lord  Chancellor  Brady,  whose  an* 
thority  no  one  would  be  disposed  to  impugn. 
He  would  now  direct  their  attention  to  the 
manner  in  which  it  was  supposed  that  sys« 
tem  had  been  worked  out,  as  given  by  Sir 
M.  O'Loghlen  and  Judge  Perrin  before 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
when  asked — Supposing  in  the  case  of  a 
political  libel,  a  man  notoriously  a  violent 
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political  partisan,  and  known  to  express  at 
public  meetings  the  strongest  opinions  cor- 
responding exactly  with  those  of  the  man 
npon  trial,  came  forward,  he  should  con- 
sider it  safe  for  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice that  such  a  man  should  be  sworn  ?  Sir 
M.  O'Loghlen  replied  that  the  challenge 
might  be  maintained  in  such  a  case;  but 
it  was  better  that  he  should  be  allowed  to 
be  sworn  than  he  should  be  set  aside,  and 
a  conviction  obtained  upon  the  verdict  of  a 
jury  selected  by  the  prosecutor;  and  that 
he  could  state  that  during  the  time  he  was 
Attorney  General  he  had  many  persons  as 
jurors  of  notoriously  identical  political  opi- 
nions with  the  accused,  and  yet  obtained 
convictions.  Judge  Perriu,  on  being  in- 
terrogated upon  the  same  subject,  answered 
— that  he  thought  the  moral  effect  of  al- 
lowing the  men  to  be  sworn  as  they  were 
returned  by  the  sheriff,  unless,  indeed, 
there  were  good  cause  for  the  challenge, 
was  preferable  to  exercising  the  right  of 
challenge  without  assigning  the  cause. 
What  was  the  reason  that  the  present  At- 
torney General  had  departed  from  these 
instructions  ?  He  had  made  the  most  ac- 
curate inquiries  into  the  subject;  and,  af- 
ter availing  himself  of  every  possible  source 
of  information,  he  was  prepared  to  state  in 
that  House  that  ten  out  of  those  eighteen 
Catholics  so  set  aside  were  not  connect- 
ed with  any  political  association  whatever. 
He  would  now  come  to  what  was,  perhaps, 
a  more  serious  part  of  the  case.  There 
was  not  only  one  such  trial  when  the  Ca- 
tholics called  to  serve  on  the  jury  were  set 
aside ;  but,  unfortunately  for  the  case 
which  the  Government  would  endeavour  to 
make  out,  there  had  been  four  such  juries 
struck  off  before  the  particular  one  to 
which  he  had  just  been  alluding.  He  meant 
the  trials  of  Mr.  O'Brien  and  Mr.  Meagher; 
and  the  juries  that  were  struck  to  try 
John  Mitchel  in  the  case  abandoned  before 
the  new  Felony  Act  came  into  operation. 
Now,  the  practice  of  striking  special  juries 
was  somewhat  different.  Forty-eight  names 
were  drawn  from  the  ballot  box  for  the 
special  jury,  24  had  been  struck  off,  12  of 
them  by  the  Crown;  but  these  12  so  struck 
off  by  the  Crown  were  all  the  Catholics  out 
of  the  48;  and  11  out  of  this  12  were  to- 
tally unconnected  with  any  political  associ- 
ation. In  the  case  of  the  jury  to  try  Mr. 
Meagher  for  sedition,  the  Crown  had 
struck  off  10  Catholics,  seven  of  whom 
were  not  connected  with  any  political  asso- 
ciation. One  of  that  seven  was  a  Mr. 
Powell,   a    highly-respectable  brewer    in 


Dublin,  who,  he  could  state  on  bis  own 
knowledge,  was  of  the  very  high  Whig 
school  of  politics,  if,  indeed,  he  were  not 
something  nearer  akin  to  a  Conservative. 
A  Mr.  John  Macailiff  was  another  of  the 
seven  Catholics,  who,  although  tinged  with 
no  political  partisanship,  had  been  struck 
off  the  panel;  and  he  could  avouch  that 
Macailiff  had  habitually  voted  for  the  Con- 
servatives and  against  the  Repeal  candi- 
dates. With  regard  to  the  jury  in  the 
case  of  J.  Mitchel,  for  sedition,  Thomaa 
Laffan,  Esq.,  a  gentleman  who  had  for 
several  years  sustained  the  office  of  a  di- 
rector of  the  Bank  of  Ireland,  was  a  Ca- 
tholic, and  never  interfered  with  politics 
at  all,  had  also  been  struck  off  the  panel. 
It  was  curious  to  contrast  the  recent  con- 
duct of.  the  noble  Lord  now  at  the  head 
of  the  Government,  and  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, with  the  protestations  in  which 
that  noble  Lord  and  that  right  hon.  Baronet 
dealt  so  profusely  when  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Tam worth  was  First 
Minister  of  the  Crown.  It  was  as  curious 
as  it  was  interesting  and  profitable  to  refer 
to  Hansard t  and  to  see  what  took  place  on 
the  striking  of  the  jury  which  was  empan- 
nelled  to  try  O'Connell  and  his  fellow- 
traversers.  The  case  then  brought 
against  the  Government  was,  that  from 
that  jury  ten  Catholics  were  struck  off 
by  the  Crown.  It  was  distinctly  proved 
with  respect  to  eight  of  those  Catho- 
lics that  there  was  the  strongest  possi- 
ble reason  for  suspecting  that  they  were 
implicated  with  Mr.  O'Connell  in  his  poli- 
tical delinquencies,  and  that,  in  point  of 
fact,  they  were  members  of  his  Repeal 
Association.  The  ninth  was  proved  to 
have  signed  the  requisition  called  the  Tara 
meeting.  The  explanation,  however,  which 
was  then  offered  in  justification  of  the  Go- 
vernment, totally  failed  to  give  satisfaction 
to  the  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
now  occupied  the  Treasury  bench.  He 
was  at  a  loss  to  understand  on  what  pre- 
text of  justice  or  of  honour  the  Ministers 
should  refuse  to  apply  to  the  transactions 
of  1848  the  same  rule  which  they  had  ap- 
plied to  those  of  1844.  Look  to  the  first 
paragraph  in  the  speech  delivered  by  the 
noble  Lord,  en  the  occasion  of  the  discus- 
sion which  took  place  in  that  House  in 
1844  with  respect  to  the  constitution  of 
the  jury  in  O'Conneirs  case  : — 

"  It  did  80  happen  then  that,  of  the  forty-eight 
name  tliat  had  been  chosen,  there  were  only  ten 
of  those  persons  that  were  Uomau  CathoUos,  and 
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it  happened  that  it  haying  been  the  former  custom 
always  to  leave  out  Roman  Catholics  and  Liberal 
Protestants,  that  those  ten  Roman  Catholics  and 
two  Protestants  were  struck  out  by  the  Solicitor 
for  the  Crown.  It  does,  Sir,  appear  to  me  that 
such  a  fJEUst  of  itself  depriyes  the  whole  of  those 
proceedings  of  any  weight  or  value.  I  could  un- 
derstand the  objection  that  might  have  been  made 
if  those  persons,  whether  Protestants  or  Roman 
Catholics,  had  contributed  to  the  funds  of  the  as- 
sociation. This  might  be  a  proper  objection  to 
them.  It  might  be  said,  '  It  is  not  because  you 
are  a  Roman  Catholic  you  are  to  be  left  on  a 
jury.  Tour  doing  so  does  not  entitle  you  more 
than  any  other  man  to  be  there.*  But  then  with 
regard  to  two  of  those  persons  who  have  been 
struck  off,  there  is  an  affidavit  that  two  of  them, 
and  there  is  the  affidavit  made  by  one  of  them, 
that  he  was  not  a  member  of  the  Repeal  Associa- 
tion, and  never  had  been  a  subscriber  to  its  funds. 
If  that,  then,  be  so,  I  collect  that  these  two  were 
left  out  because  they  were  Roman  Catholics  ;  the 
conclusion  is  that  the  other  eight,  whether  sub- 
scribers or  not  to  the  repeal  funds,  would  have 
been  equally  omitted." 

If  the  doctrines  whicH  the  noble  Lord  so  em- 
phatically enforced  in  1844  were  correct,  he 
should  like  to  know  on  what  grounds  the 
noble  Lord  was  prepared  to  justify  the  fif- 
teen cases  of  exclusion  of  Catholics  to  which 
the  attention  of  the  House  was  now  called  ? 
Where  were  the  glorious  promises  of  the 
noble  Lord  and  his  great  protestations  ? 
lie  had  been  for  two  years  and  a  half  in 
ofiice,  and  all  he  had  been  able  to  accom- 
plish was  to  keep  Ireland,  not  to  govern 
her.  The  noble  Lord  was  in  his  place  un- 
til the  present  Motion  was  called  on,  but  he 
suddenly  vanished.  A  direct  insult  to  the 
Roman  Catholic  population  of  Ireland  did 
not  appear  to  the  noble  Lord  to  be  of  suffi- 
cient importance  to  justify  his  attendance. 
In  the  absence,  however,  of  the  noble  Lord, 
he  would  take  the  liberty  of  reading  a  pas- 
sage from  a  speech  delivered  in  the  course 
of  the  same  debate  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. The  words  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman were  as  follows  : — 

"  The  moral  effect  of  a  verdict  did  not  consist 
in  the  form  of  law,  but  in  the  conviction  of  its 
justice,  and  of  the  impartiality  of  the  tribunal  be- 
fore which  tlio  cause  was  tried.  In  the  present 
state  of  Ireland  they  were  engaged  in  a  solemn 
case  of  the  administration  of  criminal  justice. 
AVere  six  Roman  Catholics  to  be  placed  on  their 
trial  in  such  a  country  as  Ireland,  a  country 
where  party  spirit  and  religious  feeling  ran  high, 
befo/e  a  jury  of  men  holding  opinions  diametrically 
opiK)sed  in  religion,  and  it  might  be  supposed  in 
politics  also,  to  themselves  ?  " 

Such  were  the  sentiments  in  1844  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.  But  about  that  same 
time  there  were  statements  made  in  the 
city  of  Dublin  by  other  hon.  Gentlemen — 
now  Members  of  the  Government — and  a 
VOL.C.     iSlSl 


course  of  conduct  was  pursued  by  them* 
which  if  those  same  Gentlemen  were  right 
in  the  course  they  adopted  in  1848,  left 
the  dispassionate  observer  no  alternative 
but  to  conclude  that  their  behaviour,  in 
1844,  was  factious  and  vexatious,  and  emi- 
nently opposed  to  the  proper  administration 
of  justice.  He  had  made  it  his  business  to 
refer  to  the  papers  of  that  day,  and  he 
found  that  twenty-four  hours  were  not  poiw 
mitted  to  elapse  before  a  meeting  of  Ca- 
tholics was  held  in  the  city  of  Dublin  to 
protest  against  the  indignity  which  had 
been  offered  to  the  Catholic  population  of 
Ireland  by  the  proceedings  of  the  Govern- 
ment, with  respect  to  the  jury  empanelled 
to  try  Mr.  OX'onnell.  To  the  requisition 
convening  that  meeting,  the  name  of  no 
less  a  person  than  Her  Majesty's  present 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  was  attached; 
as  also  were  the  names  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  present  Master  of  the  Mint, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Redington). 
The  Master  of  the  Mint,  for  whose  splen- 
did intellectual  attributes  no  man  could 
have  a  higher  admiration  than  he,  attended 
the  meeting,  and  what  was  his  first  de- 
claration ? — 

"  It  is,"  he  said,  "  a  source  of  very  great  pride 
to  mc,  and  a  fact  which  I  will  remember  with  gra- 
tification as  long  as  I  live,  that  mine  was  the  very 
first  name  that  was  attached  to  the  requisition  by 
which  you  have  been  called  together.  The  time 
is  come  for  making  a  great  popular  demonstration 
of  our  feelings,  and  a  demonstration  of  our  feel- 
ings is  also  a  demonstration  of  our  power." 

(It  was  not  then  criminal  to  talk  in  that 
strain.) 

"  The  nation  is  now  our  own.  My  advice  is, 
that  you  should  present  a  memorial  to  the  Queen 
and  petitions  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  stating 
your  cause  of  comprint  with  calmness  and  me- 
thod, and  without  exaggeration.  That  all  the 
Catholics  have  been  struck  off  is  an  admitted  fact. 
It  has  been  suggested  that  they  were  all  members 
of  the  Repeal  Association,  and  therefore  guilty  of 
some  of  the  ovcit  acts  charged  in  the  indictment. 
Suppose  they  wore  so,  I  do  not  think  such  a  cir- 
cumstance would  at  all  relieve  the  prosecutors  from 
the  grave  imputation  they  have  incurred." 

Such  was  the  language  held  in  1844  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Master  of 
the  Mint.  Tlic  right  hon.  Gentleman  went 
on  to  argue  the  case,  and  submitted  that 
if  there  had  been  in  England  an  indictment 
charging  an  influential  body  with  seeking 
Parliamentary  Reform,  vast  indignation 
would  be  everywhere  exhibited  if  the  Crown 
Solicitor  were  to  strike  off  the  jury  every 
one  who  happened  to  be  a  member  of  the 
Reform  Club.   He  concluded — 
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"  The  oonduot  of  the  prosecators  proved  that 
foul  play  had  heen  practised,  and  he,  therefore, 
called  for  the  strictest  and  most  searching  Parlia- 
mentary inquiry." 

The  reporter  added,  **  The  meeting  here 
rose  en  masse,  and  cheered  for  several 
minutes.  * '  The  next  speaker  at  that  meet- 
ing was  Mr.  Wyse,  who  called  on  his  fellow- 
suhjects  in  England  to  say  whether  it  would 

fefair,  in  the  event  of  a  man  who  was  a 
artist  in  politics  being  indicted  for  an 
offence,  that  all  persons  who  happened  to 
be  Chartists  as  well  should  be  excluded 
from  the  jury  box.  The  third  speaker  was 
Mr.  Redington,  who  declared  it  to  be  his 
opinion  that  the  course  pursued  by  the  Go- 
vernment would  neither  redound  to  the 
credit  of  the  Cabinet  nor  the  safety  of  the 
State.  Such  were  the  sentiments  formerly 
professed  on  the  subject  of  jury  packing 
by  the  very  men  who  now  sat  upon  the 
Treasury  bench.  But  the  most  extraor- 
dinary matter  of  all  was,  that  to  the  requi- 
sition convening  the  meeting  was  affixed 
the  name  of  the  present  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  who  conducted  all  the  recent 
prosecutions.  The  next  name  in  the  list 
of  those  who  so  energetically  protested 
against  the  practice  of  jury  packing  was  a 
more  exalted  one  than  any  yet  cited,  being 
no  other  that  of  the  present  Chief  Governor 
of  Ireland.  A  Motion  condemnatory  of 
the  improper  conduct  imputed  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  right  hou.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Tamworth  having  been  brought 
forward  by  the  Marquess  of  Norm  an  by, 
and  having  been  lost  on  a  division,  the  dis- 
sentient Peers  put  their  protest  on  record. 
The  protest,  as  drawn  up,  contained  five  or 
six  reasons  of  objection.  The  fifth  reason 
ran  in  the  following  words : — 

"  Dissentient,  because  the  recent  prosecutions 
have  been  conducted  in  a  manner  which  deprives 
them  of  all  that  moral  weight  which  belongs  to 
the  due  administration  of  justice." 

Some  of  the  dissentient  Peers  signed  the 
Protest  for  one,  two,  or  three  reasons;  but 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  so  taken  by  the 
whole  proceeding,  that  his  name  appeared 
the  second  on  the  list;  and  the  world  was 
given  to  understand  that  it  was  for  all  the 
assigned  reasons  (for  all  without  exception) 
that  the  signature  of  "  Clarendon"  had 
been  attached.  He  had  now  considered 
this  transaction  in  the  same  aspect  as  that 
in  which  that  which  was  deemed  to  be  a  si- 
milar transaction  was  considered  in  1844 
by  those  who  were  now  Her  Majesty's  Min- 
isters; but  he  admitted  that  he  should  have 
but  slight  claims  on  the  attention  of  the 
House,  and  could  allege  but  trivial  reasons 


in  favour  of  the  appointment  of  the  Com- 
mittee for  which  he  was  applying,  if  he 
had  no  better  grounds  on  which  to  base 
his  application  than  such  as  were  furnished 
by  the  inconsistent  and  very  contradictory 
conduct  of  those  who  had  occupied  the 
Treasury  bench.  Was  there  nothing  in 
the  present  condition  of  Ireland  to  warn 
that  House  against  doing  anything  to  in- 
duce the  people  of  that  country  to  belieye 
that  the  laws  and  institutions  of  England, 
which  were  given  to  them  as  a  blessing 
and  a  boon,  were  not  to  be  administered 
honestly  and  impartially,  but  that,  on  the 
contrary,  justice  was  to  be  distorted  by 
fraud  and  contrivance  ?  Was  there  nothing 
in  the  present  condition  of  Ireland  which 
rendered  it  unwise  and  impolitic  that  the 
people  of  that  country  should  be  taught  to 
believe  that  a  man  was  not  to  get  a  fair 
trial  under  the  laws  of  England;  but  that, 
on  the  contrary,  the  prosecutor  was  to  be 
at  liberty  to  select  men  to  try  a  prisoner, 
not  because  they  were  impartial  or  respect- 
able, but  because  of  their  decided  and  well- 
known  aversion  to  his  opinions?  It  had 
been  asserted  that  the  men  selected  to 
serve  on  the  jury  which  tried  Mitchel,  had 
been  so  selected  because  of  their  wealth 
and  respectability.  Anything  more  incor- 
rect had  never  been  alleged.  The  foreman 
of  that  jury,  so  distinguished  for  its  wealth 
and  superior  respectability,  was  a  bankrupt 
in  the  city  of  Dublin  within  the  last  two 
or  three  years.  Others  of  the  jury  had 
also  been  bankrupts  or  insolvents;  and 
yet  those  were  the  men,  to  make  way  for 
whom  men  of  well-known  wealth,  and 
whose  respectabiHty  was  true,  genuine,  and 
undoubted,  were  set  aside,  and  contemp- 
tuously rejected.  Was  there  any  reason 
why  the  Government  should  thus  tamper 
with  the  affections  of  the  Irish  people? 
The  noble  Lord  now  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  saw,  when  in  opposition,  vi- 
sions of  plenty  and  unfailing  sources  of 
great  prosperity  for  Irelond,  which  to  real- 
ise and  to  make  productive  needed  nothing 
but  his  advent  to  power.  Waste  lands 
became  fertile  valleys  to  his  glowing  ima- 
gination, and  everything  promised  peace, 
plenty,  and  prosperity.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Sheil),  in 
powerful  and  commanding  language,  and 
with  an  eloquence  which  no  one  in  that 
House  but  himself  could  have  displayed, 
pointed  out  how  the  fertile  resources  of 
far  distant  colonies  might  be  made  sub* 
servient  to  the  requirements  of  this  coon-* 
try  and  of  her    poorer  sister  across  the 
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Channel.  Other  hon.  Gentlemen  now 
in  the  Government  drew  pictures  equally 
glowing.  They  all  descanted  on  their 
peculiar  hohhies  ;  hut  every  one  of  them, 
from  the  highest  to  the  lowest,  in  hoth 
Houses  of  Parliament,  stated,  over  and 
over  again,  that  unless  some  settlement 
with  respect  to  the  Catholic  clergy  in 
Ireland  were  speedily  achieved,  there  could 
he  no  peace  in  that  land.  The  Ses- 
sion of  1847  passed  over  without  witness- 
ing any  such  measure.  The  Session  of 
1848  was  ahout  to  expire,  and  no  such 
measure  had  as  yet  heen  introduced. 
They  had  been  sitting  since  November. 
The  first  thing  that  Government  had  called 
for  was  a  Coercion  Bill  for  Ireland.  The 
Irish  representatives  naturally  expressed 
their  amazement,  and  protested  against 
the  infraction  of  so  many  solemn  pledges, 
and  the  violation  of  so  many  glorious  pro- 
mises. They  were  told  to  keep  themselves 
quiet,  and  that  all  would  be  right  in  Feb- 
ruary. The  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell) 
treated  the  House  to  a  summary  of  the 
great  remedial  measures  which  it  was  in 
the  contemplation  of  the  Government  to 
introduce.  One  of  those  measures  was  a 
Bill  to  facilitate  the  sale  of  encumbered 
estates.  Of  that  measure  he  would  not 
now  speak  in  detail;  but  he  had  his  own 
opinion  of  it,  and  did  not  think  that  in  a 
country  where  five  millions'  worth  of  pro- 
perty was  on  sale,  and  could  not  find  a 
purchaser,  any  great  good  would  result 
from  throwing  ten  millions  more  into  the 
market.  The  next  remedial  measure  that 
was  promised  was  one  for  the  improvement 
of  the  laws  relating  to  landlords  and  ten- 
ants. What  had  become  of  it  ?  Then 
they  were  to  have  had  a  Bill  to  improve 
the  grand-jury  system,  which  they  were 
told  was  a  pest,  a  nuisance,  and  a  scourge ; 
but  no  such  measure  had  as  yet,  that  he 
was  aware  of,  been  laid  upon  the  table. 
What  were  the  great  remedial  measures, 
he  should  like  to  know,  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  in  their  contemplation  in  the 
year  1846?  Where  were  they  ?  What 
had  become  of  them  ?  When  the  noble 
Lord  was  out  of  office,  he  had  nothing 
but  large  schemes.  Nothing  moderate 
or  small  would  do  for  him.  He  would 
have  nothing  that  was  not  a  large  and 
comprehensive  scheme.  But  at  length  an 
eventful  period  in  the  history  of  the  noble 
Lord's  party  arrived.  He  alluded  to  the 
latter  end  of  1845,  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were  not  able  to 
form  an  Administration.     The  right  hon. 


Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth  again 
came  into  office;  and  then,  as  of  course, 
no  one  would  attribute  to  the  noble  Lord's 
party  any  motive  for  seeking  for  office,  ex- 
cept a  desire  for  the  advantage  of  the 
country,  the  noble  Lord  came  down  on  the 
22nd  of  January,  1846,  and  said — 

"  I  certainly  had  formed  a  great  and  compre- 
hensiTO  scheme  to  lay  the  foundation  of  a  la84f||k[ 
peace  in  Ireland.  I  certainly  did  entertain  tm» 
dream,  and  it  is  on  that  account  only  that  I  re- 
gret I  had  not  been  able  to  form  an  Administra- 
tion." 

Surely,  at  the  end  of  1848,  after  two 
Coercion  Bills,  and  another  to  be  intro- 
duced before  twelve  hours  passed  by,  he 
had  a  right  to  ask  where  was  this  great 
comprehensive  scheme  ?  And  now,  having 
stated  these  facts,  and  having  made  this 
appeal  to  the  House,  he  would  again  ask 
them  not  to  send  the  Irish  representatives 
back  to  their  constituents,  without,  in  the 
words  of  the  address  of  1834,  and  of  the 
reply  from  the  Crown  to  that  address, 
enabling  them  to  say  that  they  were 
**  willing  to  redress  grievances,  and  to 
examine  into  well-founded  complaints." 
He  would  ask,  was  not  the  present  a  time, 
not  for  great  comprehensive  schemes,  but 
for  an  inquiry  demanded  by  justice  ?  The 
warning  had  often  been  given  in  that 
.House  that  the  time  might  come  when 
they  should  find  it  necessary  to  look  to 
Ireland.  The  noble  Lord  had  often  re- 
verted to  the  convulsions  that  might  take 
place  in  Europe  from  any  change  in  the 
Government  of  France.  At  the  present 
time,  when  that  change  had  taken  place — 
when  republics  were  springing  into  exist- 
ence around  them — when  war  was  in  the 
south  of  Europe,  and  when  peace  was 
scarcely  established  in  the  north — he  asked, 
might  not  the  roomeilt  be  near  when  it 
would  be  advisable  to  rally  round  the 
Throne  every  portion  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  ?  He  would  ask  them  to  show 
to  Irishmen  that  they  were  ready  to  do 
justice;  and  he  would  say  for  all  classes  of 
his  countrymen  that  they  would  find  their 
valour  and  loyalty  as  conspicuous  as  it 
had  always  been  in  times  gone  by.  He 
had  brought  the  question  forward  in  this 
spirit,  because  he  was  anxious  to  conciliate 
the  Irish  people.  [**Hear!"]  That 
sneer,  he  thought,  but  ill  became  men 
who  for  years  had  been  in  connivance  with 
others,  lashing  the  people  of  Ireland  into 
the  state  of  discontent  of  which  they  now 
complained.  It  ill  became  those  who  had 
encouraged,  when  out  of  power,  every 
Z2 
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species  of  agitation  in  Ireland,  and  who 
had  continued  their  connivance  with  the 
parties  who  were  engaged  in  that  agitation, 
after  their  accession  to  office.  He  had 
brought  forward  this  Motion,  he  would  re- 
peat, from  an  anxiety  to  conciliate  the 
people  of  Ireland,  and  to  enable  them  to 
recover  the  vantage  ground  from  which 
they  had  themselves  retired ;  as  he  be- 
lieved that  if  they  granted  this  inquiry 
they  would  give  an  assurance  to  the 
people  of  Ireland  that  all  their  promises 
had  not  been  pretences,  but  that  they  were 
really  anxious  for  the  welfare  of  that 
country. 

Sm  G.  GREY  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  that  he  addressed  the  House  with 
much  hesitation  as  to  the  prudence  or 
expediency,  under  existing  circumstances, 
of  bringing  forward  this  Motion.  How- 
ever, after  having  deliberately  considered 
whether  he  would  bring  it  forward  or 
not,  he  had  determined  that  it  was  his 
duty  to  bring  it  under  the  notice  of  the 
House;  but  in  arriving  at  that  determina- 
tion, he  had  prescribed  to  himself — he 
intimated — the  solemn  duty  and  obliga- 
tion of  keeping  strictly  to  the  point,  and 
of  showing  the  House  whatever  might  be 
the  tone  of  his  speeches  made  at  differ- 
ent periods  out  of  the  House — whatever 
might  be  the  tone  and  character  of  the 
few  speeches  he  had  made  in  the  House 
since  he  had  been  a  Member  of  it,  that  at 
all  events  to-night  the  House  should  sec 
that  he  could  keep  within  the  bounds  of 
moderation,  and  that  he  was  only  actuated 
by  a  pure  love  of  justice,  and  a  desire  to 
establish  the  fair  and  impartial  administra- 
tion of  justice.  Therefore,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  to  abstain  from  every  topic  not 
necessarily  connected  with  the  point  he 
had  to  establish,  and  the  Motion  he  had  to 
submit  to  the  House.  I  appeal  to  the 
House  as  to  how  far  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  kept  that  promise,  in  the  latter  part  of 
his  speech  at  least.  I  have,  perhaps,  no 
right  to  complain  of  this.  Belonging  to  a 
Government  which  has  failed  to  recognise 
the  merits  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  probably 
should  not  be  surprised  at  hearing  from 
him  a  violent  party  speech,  most  unfairly! 
impugninir  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
during  the  time  they  have  been  in  office; 
though  the  hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  be 
forgetful  of  the  time  which  this  House 
spent  (while  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  mak- 
ing sj>eeches  at  public  meetings  in  Ireland) 
in  passing  xVots  calculated  to  mitigate  the 
severity  of  one  of  the  most  unparalleled 


visitations  of  distress,  postponing  diAcns- 
sions  respecting  popular  rights  and  the  ex* 
tension  of  the  franchise,  to  the  work  of 
feeding  the  hungry  and  clothing  the  naked, 
and  rescuing  from  starvation  and  death 
the  fellow-countrymen  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, whom  he  has  deluded  with  the  phan- 
tom of  repeal.  I  will  not  now  enter  into  that 
wide  question  which  has  been  opened,  and 
which  may  more  properly  be  discussed  on 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  B4)eh- 
dale;  but  I  will  content  myself  with  say- 
ing that  the  Government  will  not  be  deter- 
red, so  long  as  they  have  the  honour  <^ 
holding  office,  from  discharging  their  daty 
to  their  country,  and  from  taking  those 
measures  on  their  own  responsibOity  which 
the  law  authorises  them  to  take,  or  in  pro- 
posing to  Parliament  to  grant  additional 
powers  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  the 
peace  and  security  of  Ireland,  and  of  ererj 
part  of  this  great  empire,  by  any  tannts  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  who,  in  1841,  was  an 
ardent  repealer,  and  admirer  of  the  late 
Mr.  0*Connell — who,  at  that  time  spoke 
of  the  Melbourne  Government  as  the  most 
paternal  Government,  and  lauded  it  with 
his  eloquence — who,  in  1844,  wrote  a 
pamphlet  just  as  laudatory  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  Lord  De  Grey — and  who,  if  I  am 
not  misinformed,  since  he  has  taken  his 
seat  in  this  House,  and  while  a  petition 
was  pending  against  his  return,  gave  the 
Government  reason  to  suppose  that  he 
would  not  be  among  their  opponents*  if 
they  used  their  influence  to  have  that  peti- 
tion withdrawn.  [Mr.  Keogh  denied  the 
truth  of  that  statement.]  If  the  hon. 
Member  denies  the  truth  of  the  statement, 
I  must  withdraw  it.  [M.  Keogh  :  I  re- 
pudiate all  the  statements  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  excepting  that  referring  to 
the  pamphlet  which  has  been  allnded  to.] 
I  refer  to  an  election  dinner  given  to  Mr. 
Dillon  Browne,  at  which  I  find  that  a 
Mr.  William  Keogh  was  present.  At 
that  dinner  the  whole  of  the  persons 
shouted  out  "  DiUon  Browne  and  Repeal," 
and  the  greatest  enthusiasm  was  evinced 
in  favour  of  "  Repeal."  It  is  on  this 
evidence  that  I  supposed  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  be  a  repc^er.  And  when  the 
health  of  Mr.  O'Connell  was  proposed,  Mr. 
W.  Keogh  was  called  upon  to  respond  to 
the  toast ;  and  that  gentleman,  after 
speaking  in  the  strongest  terms  of  Mr. 
0*Connell,  and  avowing  his  approbation  of 
the  course  of  that  gentleman,  and  also  ex- 
pressing himself  most  enthosiasticallj  for 
repeal,  said — 
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**  Tou  are  fighting  for  English  constitutional 
liberty  led  on  by  O'Connell,  and  under  the  most 
paternal  Government  I  have  ever  seen,  the 
Government  over  which  Lord  Melbourne Jpre- 
sides." 

If  thehon.  Gentleman  denies  his  identity 
as  the  same  Mr.  W.  Keogh,  then  I  have  no- 
thing to  say  upon  that  point.  And  I  would 
then  refer  to  a  pamphlet  called  Ireland 
under  Lord  Be  Grey,  published  in  1844, 
which  has  always  been  attributed  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  believe  has  not  been 
repudiated  by  him,  in  which  he  warmly  ap- 
proved of  the  Administration  of  Lord  De 
Grey.  But  I  will  repeat  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  not  be  deterred  by  the  taunts  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  from  proposing  to  Par- 
liament those  measures  which  they  think 
necessary  for  that  country.  I  come  now  to 
the  case  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  laid  before 
the  House,  avoiding  all  other  topics;  and  I 
can  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  I  en- 
tirely concur  with  him  in  the  opinion  he  has 
expressed  of  the  importance  of  securing  a 
fair  and  impartial  administration  of  jus- 
tice; but  I  confess  I  should  be  sorry  to  be 
tried  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
if  Lmay  judge  of  his  fairness  by  the  ex- 
tracts he  has  made  from  Hansard,  which 
he  has  so  diligently  studied,  although  he 
has  been  so  short  a  time  a  Member  of  this 
House.  I  will  follow  the  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  course  he  has  taken,  although  he 
reversed  the  order  of  the  trials,  thinking, 
perhaps,  that  the  trial  of  Mr.  Mitchel  was 
a  stronger  case  than  either  of  the  other  two. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  first  referred  to  the 
conduct  of  the  sheriff  in  striking  the  jury. 
I  do  not  at  all  mean  to  say  that  anything 
was  done  by  the  sheriff  inconsistent  with  the 
law,  or  the  duty  he  had  to  perform.  I  am 
merely  dealing  with  the  case  as  connected 
with  the  Government;  and  have  to  con- 
sider how  far  the  Government  is  affect- 
ed by  this  charge.  The  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman,  who  spoke  as  a  lawyer, 
or  rather  as  an  advocate,  should  have 
said  what  is  the  power  which  the  Govern- 
ment have  of  selecting  the  sheriff.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  must  know 
that  the  Government  have  not  that  power. 
[Mr.  Keogh  :  They  have  for  Dublin.]  I 
understand  the  practice  to  be,  for  the  Chief 
Justice  to  return  the  names  of  three  gen- 
tlemen, and,  out  of  those  three,  one  is 
chosen  to  serve.  But  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman  impugned  the  conduct  of 
the  sheriff;  but,  in  doing  so,  he  failed  to 
establish  the  charge  against  him,  of  hav- 
ing made  an  unfair  and  partial  selection  of 


the  jury  list,  in  order  to  obtain  the  convic- 
tion of  Mitchel.  This  question  was  raised 
by  the  challenge  of  the  array;  that  challenge 
was  made  in  the  way  pointed  out  by  law, 
and  a  tribunal  was  appointed  by  the  court 
legally  to  try  the  question.  It  was  tried; 
and  now  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
asks  us  to  set  aside  the  verdict  that  was 
returned,  and  to  decide  that  the  sheriff 
acted  with  unfairness.  Then  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said,  that  the  brother 
of  Mr.  Monahan  was  away,  and  therefore 
there  was  no  opportunity  of  examining  him 
upon  the  question.  That  point  was  also 
raised  in  the  court,  and  the  court  not  only 
decided  on  evidence  that  there  was  ample 
time  to  have  served  that  gentleman  with 
notice,  and  dismissed  the  charge  that  he 
kept  out  of  the  way  to  prevent  such  ser- 
vice, but  said  that  they  believed  the  com- 
plaint was  made  for  the  purpose  of  delay. 
But,  did  the  sheriff  in  the  case  do  any- 
thing not  authorised  by  law  ?  He  would 
ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  whe- 
ther a  great  portion  of  his  remarks  were 
not  an  attack  upon  the  law  rather  than 
upon  the  practice,  and  whether  the  sheriff 
was  not  bound  to  return  a  certain  number 
from  the  larger  list,  out  of  which  the  jury 
should  be  selected  ?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  that  in  Frost's  case  ano- 
ther practice  was  adopted,  that  of  an  al- 
phabetical list,  and  that  an  objection  being 
made  by  the  counsel  for  the  prisoner  of  the 
departure  from  the  usual  practice,  and  the 
court  appearing  inclined  to  allow  it,  the 
Attorney  General  waved  the  point.  But 
what  does  that  show  but  that  the  usual 
practice  being  not  an  alphabetical  arrange- 
ment, it  gave  rise  to  an  objection;  and 
that  if  the  sheriff  had  in  this  case  departed 
from  the  usual  course,  and  made  an  alpha- 
betical list,  it  would  have  been  made  the 
ground  of  aji  objection  on  the  part  of  the 
prisoner's  counsel.  Then,  said  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral having  obtained  this  unfair  selection, 
which  had  been  prepared  before  the  trial, 
should,  in  order  to  restore  the  balance, 
have  left  on  the  jury  the  Roman  Catholics. 
I  think  that  if  the  Attorney  General 
had  taken  that  course,  he  would  have  neg- 
lected his  duty  under  the  circumstances 
of  the  case.  I  will  read  to  the  House  the 
instructions  of  the  Attorney  General  to 
the  Crown  Solicitor,  and  will  ask  the 
House  whether  they  are  in  accordance 
with  the  duty  he  had  to  perform,  or  whe- 
ther it  would  have  been  better  performed 
by  his  leaving  on  the  list  simply  Roman  Ca- 
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It  is  a  DotoriouB  fact  that  jurors  in  IreUnd 
have  been  subjected  to  a  species  of  perse- 
cution for  Tenturing  faithfuIlT  to  discharge 
their  duty.  It  was  to  sare  Mr.  Campbell 
from  becoming  an  object  of  perseration 
that  he  was  set  aside.  Mr.  Campbell  was 
a  Catholic  and  a  grocer;  and  it  was  appre- 
hended that  he  would  be  mined  in  his  ~ 


tbolics  because  he  found  them  there  ?  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said  the  in- 
structions of  Sir  C.  O'Loghlen  required  that 
the  Crown  Solicitor  should  not  set  aside 
any  person  on  the  ground  of  political  opin- 
ions, and  that  the  instructions  of  Lord 
Chancellor  Brady  were  not  to  set  aside  any 
person  on  the  ground  of  any  political  or 
religious  opinions,  and  that  the  Crown  So-  -  ness  if  he  were  on  the  jury,  and  Tentmned 
licitor  should  be  able  to  state  the  grounds  to  give  a  verdict  for  the  Crown.  If  tlie 
upon  which  any  person  was  set  aside.  But  House  will  only  bear  in  mind  the  peculiar 
those  instnictions  were  issued  for  ordinary  circumstances  under  which  the  trials  to<dc 
trials,  and  were  justly  so  considered  by  '  place,  I  am  sure  it  will  not  be  disposed  to 
Mr.  Monahan  ;  and  his  iostructions  to  Mr.  concur  in  the  censure  which  the  hon.  and 
Kemmis,  the  Crown  Solicitor,  were  these: —  .  learaed  Member  has  cast  upon  the  Attor- 


"  *  The  Queen  v.  Mitchel.'  Dear  Sir— In  an- 
swer to  TOOT  letter  requiring  m\  instructions  re- 
latiTe  to  the  course  to  be  pursued  br  rou  in  set- 
ting aside  jurors  on  the  part  of  the  Crown  in  this 
case,  I  beg  to  say  it  is  not,  and  nerer  was,  my 
wish  or  intention  that  any  juror  should  be  set 
aside  on  account  of  his  religious  opinions.  But 
with  respect  to  the  propriety  of  setting  aside 
jurors  on  account  of  their  political  opinions,  I  do 
not  think  that  the  instructions  given  on  the  sub- 
ject by  previous  law  officers  were  ever  intended 
to  apply  to  a  case  like  the  present,  in  which  a 
party  is  to  be  tried  for  a  political  offence,  and  is 
openly  supported  and  countenanced  by  certain 
political  associations.  I  hare,  therefore,  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying  that  in  the  present  case  you 
should  set  aside  on  the  part  of  the  Crown,  without 
regard  to  their  religious  opinions,  all  persons 
whom,  from  the  inquiries  you  have  made,  and  the 
information  you  hare  received,  you  find  to  enter- 
tain those  peculiar  political  opinions  avowed  by 
the  accused,  and  the  associations  by  which  he  is 
supported  ;  and,  having  regard  to  the  extraordi- 
nary proceedings  which  have  been  had  recourse  to 
in  or«ler  to  intimidate  the  jury,  I  think  you  should 
also  set  aside  such  persons  as,  frum  their  position, 
occupation,  and  eircumstances,  would  be  likely, 
by  such  intimid.ition,  to  b?  deterre*!  from  a  fair 
and  conscientious  discharge  of  their  duty  as 
jurors.  All  that  I  wish  for  is  a  fair,  impartial, 
and  unbiassed  jury  ;  and,  in  my  opinion,  to  allow 
any  not  coming  within  this  description  to  be 
sworn  wouM  be  to  def».'at  the  administration  of 
the  law,  and  l>e  totally  inconsistent  with  the  true 
principle  of  trial  by  jury,  which  is,  that  the  juror 
should  stand  indifferent  between  the  Crown  and 
the  prisoner." 

This  is  mv  answer  to  the  charge  brought 
against  the  Roman  Catholic  Attorney  Ge- 
neral when  he  is  attacked  for  not  retaining 
the  whole  of  the  Roman  Catholics  upon 
the  jury.  [Mr.  Keogr:  No.  no  I]  Per- 
haps the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  not 
conscious  of  what  he  said  at  the  moment;  i 
but  I  understood  hifu  to  say  the  whole  of  the 
Roman  Catholics.  But  I  would  ask  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  whether,  if 
he  had  held  the  office  of  Attorney  General, 
he  would  have  dissented  from  the  terms  of 
that  letter,  and  would  have  altered  one 
word  of  those  instructions  of  Mr.  Monahan  ? 


ney  General  for  Ireland.  The  hon.  Mem- 
'  ber  stated  that  eighteen  Catholics  had  been 
set  aside;  but  he  ought  to  hare  mdded  that 
twenty-one  Protestants  were  also  set  aude. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  referred  to 
ten  persons  who,  he  said,  oogbt  to  lAwe 
been  retained  on  the  jury  in  Mitehel's 
case ;  but  I  know  that  with  respeet  to  lix 
of  those  gentlemen,  they  formed  part  of  a 
hst  in  the  possession  of  the  priaoner's  so- 
licitor to  be  retained  in  the  pmneU  because, 
I  presume,  they  were  supposed  to  be  &- 
Tonrable  to  him.  That  was  the  reason 
why  they  were  set  aside,  and  not  because 
they  were  Catholics,  for  recollect,  Mr. 
Mitchel  himself  was  a  Protestant.  It  waa 
not  tme  that  the  Crown  exercised  tbe 
right  of  peremptory  challenge.  The  pri- 
soner conid  exercise  the  right  of  poemp- 
tory  challenge  in  twenty  cases,  but  the 
Crown  could  not  have  recourse  to  it  in 
one ;  the  Crown  could  challenge  only  on 
cause  assigned.  I  say,  then,  that  in  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  the  Attomej 
General  would  not  haye  discharged  the 
duties  of  his  oiEce  fairly  if  he  had  puianed 
the  course  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman recommends.  In  Mr.  O'Brien's 
case  also  the  trarerser  was  a  Protestant; 
and,  therefore,  no  religious  question  waa 
involved  in  the  setting  aside  of  Catho- 
lics. I  will  read  to  the  House  a  statement 
drawn  up  by  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, which  will  place  the  House  in  poa- 
session  of  the  principles  on  which  he  acted. 
The  statement  was  addressed  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  and  is  as  follows : — 


"  I  do  not  believe  that  a  single 
struck  off  the  list  of  jurymen  on  account  of  ] 
religious  opinions.  It  is  unnecessaiy  fer  bm^ 
being  a  Roman  Catholic,  to  assure  your  Exe^ 
lency,  that  I  could  hare  no  desire  to  exelwde  from 
juries)  persons  against  whom  there  exnied  no  ob- 
jection but  that  they  were  of  the  saae  religiooa 
persuasion  as  myself.  It  was  in  couKqimiee  <if 
Mr.  Kemmis's  determination  not  to  snehiiB  mmf 
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Roman  Catholic  to  whom  no  political  objection 
existed,  that  he  allowed  the  name  of  Mr.  Fitz- 
gerald to  remain  on  the  list,  because  he  was  u 
Roman  Catholic  ;  and  he  had  not  obtained  any  in- 
formation leading  him  to  believe  that  his  political 
opinions  coincided  with  those  of  the  traversers. 
It  is  generally  understood  that  Mr.  Fitzgerald  is 
one  of  the  two  who  held  out  for  the  acquittal  of 
Mr.  O'Brien,  the  other  being  of  similar  politics, 
but  a  member  of  the  Established  Church.  I  be- 
lieve, shortly  after  the  trial,  Mr.  Fitzgerald  at- 
tended a  repeal  meeting  in  Conciliation-hall,  and 
took  very  great  credit  to  himself  for  the  course  he 

Sursued  on  the  jury.  Another  thing  which  has,  lun- 
erstand,  attracted  observation,  is  that  in  forming 
the  list  of  48,  some  most  respectable  persons, 
magistrates — ^for  instance,  Mr.  Roe — were  ob> 
jected  to  on  the  part  of  the  Crown  ;  while  others^ 
to  whom  a  similar  objection  existed  were  allowed 
to  remain  in.  This  occurred  in  this  way  : — I  was 
very  anxious  that  there  should  be  no  danger  of  a 
postponement  of  the  trial  in  consequence  of  not 
having  a  full  attendance  of  qualified  jurors,  and 
accordingly  instructed  Mr.  Kemmis  to  object  to 
all  persons  not  legally  qualified  to  serve,  as  other* 
wise  an  objection  would  probably  be  made  by  the 
traversers  at  the  trial.  In  pursuance  of  those  in- 
structions, when  the  name  of  Mr.  Rowe,  and,  I  be- 
lieve, some  others,  were  di*awn,  they  were  objected 
to  by  Mr.  Kemmis.  The  counsel  or  solicitor  who 
attended  for  the  traversers  admitted  the  existence 
of  the  objection,  and  the  names  were  not  put  on  the  | 
list.  In  a  few  minutes  after  the  names  of  others  si. 
milarly  circumstanced  were  drawn,  and  a  similar 
objection  made,  when  the  counsel  for  the  traver- 
sers refused  to  admit  the  existence  of  the  objection,  ' 
though  it  was  notorious,  but  beyond  strict  legal  j 
proof;  this  not  being  forthcoming,  the  person,  i 
though  legaUy  disqualified,  was  allowed  to  remain 
on  the  list  of  48,  and  was  afterwards  struck  off 
when  reducing  the  list  from  48  to  24.  As  it  is 
probable  some  observations  may  be  made  as  to 
the  right  exercised  by  the  Crown  of  setting 
aside  juries  in  the  case  of  the  '  Queen  v.  Mitchel,' 
I  take  the  liberty  of  enclosing  to  your  Excellency 
a  copy  of  my  instructions  to  the  Crown  Soli- 
citor." 

I  have  also  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kemmis,  the 
Crown  Solicitor,  in  which  he  declares  that 
he  acted  in  strict  accordance  with  the  in- 
structions given  by  the  Attorney  General. 
I  will  now  proceed  to  notice  the  articles  of 
indictment  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  has  preferred  against  myself.  I 
anticipated  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman would  refer  to  a  speech  which  I 
delivered  in  1841;  and  before  this  discus- 
sion commenced  I  went  up  to  the  library  to 
look  at  it,  and  I  found  a  passage  marked 
with  ink,  probably  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  himself.  As  I  said  before,  I 
should  be  sorry  to  trust  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  as  an  impartial  judge, 
though  I  do  not  deny  that  he  is  a  zealous 
advocate.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
however,  has  not  been  very  scrupulous  in 
selecting  extracts  from  the  speech  delivered 
by  me  on  a  former  occasion  to  which  he 


'  has  referred.      On  looking  back  to  that 
'  speech,  there  is  not  a  word  which  I  would 
I  not   utter  in  the  position  I   now  occupy. 
I  I  then  held    precisely  the   same   opinion 
I  which  I  hold  now,  and  which  I  then  stated, 
!  that,  commencing  at  the  point  at  which 
the  Crown  Solicitor  began  to  strike  the 
juries,  he  could  not,  in  the  discharge  of 
the  duty  imposed  upon  him,  have  taken 
any  other  course  than  that  which  he  pur- 
sued. But  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
kept  that  fact  back.     I  am  not  surprised 
at  that,  because  I  know  he  is  a  skilful  ad- 
I  vocate;  but  I  must  say  that  I  have  a  much 
greater  opinion  of  his  skill  and  talent  than 
I  have  of  his  fairness  and  impartiality  in 
conducting  his   case.     In  the   speech   to 
'  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
referred,  I  said,  with  regard  to  the  striking 
of  the  jury — 

"  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  feeling  that  the 
pure  administration  of  justice  was  a  subject  upon 
which  this  House  and  the  people  of  this  country 
were  most  deeply  and  properly  sensitive — feeling 
the  force  of  the  observations  which  have  been 
made,  both  within  the  walls  of  the  House  and  oat 
of  doors,  upon  certain  parts  of  the  proceedings  in 
the  late  trials  in  Ireland,  addressed  himself  first 
to  the  defence  of  the  Government  in  reference  to 
the  exclusion  of  Roman  Catholics  from  the  jury 
by  which  the  traversers  in  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  were  tried.  Upon  that  subject  I  am  bound 
to  say,  taking  up  the  question  at  the  point  where 
the  Crown  Solicitor  attended  to  strike  the  jury, 
and  placing  implicit  reliance  on  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  I  am  not  prepared  to  as- 
sert that  the  Crown  Solicitor  could  have  adopted 
any  other  course  than  that  which  he  took.  In 
expressing  this  opinion,  I  say  nothing  at  present 
of  the  policy  of  the  Government  in  instituting 
prosecutions  which  necessarily  involved  such  a 
result." 

[  do  not  wish  to  reopen  the  question  with 
regard  to  the  policy  of  those  prosecutions, 
as  no  observation  has  been  made  on  the 
subject  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man.    I  then  proceeded — 

"  But  if,  as  appears  to  have  been  admitted, 
"jight  out  of  ten  Catholics  were  members  of  the 
Repeal  Association,  and  of  the  remaining  two, 
one,  although  not  a  member,  was  proved  to  have 
signed  the  requisition  for  a  meeting — for  so  he 
Jiad  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman —  [Sir 
r.  Graham  :  Was  believed  to  have  signed  it,  and 
not  denied.]  Believed  and  not  denied,  then,  to 
liave  signed  a  requisition  for  calling  one  of  those 
multitudinous  meetings,  the  proceedings  at  which 
meeting  were  to  furnish  part  of  the  evidence  for 
the  prosecution — I  am  bound  to  say  that,  with 
regard  to  these  nine  out  of  the  ten  Catholics,  the 
l>own  Solicitor  would  not  have  discharged  hia 
rluty  had  he  allowed  them  to  remain  upon  the 
jury.  With  regard  to  the  remaining  one,  the 
I  ight  hon.  Gentleman  has  pledged  his  word  that 
that  person  was  believed  to  be  a  Protestant,  but 
that,  for  reasons  known  to  the  GoveVnment,  which 
Lhey  did  not  feel  themselves  called  upon  to  dia« 
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close,  lie  had  been  struck  off,  those  reasons  being 
irrespective  of  the  question  whether  ho  was  a 
Catholic  or  a  Protestant." 

Those  are  passages  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  should  not  have  sup- 
pressed. I  would  ask  the  House  what  they 
think  of  the  conduct  of  an  hon.  Gentleman 
who,  in  the  present  ctitical  state  of  Ireland, 
comes  forward  and  makes  charges  with  an 
utter  disregard  of  fairness  and  impartiality  ? 
I  ask  the  House  whether,  in  defending 
the  conduct  of  Mr.  Monahan  and  Mr.  Kem- 
mis  now,  I  am  departing  in  the  least  from 
the  opinions  I  expressed  in  1844?  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  not  knowing 
that  I  had  the  means  of  referring  to  the 
speech,  endeavoured  to  induce  the  House 
to  believe  that  on  the  occasion  to  which  he 
has  referred,  I  denounced  the  conduct  of 
the  Government,  and  accused  the  law  offi- 
cers of  the  Crown  of  having  discharged 
their  duty  partially.  I  am  not  now  pre- 
pared to  follow  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman into  the  wide  field  of  debate  as  to 
the  remedial  measures  which  ought  to  be 
adopted  for  improving  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land; and  still  less  do  I  wish  to  anticipate 
the  debate  which  may  arise  to-morrow  on 
the  Motion  of  my  noble  Friend  (Lord  J. 
Russell).  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man has  commented  upon  my  noble  Friend's 
absence,  as  if,  in  leaving  the  House,  the 
noble  Lord  had  intended  to  offer  an  insult 
to  Ireland,  and  as  if — instead  of  attending 
to  the  responsible  duties  of  his  office — the 
noble  Lord  was  seeking  his  own  pleasure 
and  ease.  Now,  I  can  assure  the  House 
that  my  noble  Friend  was  influenced  by  no 
feeling  of  this  kind ;  but  as  I  was  aware 
that  he  had  most  important  duties  to  per- 
form, I  told  him  that  I  would  remain  here, 
with  other  Members  of  the  Government, 
and  that  I  proposed  to  address  the  House 
after  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Athlone  (Mr.  Keogh).  On  that  under- 
standing, the  noble  Lord  left  the  House; 
and  I  consider  that  the  attack  which  has 
been  made  upon  him  is  most  ungenerous, 
most  unjust,  and  most  unfair.  When  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  been 
longer  a  Member  of  this  House,  he  will 
know  that  taunts  like  these,  even  when 
thrown  out  by  a  man  of  his  versatility  of 
genius,  will  not  affect  the  character  of  my 
noble  Friend,  whose  life  is  before  the  coun- 
try, and  whose  character  commands  the 
respect  of  all,  except  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  I  have  now,  I  believe,  refer- 
red to  all  those  facts  with  regard  to 
'vhich  the   hon.    and   learned   Gentleman 


seemed  to  be  particularly  excited.  He 
himself  holds  Roman  Catholic  opinions, 
and  he  was  anxious  that  Roman  Catholics 
should  have  been  retained  upon  the  jury; 
but  while  I  respect  Mr.  Monahan 'b  attach- 
ment to  the  Roman  Catholic  faith,  I 
honour  him  for  not  pandering  to  popular 
feeling  by  adopting  the  course  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Keogh) 
would  evidently  have  wished  him  to  pur- 
sue. I  shall  oppose  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman.  If  he  impugns 
the  jury  laws,  which  are  applicable  alike 
to  England  and  to  Ireland,  let  him  hring 
in  a  Bill  to  amend  those  laws.  I  must  saj 
that,  in  my  opinion,  the  *hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  entirely  failed  to  establish 
any  case  which  would  justify  the  censure 
implied  by  this  Motion  upon  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  and  the  Government. 
I  am  ready,  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman pleases,  to  take  upon  myself  per- 
sonally the  responsibihty  of  the  course 
which  has  been  adopted;  and  I  certainly 
think  he  has  entirely  failed  to  show  that 
the  jury  did  not  act  in  a  most  impartial 
and  unprejudiced  manner,  and  that  thej 
did  not  do  full  justice  between  the  Crown 
and  the  prisoner  upon  trial. 

Mr.  KEOGH,  in  explanation,  said  it 
was  a  marked  characteristic  of  that  House 
to  hear  impatiently  the  defence  of  Members 
who  might  be  accused.  A  great  charge, 
or  rather  great  charges,  had  been  hrought 
against  him  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  had  made  altogether  three  charges 
against  him,  for  none  of  which  had  he 
presumed  to  give  his  authority.  He  had 
stated,  without  authority,  that  he  (Mr. 
Keogh)  had  caused  the  Government  to  be 
informed  that  he  would  support  them — 

Sir  G.  grey  :  No;  what  he  said  was, 
that  pending  the  petition  presented  against 
the  return  of  the  hon.  Member,  he  had  not 
given  Her  Majesty's  Government  any  rea- 
son to  suppose  they  would  find  him  an  op- 
ponent, provided  the  petition  were  with- 
drawn. The  hon.  Gentleman  had  denied 
that  statement;  and  he  (Sir  G.  Grey)  had 
stated  he  was  bound  to  take  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's word. 

Mr.  keogh  said,  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net had  not  stated  that  he  (Mr.  Keogh) 
led  Her  Majesty's  Government  directly  or 
indirectly  to  believe  he  should  give  them 
his  support  if  a  petition  against  him  were 
withdrawn.  But  he  was  glad  he  had  now 
an  opportunity  of  saying  he  had  not  given 
Her  Majesty's  Government  any  reason  to 
believe  ho  should  not  be  opposed  to  them 
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if  the  petition  against  his  return  were 
withdrawn.  So  then  now,  in  the  place  of 
a  charge,  there  were  only  two  refined  neg- 
atives. He  begged  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  why  he  (Mr.  Keogh)  should 
have  held  out  any  such  expectation  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  having,  as  he  had, 
fought  his  own  election  against  a  candidate 
who  was  pledged  to  the  repeal  of  the 
Union?  How  could  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  the  power  of  withdrawing 
the  petition?  But  he  would  now  state 
some  facts  connected  with  the  case,  since 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  seemed  so  familiar 
with  the  repeal  candidates  and  repeal  peti- 
tions in  Parliament.  He  (Mr.  Keogh)  had 
Friends  in  the  House  who  he  thought 
would  repose  confidence  in  the  statements 
which  he  would  make,  and  he  would  now 
tell  the  House,  that  having  been  opposed 
in  his  election  by  a  repeal  candidate,  he 
had  been  offered,  as  he  before  stated,  on 
the  very  hustings — he  had  been  offered 
three  different  times,  in  the  most  solemn 
manner,  that  the  repeal  candidate  should 
be  withdrawn — he  had  been  offered  it  by 
the  Roman  Catholic  bishop,  that  the  re- 
peal candidate  should  be  withdrawn,  if, 
even  in  private,  he  would  say  that  ]^e 
would  favour  the  repeal  of  the  Union.  He 
refused,  and  he  was  fortunate  enough  to 
secure  his  election.  He  would  next  state 
the  particulars  to  which  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet alluded.  He  would  speak  to  some 
Friends  of  his  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  He  said  that  he  was  there  fight- 
ing a  battle  against  a  repeal  candidate; 
that  he  had  been  opposed  to  the  last  in  a 
contested  struggle  because  he  would  not 
flinch  from  his  declared  hostility  to  repeal; 
and  he  asked  his  Friends  why  he  should 
be  opposed  in  such  a  contest  by  the  Go- 
verraent  and  the  Government  money  ;  by 
the  money  of  a  Government  which  had  de- 
clared its  hostility  to  a  repeal  of  the  Union  ? 
And  why  did  he  say  that,  but  because  he 
was  told  that  the  petition  against  him  was 
supported  by  the  promise  of  money  from 
the  Government  ?  He  had  stated  that  to 
his  Friends  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
and  he  was  sure  the  House  would  agree 
with  him  in  thinking  that  such  conduct  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  was  most  in- 
consistent and  most  unfair.  But  directly, 
or  indirectly,  he  had  never  held  out  any 
expectation  of  support  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  that  House,  except  so  far 
as  he  could  conscientiously  give  it.  But 
the  petitions  were  not  withdrawn.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  not  withdrawn 


the  petitions.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  he  had  no  power  to  cause  them  to  be 
withdrawn,  and  yet  it  was  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  he  (Mr.  Keogh)  was  to 
apply  in  order  to  have  them  withdrawn.^ 
But  he  said  that  the  Government  had  the 
power,  and  the  charge  was  a  precise  one, 
which  he  was  going  to  make.  It  was, 
that  a  Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, the  Under  Secretary  for  ihe  Colonies, 
had  fomented,  encouraged,  and  supported 
that  petition  against  him.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman looked  quite  incredulous — the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  was  rejected  for  the  bo- 
rough of  Lambeth.  The  hon.  Gentleman, 
after  he  had  been  rejected  by  Lambeth, 
sent  a  gentleman  who  was  himself  only 
twenty-four  hours  airived  from  the  colony 
of  Newfoundland,  where  he  had  lately  held 
the  office  of  chief  justice.  He  sent  that 
learned  gentleman  along  with  the  gentle- 
man who  had  been  his  agent  at  the  Lam- 
beth election,  to  see  if  he  could,  with  any 
chance  of  success,  contest  the  borough  of 
which  he  (Mr.  Keogh)  was  now  the  repre- 
sentative. The  ex-chief  justice  of  New- 
foundland arrived  with  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's agent,  and  he  alleged  several 
things  in  favour  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  amongst  others,  he  especially  urged 
the  large  number  of  suffrages  which 
he  had  received  in  Lambeth.  However, 
ho  did  not  think  it  well  finally  to  try  his 
chance  at  the  election,  and  the  ex-chief 
justice  and  the  election  agent  decamped 
almost  as  fast  as  they  had  arrived.  What 
was  his  (Mr.  Keogh 's)  surprise  to  find  that 
of  the  petitions  lodged  against  his  retura 
— for  there  were  three — the  ex-chief  jus- 
tice had  got  up  one  signed  by  his  (the  chief 
justice's)  father;  and  that  whilst  he  was  in 
daily  communication  with  the  right  hon. 
Baronbt  himself,  he  used  to  come  into  the 
office  to  fight  the  petition,  which  he  (Mr* 
Keogh)  succeeded  in  defeating.  The  feel- 
ing in  the  borough  of  Athlone  having, 
however,  as  he  had  stated  in  Kinsale,  be- 
come the  object  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
attention — 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  indulgence  of 
the  House  in  hearing  the  hon.  Gentleman 
is  confined  to  an  explanation  in  reply  to 
any  personal  attack  made  upon  him. 

Mr.  HA  WES  hoped  that,  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  commenced  an  attack  upon 
him,  he  might  be  allowed  to  finish  it. 

Mr.  keogh  was  only  making  state- 
ments which  he  thought  were  connected 
with  the  charges  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
I  tleman  had  made  against  him.     He  next 
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oamo  to  tho  second  charge  made  against '  possessed  of  some  smidl  property  in  the 
him  by  tho   right  hon.   Gentleman,  who   county  Mayo,  he  was  down  in  the  neigh* 
had  charged  him  with  having  published  a   bourhood  at  the  time;  he  fonnd  the  Imte 
pamphlet  in  1843  or  1844.     He  did  not    Sir  William  Brabazon,  with  whom  he  waa 
know  whether  it  was  the  custom  of  hon.  !  perfectly   acquainted ;   and  a  dinner  waa 
Members  of  that  House  to  plead  guilty  to   given  to  Sir  William  Brabazon,  then  Whig 
any  charge  of  having  published  anonymous  j  Member  for  Mayo,  and  to  that  dinner  he 
pamphlets  which  might  be  made  against   was  asked,  and  to  that  dinner  he  went, 
them;  but  if  it  were,  he  had  no  hesitation    He  recollected  this  moat  distinctly,  that 
in  saying  he  was  ready  to  own  any  that  he  |  neither  by  word,  act,  or  deed,  did  he  aa- 
had  publisheil.     But  the  right  hon.  Bare-  j  sent  to  anything  connected  with  the  repeal 
not  seemeil  not  to  have  made  much  of  it;  I  of  the  Union;  that,  called  as  a  yonng  bar- 
for  although  he  (Mr.  Kcogh)  was  ready  to  j  rister  to  reply  to  the  health  of  O'Connell, 
avow  tho  authorship,  the  right  hon.  6en- 1  he  spoke  of  him  in  terms  of  warm  admira- 
tlcman  had  not  read  a  single  extract  from  |  tion  as  a  person  who  had  emaneipated  him 
it.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  :  as  a  Roman  Catholic;  but  he  could  reeol- 
that  as  ho  (Mr.  Koosrh)  was  a  lawyer,  he  '  lect  that  he  guarded  himself  against  naing 
might  possibly  plead  the  Statute  of  Limita-  |  any  expression  which  would  imply  a  direct 
tions  to  what  ho  had  said  in  1 841 ;  but  he  -  assent  to  the  doctrine  of  the  repeal  of  the 
Boarooly  thought  Her  Majesty's  Govern-    Union;  and  he  defied  any  hon.  Q«ntleman 
mont  could  plead  it  as  against  what  they  ',  to  read  a  passage  from  the  paper  aaaent- 
had  done  in  1844.     The  right  hon.  Gen-  •  ing  to  the  repeal  of  the  legidative  Union, 
tleman  had   accused  him  of  suppressing  |  Whether  the  House  woold  conaider  that  as 
passages  and  portions  of  hi<(  speoehes;  but  |  a  satisfactory  explanation  of  the  accidents 
tho  House  had  now  heard  both  parties,  >  of  seven  years  to  a  man  just  then  altering 
and  could  judge  between  them  whether  the  ;  on  the  world,  and  whose   opinimia   were 
charge  was  a  fair  one.     But  where  were  \  then  as  formed  on  the  repeal  of  the  Union 
tho  statements  made  by  him  which  would    as  those  of  any  Gentleman,  it  waa  for  the 
support  tho  charge  made  against  him  by    House  to  decide;  but  he  had  nerer  paltered 
tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  ? 

QuisiuuBi 
Debtor  ?  Q albas  indieiis  f  Quo  teste  prc»baTit  f 

When*  was  tho  paper  ?     AMio  was  tho  au- 


with  the  question  in  a  double 
had  never  given  cheques  for  the  aapport  of 
tho  seat  of  repeal  candidates,  or,  aa  a 
Cabinet  Minister,  forwarded  to  them  the 


thoritT  f  Lot  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  j  money  which  was  to  pay  the  priee  of  their 
name  tho  paper.     Ho  had  read  a  printed  ;  conversion. 

thing  which  ho  called  a  report  of  a  speech  \  Mr.  HA  WES  :  A  Terr  imexpeeted,  a 
made  by  him  iMr.  Keogh>  in  1S41.  Where  ■  moat  unjustifiable,  and  perfectly  imfotmded 
was  tho  passage  to  be  found  ?  [Sir  G.  personal  attack  has  been  made  npon  me 
Gret  :  It  wa5  put  into  my  hands  only  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  I  am 
about  five  minutes  before  I  got  up.]  When  '  here  to  meet  that  most  tmexpeeted  attack 
was  it  published  t  [Sir  G.  Gret  :  Before  \  upon  mo,  and  to  give  it  the  moat  nne^ni- 
tho  ceooral  eUvtion  in  1S41.]  He  utterly  vocal  denial.  I  will  sute  the  facta,  jnat  aa 
denied,  in  the  most  solemn  manner,  that ;  they  oecnn>^  to  me,  in  reference  to  the 
either  dirtx'tly  or  indirectly,  in  youth  or  in  borv"»ugh  of  Athlone.  Immediat^y  after  the 
nsorv  advNir.v*ed  year?,  ho  had  ever  declared  "  Lambeth  election,  a  gentleman  to  whom  the 
or  uttervd  an  optnton  in  favour  of  the  rv^  .  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  haa  referred, 
:val  of  the  Vs^on.  And  ho  worJd  toll  tho  •  came  to  a:y  house  and  told  me  there  waa  a 
Hc>u<e  h  *w  he  ivuM  pn>ve  it,  Frv^r.i  the  "  prv^speet  ot  my  socceas  at  Athlone.  I  bo* 
::u:o  whc::  ho  was  a  <:udon:  i:i  the  Uaiver- ;  'ievo  i:  is  not  at  all  an  nnnatnral  thing  that 
5::y  of  l^*.iMir. — whioh  wa*  r.ot  <o  lor.  •  ap>^ ;  4  do:ca:od  ca::didate  should  receive  aoch 
— whcv.  :hoy  ho'.vi  their  rai:::;o  doba:e>  in  •  i  cv'S;raun:cation.  He  told  me  there  vma 
:>e  :t:>:.;r:vAl  S  vie:y.  ho  wa<  always  tho  a  :a:r  prwpeet  of  SQcees«  at  Athlone,  and 
>::•:::.:;.:*  oy^r.or.:  of  tho  roival  of  tho  vol-^ateereil  his  sernees  to  go.  I  knew 
Vrior:  av..:  he  *y*vji*ovi  t.^  tho  ho!i.  X(orj:-  r.:thinj:  of  Athlone.  I  was  not  unwilling 
Kr  :.T  ?,:v.;a"v  Mr.  Torrvv.*  M*0*.:1"a^>  :.^  s^vio  ar.y  chance  of  ohta:ningm  aeol  in 
:.•  X-%r  h.r.-.  ■;:::  :n  h^5  A<$ort:oti  thjit  ho  :ho  H«.h:<<\  b^ut  1  thonght  it  a  priideiit  nro- 
V15  il:v- .$:  tho  ;v.'v  i-or.'.Vcr  :f  that  i<v:e:T  v-autr  r.  to  Ssrzd  a  friend  in  whom  I  Imd 
*h:  ».*>  i"  :y >.•?.;  v.:  to  tho  r\:vah  ^V•:>.  c .■"!!: .:er.vv.  That  friend  went  to  tho  ho- 
r-.cJtr.i  :•  the  .i:v;*\  ho  « .^v.\;  ovvliir.  tho  .  r»H^-h.  ar.i  n^ide  a  commnaieatioii  to  me 
o:r:3L=i*:^.v-e<  ojviu-vuxl  with   it.'     Bein^  j  ^iiiv'h  U\i  a>»  dmdedly  to  aaj^  I ' 
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a  candidate  for  tho  borough.  But,  now  I 
come  to  the  more  serious  part  of  this  un- 
founded charge  against  me — ^that  I  fo- 
mented, or  stirred  up,  or  was  in  any  way 
party  to,  or  cognisant  to,  a  petition  got  up 
against  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 
I  was  no  party,  directly  or  indirectly,  in 
any  way,  nor  had  I  the  smallest  knowledge 
that  any  such  petition  was  got  up;  and  it 
was  not  till  long  afterwards  I  heard  acci- 
dentally of  tho  petition.  I  had  no  inte- 
rest in  it — I  cared  nothing  about  it ;  and 
I  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  most 
unequivocal  way,  that  I  had  no  knowledge 
of,  and  was  in  no  way  a  party  to,  the  pe- 
tition. 

Mr.  C.  ANSTEY  wished  to  recall  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  subject  im- 
mediately before  it.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
made  seyeral  efforts  to  address  the  House 
without  obtaining  a  hearing,  and  therefore 
moved  that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  had  to  express  his 
regret  at  so  much  acrimony  and  personal 
feeling  being  displayed.  He  had  a  good 
deal  of  experience  in  public  meetings,  and 
deliberative  assemblies,  and  he  could  not 
charge  his  memory  with  recollecting  an 
occasion  when  the  question  under  con- 
sideration was  so  widely  departed  from  as 
on  the  present  occasion.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  introduced  the  Mo- 
tion, stated  that  his  object  in  doing  so  was 
to  set  Her  Majesty's  Government  right 
with  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  reinstate 
them  in  public  confidence.  But  what  de- 
gree of  credit  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man was  entitled  to  when  he  made  that 
assertion,  he  (Mr.  Reynolds)  would  leave 
the  House  to  judge.  Certainly  his  speech 
did  not  appear  to  him  (Mr.  Reynolds)  to 
be  calculated  to  improve  their  position. 
In  the  course  of  that  speech,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  appealed  to  him  to 
verify  his  assertion  as  to  the  respectability 
of  the  Catholics  who  had  been  excluded 
from  the  juries  of  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien,  of 
Mr.  Meagher,  and  of  Mr.  Mitchel.  As  a 
citizen  of  Dublin,  intimately  acquainted 
with  that  community,  he  felt  no  hesitation 
in  saying  that  those  gentlemen  of  his  creed 
who  had  been  excluded  from  those  juries 
were  men  collectively  and  individually  most 
respectable.  He  believed  that,  in  public 
and  in  private,  their  reputations  would  be 
found  to  be  unblemished,  and  their  cha- 
racters unirapcached  and  unimpeachable. 
He  (Mr.  Reynolds),  therefore,  had  always 
expressed  his  surprise  that  the  Attorney 
General  for   Ireland,  or    whoever   repre- 


sented that  {xinctionary,  thought  it  was  hi» 
duty  to  exclude  them  from  the  juries  on 
those  State  trials.  He  believed  that  foul 
play  had  been  adopted  in  the  selection  of 
those  juries  ;  he  had  always  stated  so  in 
public  and  in  private;  and  he  believed  that 
a  deep  wound  had  been  inflicted  upon  the 
administration  of  justice  in  Ireland  by  such 
selection.  During  the  debate,  he  (Mr. 
Reynolds)  had  heard  imputations  thrown 
out,  not  against  Roman  Catholics,  but  men 
who,  like  himself,  were  sincere  advocated 
for  the  restoration  of  the  Irish  people  to 
the  right  of  self-legislation;  and  was  he  ta 
be  told,  in  that  House,  thatj  because  he 
was  an  advocate  for  the  repeal  of  an  Act 
of  Parliament,  he  was  not  to  be  believed 
upon  his  oath  ?  If  they  put  forward  such 
a  doctrine  as  that,  the  people  would  de- 
spair of  receiving  justice  at  their  hands. 
He  therefore  cautioned  hon.  Gentlemen 
against  promulgating  such  doctrines;  for 
they  might  drive  the  people  to  despair, 
and  must  then  he  prepared  to  take  the 
consequences.  With  regard  to  the  seleo- 
tion  or  packing  of  the  juries,  if  ever  there 
was  a  period  when  it  should  be  an  especial 
object  to  avoid  any  complaint  on  that  head, 
this  is  the  period.  It  appeared  that  the 
Government  had  unfortunately  undertaken 
a  system  of  wholesale  prosecution — where 
it  was  to  end,  God  could  only  know;  but 
much  as  he  (Mr.  Reynolds)  was  opposed 
to  the  suspension  of  the  constitution^ 
strongly  as  he  was  opposed  to  Coercion 
Bills,  whether  they  called  them  **Arm8 
Bills,"  or  *•  Felony  Bills,"  or  **  A  Bill  for 
the  Suspension  of  the  Habeas  Corpus 
Act,"  he  would  rather  one  and  all  of 
those  Bills  should  be  enacted,  than  be 
told  that,  as  a  Roman  Catholic,  he  waff 
not  deserving  of  confidence,  and  that  he 
was  not  fit  to  be  believed  upon  his  oath. 
They  were  told  that  the  strongest  bul- 
wark of  their  liberty  was  the  trial  by 
jury;  but  he  would  be  glad  to  know 
how  they  could  get  the  people  of  Ireland 
to  believe  that  doctrine  if  they  sanctioned 
the  packing  or  selection  of  juries  ?  Re- 
ference had  been  made  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  the  former  opinions 
of  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  benches; 
he  said  they  wrote  so-and  so  on  a  certain 

!  day,  and  stated  so-and-so  on  a  certain  day, 
and  that  they  now  turned  their  backs  on 
the  principles  they  had  formerly  professed. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  accused  denied  the 
soft  impeachment,  and  so  the  matter  re- 

I  maincd  unsettled.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said,  he  never  was  a  repealer 
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— ^that,  thank  God!  whatever  false  steps 
he  might  have  taken,  he  had  not  fallen  in- 
to that  abyss — and  had  not  advocated  the 
restoration  of  the  Irish  Parliament.  If 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  done 
so,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  not  be  one  par- 
ticle less  respectable  than  he  was.  Refer- 
ence had  heen  made  to  a  speech,  which 
was  said  to  be  delivered  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  in  the  year  1841.  But 
there  was  a  mistake  in  the  date — it  ap- 
peared that  the  speech  was  delivered  in 
the  year  1840;  he  held  in  his  hand  an  ex- 
tract from  that  speech,  and  as  it  settled 
the  question,  the  House  would  probably 
permit  him  to  read  it.  It  was  taken  from 
the  Freeman's  Journal,  Octoher  7,  1840, 
Lord  Melbourne  heing  then  Prime  Minis- 
ter. The  speech  was  delivered  at  a  dinner 
given  at  Glaremorris,  and  which  was  in- 
tended to  compliment  the  then  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  the  county  of  Mayo,  both  of  whom 
were  pledged  repealers — Sir  W.  Braba- 
zon  and  Mr.  Dillon  Browne.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Athlone  was  present,  and  the  toasts  were 
as  follow:  **  Her  Majesty  the  Queen, 
Prince  Albert,  and  the  rest  of  the  Royal 
Family  resident  in  England*' — that  ex- 
cluded the  King  of  Hanover — **  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government — the  Repeal  of  the 
Union — Daniel  0  'Connell.  **  In  the  course 
of  an  eloquent  speech  delivered  by  Mr. 
Dillon  Browne,  he  went  on  to  propose, 
after  several  other  toasts  were  given,  **  the 
health  of  Daniel  O'Connell,  Esq.,  M.P.;" 
and  there  having  been  loud  calls  for  Mr. 
William  Keogh,  that  gentleman,  after  be- 
ing repeatedly  called  upon,  addressed  the 
assembly  as  follows : — 

"  I  am  as  yet  nearly  a  stranger  to  you,  and 
must  claim  your  kind  indulgence.  I  have  only 
within  the  last  few  hours  arrived  from  a  distant 
part  of  the  country.  I  thank  you  for  the  great 
honour  you  have  conferred  on  mo  in  allowing  my 
name  for  an  instant  to  bo  associated  with  the 
great  men  of  Ireland  and  of  EuroiH).  The  com- 
pliment you  have  paid  me  is  entirely  unexpected, 
and  shall  be  warmly  remembered ;  at  the  same 
time  my  breast  is  lull  of  the  subject  on  which  you 
have  debated ;  and  in  common  with  every  young 
man  who  chooses  to  enlist  in  the  ranks  of  his  fel- 
low-countrymen, it  beats  high  with  hope.  It  is 
an  honour  to  have  my  name  associated  with  the 
great  patriot  who,  after  thirty  years'  exertion,  is 
still  followed  with  undcviating  fidelity  and  undi- 
minished  love.  I  feel  that  nothing  unworthy  of 
his  great  name  should  be  stated.  Where  shall  I 
begin  ?  We  are  fighting  for  English  constitutional 
liberty,  led  on  by  0' Council,  and  supported  by  the 
most  paternal  Government  Ireland  has  ever  seen 
— ^the  Government  presided  over  by  Lord  Mcl- 
N)ume." 


He  (Mr.  Reynolds)  would  be  glad  to  know 
if  that  was  not  a  speech  sanctioning 
the  repeal  of  the  Union?  The  hon. 
Member  had  published  a  pamphlet  in 
1840,  which  contained  very  different  opin- 
ions indeed  from  those  expressed  by  him 
at  present ;  and  was  as  much  opposed  as 
possible  to  his  present  views,  at  least  ac- 
cording to  his  own  account.  A  court  of 
justice  in  England  had  decided  that  the 
mode  in  which  the  trial  of  Mr.  0*ConnelI 
had  been  conducted  in  Ireland  was  **  a 
mockery,  a  delusion,  and  a  snare;"  but 
of  all  the  acts  which  the  Irish  Government 
had  committed,  the  late  trial  was  the  most 
unprecedented. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  House  do  adjourn: — Ayes  22;  Noes 
155 :  Majority  137. 

[It  seems  sufficient  to  give  the  Ayes 
only  on  the  Division.] 


List 

Archdall,  Capt. 
Bateson,  T. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Chichester,  Lord  J. 
Christy,  S. 
Devereux,  J.  T, 
Dundas,  G. 
Dunne,  F.  P. 
Fitzgerald,  W.  R.  S. 
Fox.  R.  M. 
Galway,  Visct. 
Gaskoll,  J.  M. 
Greene,  J. 


of  the  Ayes. 

Hudson,  G. 

Ingestre,  Visot. 

Keogh,  W. 
L.      O'Connor,  F. 

Sadlier,  J. 

Scott,  hon.  F. 

Scully,  F. 

Sullivan,  F. 

Waddington,  H.  S. 

TXLLXBS. 

Anstey,  T.  C. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 


Dehate  adjourned. 
House    adjourned    at    half-past 
o'clock. 


Tiro 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Saturday,  July  22,  1848. 

MiNUTKS.]  PvBUC  BiLhB,^JUeHved  the  Rojfoi  Aaaemit 
— Consolidated  Fund ;  Poor  Removal ;  CommocM  lado- 
sure;  Game  Certificate*  for  Killing  Hants  Certifloatea 
for  Killing  Hares  (Scotland) ;  ImpriKNuneat  Ibr 
(Ireland) ;  County  Cen  (Ireland) ;  Appeals  oa  Civil  ] 
(Dublin). 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Saturday,  July  22,  1848. 


MiNUTKS.]  PuDuc  Bills. —10  Rum,  &e.,  Dutieat  ] 

Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland);  Metropolitan  < 

of  Sewers. 
2o  Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland). 
Reported. — Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Irdaod). 
30  and  passed ; — Hal)eaa  Corpus  Suspension  (Iraind). 
PaTiTioNS  Prbskntbd.]    By  Mr.  Corry,  ftom  ttit  i 

Jury  of  the  County  of  Tyrone,  for  the  SupprariQn  of 

Clubs  and  Seditious  Journals  (Ireland). 

SUSPENSION  OF   THE  HABEAS   CORPUS 
(IRELAND). 
Lord  J.  RUSSELL  rose  to  bring  for* 
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ward  the  Motion  of  which  he  had  given 
notice,  namely — 

"  For  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  empower  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  or  other  Chief  Governor  or  Go- 
vemors  of  Ireland,  to  apprehend  and  detain  until 
the  Ist  day  of  March,  1849,  such  Persons  as  he  or 
they  shall  suspect  of  conspiring  against  Her  Ma- 
jes^'s  Person  and  Government." 

The  nohle  Lord  said:'  I  never  felt  so  deep  a 
concern  in  bringing  any  question  before  the 
House  as  that  which  I  now  feel  in  pro- 
posing to  the  House  to  suspend  for  a 
limited  time  the  constitutional  liberties  of 
Ireland.  I  feel,  however,  at  the  same 
time,  that  the  measure  I  am  about  to  pro- 
pose is  necessary  for  the  preservation  of 
life  and  property  in  Ireland — that  it  is  ne- 
cessary for  the  purpose  of  preventing  blood- 
shed— that  it  is  necessary  to  stop  an  in- 
cipient insurrection — and  that  it  is  emi- 
nently called  for  in  respect  to  the  safety  of 
the  British  empire.  With  this  conviction 
in  my  mind,  therefore,  I  shall  proceed 
without  any  further  preface  or  apology  to 
state  to  the  House  the  grounds  upon  which 
I  rest  the  proposition  I  am  about  to  pro- 
pose. It  appears  to  me,  Sir,  that  it  is 
absolutely  necessary  I  should  prove  three 
things  as  the  grounds  of  my  proposition. 
One  is,  that  the  present  state  of  things  in 
Ireland  is  fraught  with  evil — that  it  threat- 
ens danger — and  that  we  are  on  the  eve 
of  an  outbreak  if  it  is  not  timely  prevented. 
The  second  is,  that  there  are  means  suffi- 
cient to  produce  great  injury  and  great 
danger  unless  some  measure  is  adopted  to 
avoid  them.  And  the  third  is,  that  the 
measure  which  I  shall  have  the  honour  to 
propose,  is  that  remedy  which  appears 
most  appropriate  in  the  present  calamitous 
state  of  Ireland.  With  respect  to  the  first 
of  these  propositions — the  present  state  of 
Ireland — I  do  not  propose  to  rest  my  case 
on  any  secret  information,  on  any  grounds 
known  solely  to  the  Goveniment  of  this 
country  or  of  Ireland — upon  any  informa- 
tion resting  upon  doubtful  or  uncertain 
evidence  as  regards  the  accomplices  in  the 
proposed  rebellion — I  propose  to  rest  my 
case  upon  facts  which  are  patent,  noto- 
rious, and  flagrant.  This  House  is  aware 
that  a  good  number  of  years  ago,  after  the 
passing  of  the  Emancipation  Act  in  1829, 
there  were  formed  various  associations  in 
Ireland  succeeding  one  another,  under  the 
direction  of  the  late  Mr.  O'Connell,  for  the 
promotion  of  the  repeal  of  the  legislative 
Union.  The  House  is  likewise  aware,  that 
while  in  those  associations,  and  in  the 
meetings — the  most  numerous  meetings — 


which  took  place  on  some  occasions  for 
the  purpose  of  promoting  this  repeal,  the 
most  exciting  language  was  used;  while 
there  was  every  appearance  that  that  lan- 
guage might  lead  to  insurrection,  there 
was  on  the  part  of  the  leader  of  that  agita- 
tion a  frequent  and  emphatic  declaration 
that,  in  his  opinion,  no  political  object 
was  worth  one  single  drop  of  blood,  and 
that  it  was  only  by  the  force  of  demon- 
strations, by  great  numbers,  by  uniting 
all  the  people  of  Ireland  in  one  exhibi- 
tion of  feeling  and  opinion  —  that  their 
object,  the  repeal  of  the  Union,  was  to 
be  accomplished.  I  am  not  making  any 
comment  on  these  proceedings.  I  am  not 
saying  whether  they  were  la^vful,  whether 
they  were  wise,  or  whether  they  were  just. 
I  only  recall  to  the  recollection  of  the  House 
facts  which  are  already  known.  Towards 
the  end,  however,  of  that  course  of  agita- 
tion, and  likewise  towards  the  end  of  the 
life  of  Mr.  0*Connell,  there  broke  away 
from  the  old  Repeal  Association  a  new 
party,  which  took  a  course  different  both 
in  its  objects  and  the  means  by  which  they 
proposed  to  effect  those  objects.  The  ob- 
ject which  Mr.  O'Connell  and  the  Repeal 
Association  had  held  out  to  the  people  of 
Ireland  was,  that  the  Act  of  Union  might 
be  repealed — that  a  Parliament  might  sit 
in  Ireland,  constituted  of  Lords  and  Com- 
mons— and  that,  as  a  Parliament  had  sat 
in  Ireland  from  1782  to  1800,  so  likewise, 
by  the  repeal  of  the  Union,  another  Par- 
liament might  be  revived  to  legislate  for 
Ireland.  They  also  declared  that  they 
desired  to  attain  that  object  only  by  peace- 
ful agitation.  The  new  confederacy,  by 
whatever  name  they  were  called,  held  forth 
their  object  at  first  somewhat  covertly  and 
ambiguously,  but  more  openly  as  they  pro- 
ceeded— although  I  think  it  was  quite  evi- 
dent to  any  one  who  examined  their  lan- 
guage from  the  beginning,  that  their  ob- 
ject was  a  total  separation  of  Ireland  from 
the  dominions  of  the  Crown.  They  held, 
on  certain  lax  conditions,  a  sort  of  alle- 
giance to  the  Sovereign  of  this  country; 
but  their  object  evidently  was,  that  they 
should  be  totally  independent,  and  that  no 
counsels  of  the  Sovereign  of  this  country 
were  at  all  to  affect  the  course  of  legisla- 
tion or  administration  in  Ireland.  They 
pointed  clearly,  as  I  think,  to  the  separa- 
tion of  the  two  nations,  and  to  the  inde- 
pendence of  Ireland  under  some  other  form 
of  government  ;  for,  whatever  might  be 
thought — whatever  I,  for  one,  might  think 
of  the  proposal  of  the  repeal  of  the  legis- 
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lative  Union,  as  tending  to  a  dismember- 
ment of  the  empire,  that  was  a  matter  of 
reasoning,  of  argument,  and  of  proof — the 
separation  which  these  persons  contended 
for  was  obvious  on  the  face  of  their  pro- 
ceedings and  proposals.  Likewise,  as  to 
the  means  by  which  they  proposed  to  effect 
their  object — those  means,  from  the  begin- 
ning, were  distinguished  by  the  application 
of  the  term  "physical  force,"  as  opposed 
to  *  *  moral  force,  * '  which  designated  the  mode 
of  operation  by  the  old  repealers.  By  the 
term  *  *  physical  force,  * '  they  intended  no  less 
than  rebellion  against  the  Crown  of  this 
kingdom.  They  thought  by  means  of  rebel- 
lion, if  successful,  to  establish  the  separate 
Goyemment  at  which  they  aimed.  What- 
ever might  be  the  thin  disguise  assumed  at 
first  as  to  their  object,  or  as  to  the  want 
of  power  of  carrying  it  into  effect,  a  great 
change  has  been  produced  by  the  events 
which  have  taken  place  within  the  last  few 
months.  The  misfortune  which  fell  upon 
Ireland  of  the  blight  in  the  potato  crop, 
and  the  consequent  want  of  food  by  mil- 
lions of  her  people — the  imperfections 
which  naturally  belong  to  any  plan  of  en- 
deavouring by  artificial  means  to  feed  those 
who  are  deprived  of  their  ordinary  subsist- 
ence— afforded  to  those  who  were  looking 
to  the  separation  of  Ireland  from  this  coun- 
try the  means  of  furthering  their  objects, 
and  of  exciting  the  passions  of  the  people 
against  this  country.  Be  it  observed  that, 
as  far  as  I  know,  they  never  did  anything 
to  assuage  that  calamity.  While  8,000,000^. 
were  lavishly  poured  into  Ireland  by  the 
vote  of  this  House — while  400,000Z.  were 
contributed  by  the  voluntary  assistance  of 
persons  in  this  country  and  Scotland,  who 
could  not  bear  to  see  their  fellow-subjects 
perishing — all  that  was  contributed  by  these 
parties  were  seditious  harangues,  inflam- 
matory appeals  to  the  passions  of  the  peo- 
ple— and  endeavours  to  misrepresent  the 
motives  and  amount  of  the  contributions  of 
this  country.  When  Ireland  was  in  some 
degree,  and  but  very  slowly,  recovering 
from  this  great  calamity — when  the  evils 
consequent  upon  it,  although  still  very  se- 
vere, were  somewhat  mitigated,  there  oc- 
curred an  event  in  a  neighbouring  country 
which  has  been  productive  of  encourage- 
ment to  all  who  wish  the  overthrow  of  our 
institutions;  to  all  who  wish  to  promote  re- 
bellion; to  all  who  believe  that  the  Throne 
*nd  authority  of  this  empire  can  be  over- 
sown by  revolt — I  allude  to  the  event 
h  occurred  in  France  in  the  month  of 
'  last.     We  cannot  forget,  that 


immediately  upon  that  event  a  depntation 
was  sent  over  to  Paris,  comprising  amongst 
its  numbers  a  Member  of  this  House,  with 
the  view  of  asking  assistance  from  a  coun- 
try which  had  just  set  the  example  of  re- 
volution, against  the  authority  of  this  GK>- 
vemment.  The  attempt  was  unsuccessful. 
The  Government  of  that  country,  although 
sprung  out  of  a  revolution,  felt  that  its  du- 
ties towards  neighbouring  countries  were 
paramount,  and  refused  to  lend  its  aid  to 
their  designs.  Their  projects,  however, 
went  on,  and  there  was  little  or  no  dis* 
guise  any  further  attempted  as  to  what 
they  really  intended.  We  may  all  remem« 
her  that  a  newspaper  was  set  up,  called 
the  United  Irishman,  to  whose  arguments 
I  will  not  call  the  attention  of  this  House 
with  any  view  to  the  author  of  the  articles, 
because  he  is  now  suffering  the  penalty  of 
the  offence  which  he  committed;  but  I  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact,  be- 
cause the  sympathy  which  has  been  ezhi* 
bited  towards  him  by  this  party  in  Ireland 
shows  that  they  identify  themselves  with 
the  sentiments  which  were  expressed  by 
the  author  of  those  articles,  and  which 
were  found  in  Ireland  to  be  articles  tend- 
ing to  the  overthrow  of  the  Government  of 
the  country,  and  to  the  deposition  of  the 
Queen  from  her  crown  and  dignity.  It  is 
notorious  that  every  kind  of  sympathy  has 
been  shown,  and  that  every  sort  of  indig* 
nation  has  been  expressed,  that  a  person 
who  had  avowed  such  sentiments  should 
have  been  punished.  It  has  been  declared 
that  he  is  one  of  the  best  patriots  of  Ire* 
land,  and  that  so  far  from  deserving  pun- 
ishment he  merited  reward.  Other  papers 
were  subsequently  set  up  which  followed  in 
the  same  steps;  and  I  now  hold  in  my 
hand  a  newspaper  called  the  Irish  jPefen, 
and  so  called  because  that  individual  was 
convicted  of  a  felony;  I  wish  to  read  a 
passage  from  the  writings  of  one  person, 
a  contributor  to  that  paper,  who  signs 
himself  "  James  F.  Lalor,**  in  which  I 
think  will  be  found  the  general  spirit  of 
the  sentiments  which  have  been  ex- 
pressed by  these  Confederates.  The  wri- 
ter says — 

"  Wc  hold  the  prcsont  existing  Government  of 
this  island,  and  all  existing  rights  of  property  in 
our  soil,  to  be  mere  usurpation  and  tyranny,  and 
to  bo  null  and  void,  as  of  moral  effeot ;  anid  oar 
purpose  is  to  abolish  them  utterly,  or  loae  our 
lives  in  the  attempt.  The  right  founded  on  con- 
quest, and  affirmed  by  laws  made  by  the  conquer- 
ors themselves,  we  regard  as  no  other  than  the 
riglit  of  the  robber  on  a  Larger  scale.  We  owe 
no  obedience  to  laws  enacted  by  another 
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without  our  assent,  nor  respect  to  assumed  rights 
of  property  which  are  starving  and  exterminating 
our  people.  The  present  salvation  and  future  se- 
curity of  this  country  require  that  the  English 
Government  should  at  once  be  abolished,  and 
the  English  garrison  of  landlords  instantly  ex- 
pelled." 

He  goes  on  to  state  the  means  by  which 
this  is  to  be  done : — 

"  We  advise,  (he  says),  the  people  to  organise 
and  arm  at  once  in  their  own  defence.  We  mean 
to  assist  them,  and  to  set  an  example  by  organis- 
ing and  arming  ourselves." 

Now,  Sir,  I  do  think  that  in  these  extracts 
is  contained,  in  a  few  words,  a  true  de- 
scription of  the  object  of  this  conspiracy, 
and  of  the  means  by  which  that  object  is 
to  be  effected.  It  is  declared  at  once, 
first,  that  the  Imperial  Government — ^not 
the  English  Government,  but  the  Govern- 
ment which  represents  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland — is  to  be  utterly  abolished.  It 
proposes  to  take  away  from  the  Queen  all 
authority  over  Ireland.  It  proposes,  at 
the  same  time,  to  abolish  at  once  all  rights 
of  property — save,  indeed,  that  there  is 
made  a  sort  of  menacing  salvo  with  respect 
to  those  who  shall  break  their  oaths  of  al- 
legiance and  join  in  a  rebellion.  But  with 
respect  to  the  great  body  of  those  who  hold 
property  in  Ireland,  however  acquired  and 
however  held,  the  threat  is  that  they  are 
to  be  deprived  of  it,  and  those  rights  of 
property  are  to  be  utterly  abolished.  It  is 
proposed  that  the  means  for  effecting  this 
object  should  be  by  the  people  arming 
themselves,  and  being  thus  ready  to  en- 
counter any  force  which  the  authorities 
may  have  at  their  disposal.  Another  arti- 
cle, written  more  recently,  appeared  in  the 
Nation  of  July  the  3rd,  of  which  I  will 
state  the  general  purport.  The  article  is 
headed  "The  Value  of  an  Irish  Harvest;*' 
and  it  states  that  there  is  now  growing  on 
the  Irish  soil  about  80,000,000/.  worth  of 
produce,  and  that  it  will  be  for  the  Irish 
League,  consisting  of  a  council  of  three 
hundred,  or  such  other  governments  as 
may  be  appointed,  to  consider  in  what 
manner  that  produce  shall  be  apportioned 
— what  portion  of  it  may  be  given  as  an 
indemnity  to  those  who  now  hold  rights  of 
property  in  that  country;  what  portion  of 
it  should  be  given  to  encourage  industry 
and  manufactures  in  Ireland;  and  what 
portion  of  it  may  be  necessary  for  the  pur- 
poses of  government;  but  evidently  intend- 
ing that  none  of  the  existing  rights  of  pro- 
perty shall  be  acknowledged;  but  that  the 
whole  of  the  produce  of  the  Irish  soil  shall, 
by  one  sweeping  act  of  confiscation,  be 


held  by  and  be  at  the  disposal  of  these 
masters  of  what  the  French  have  called 
the  *•  Red  Republic" — men  who  have  no 
regard  whatever  to  any  of  the  existing 
rules  of  our  social  state,  or  to  any  of  those 
purposes  for  which  society  has  been  found- 
ed and  is  kept  together — but  men  who 
give  to  the  mind  and  the  appetite  of  those 
who  are  without  property  or  character 
themselves  a  vision  that  the  whole  of  that 
produce  which  has  been  the  fruit  of  regular 
mdustry — which  has  been  the  fruit  of  the 
institutions  of  society — which  has  been  the 
fruit  of  property  guarded  and  of  rights  en- 
forced by  those  institutions,  shall  by  one 
desolating  measure  be  distributed  accord- 
ing to  the  will  and  arbitrament  of  the  rulers 
of  that  republic.  I  think  I  need  not  quote 
further  to  prove  this  fact.  But  there  is 
one  document  more  to  which  1  will  refer 
in  regard  to  the  objects  of  these  con- 
federates, because  those  objects  are  set 
forth  in  it  evidently  for  the  purpose  of 
quieting  alarm.  I  allude  to  the  resolu- 
tions passed  at  a  meeting  held  in  Dublin 
on  the  night  of  Saturday,  July  15,  1848. 
It  had  been  stated  in  Ireland,  and  by  none 
more  earnestly  than  by  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy,  that  ii  such  a  confederation  as  has 
been  formed  should  succeed  in  its  purposes, 
there  would  be  an  end  to  all  respect  for  re- 
ligion, and  to  all  regard  for  what  men  have 
hitherto  held  sacred,  and  that  the  rule  of 
brute  force  would  be  established.  In  order 
to  prevent  the  alarm  which  the  doctrines 
held  by  these  confederates  have  naturally 
excited,  there  was  a  meeting  of  the  officers 
of  what  are  called  the  Dublin  Clubs  held 
on  Saturday  night,  July  15,  at  which  Mr. 
John  B.  Dillon,  described  as  the  president 
of  the  Curran  Club,  took  the  chair.  At 
that  meeting  the  following  resolutions  were 
moved  by  Mr.  William  S.  O'Brien,  M.  P., 
seconded  by  Mr.  Richard  0 'Gorman,  pre- 
sident of  the  Oliver  Bond  Club,  and  adopt- 
ed unanimously : — 

**  That  the  systematic  efforts  made  by  writers 
in  the  pay  of  the  British  Government  to  cause  it 
to  be  believed  that  the  repeal  clubs  of  Ireland  aro 
organised  for  purposes  of  pillage  and  massacre, 
and  for  the  overthrow  of  religion  and  social  order, 
render  it  expedient  that  we  should  define  the  real 
objects  of  the  club  organisation  ;  be  it  therefore 
resolved  and  declared — 

"  That  the  purposes  and  end  of  our  organisation 
are  the  overthrow  of  the  power  of  the  British  le- 
gislation in  this  island ; 

"  That  while  we  are  firmly  resolved  to  abstain, 
in  our  political  capacity,  fi-om  any  interference  in 
matters  of  a  religious  or  sectarian  character,  we 
are  not  the  less  desirous  that  religion  should  be 
upheld,  and  the  legitimate  influence  of  its  miuisten 
maintained  in  its  integrity. 
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**  That  BO  fiir  from  desiring  to  overthrow  social 
order,  and  to  subject  our  country  to  universal 
anarchy,  our  first  anxiety  has  been,  and  is,  to  se- 
cure the  legislative  independence  of  our  country 
with  the  least  possible  injury  to  any  class  of  its 
inhabitants  ;  and  in  the  accomplishment  of  these 
our  designs  we  hope  to  put  an  end  for  ever  to  the 
Bu£Fering8  and  the  disorders  which  have  never  ceas- 
ed to  afflict  our  people  under  the  sway  of  Bri- 
tain." -^ 

The  House  will  see  in  this  disclaimer  that 
they  meant  to  associate  for  purposes  of  pil- 
lage and  massacre,  that  they  do  not  disguise 
that  their  object  is  not  to  obtain  a  repeal  of 
the  Union,  but  to  overthrow  altogether  the 
sway  of  the  Government  which  they  are 
bound  to  obey;  and  that  nothing  less  than 
the  dismemberment  of  the  empire  would 
satisfy  their  wishes  and  aspirations.  So 
much,  then,  I  think,  from  their  own  con- 
fession, may  be  taken  as  to  what  is  their 
object.  You  may  believe  with  me  or  not, 
that  in  the  accomplishment  of  that  object, 
they  would  necessarily  overthrow  the  sway 
of  religion,  and  the  existence  of  property 
as  it  is  now  held  in  Ireland;  but  this  you 
must  believe,  that  it  is  a  traitorous  conspi- 
racy intended  to  overthrow  the  Government 
of  the  united  kingdom,  and  to  put  some 
new  national  authority,  republican  or  other- 
wise, in  its  place,  which  is  hereafter  to 
rule  Ireland  as  a  separate  country.  That 
I  say  is  the  least — rating  their  objects  as 
you  will — that  is  the  smallest  end  to  which 
you  can  believe  them  to  aspire.  I  come 
now.  Sir,  to  that  which  I  have  stated  would 
be  the  second  proposition  which  I  should 
have  to  submit  to  tlie  House — namely,  that 
there  are  formidable  means  preparing  in- 
tended to  produce  rebellion,  and  which  are 
only  too  likely  to  end  in  rebellion,  against 
the  authorities  which  now  exist.  Sir,  al- 
though there  may  be  projects  of  the  most 
injurious  and  of  the  most  mischievous  cha- 
racter, yet  if  those  projects  are  entertained 
by  a  few  persons  only — if  they  are  enter- 
tained by  some  obscure  club  or  insignifi- 
cant association,  such  is  the  free  constitu- 
tion of  the  Government  of  this  country, 
which  permits  every  kind  of  opinion  to  be 
expressed,  it  would  be  felt  that  we  should 
be  sacrificing  the  greater  to  the  less  if  we 
were  to  intei-fcro  by  means  of  any  extraor- 
dinary law  to  crush  an  evil  in  itself  small 
in  amount,  and  not  to  be  compared  to  the 
general  advantage  and  good  arising  from 
the  perfect  liberty  of  opinion  which  every 
man  in  this  country  has  a  right  to  enjoy. 
But  although  I  believed  for  a  time  such 
WAS  the  nature  of  these  projects,  and  al- 
'x^h  I  had  hoped  that  such  would  have 
lued  to  bo  the  case,  yet  I  am  sorry  to 


say  that  all  the  accounts  that  we  liave  re- 
ceived from  Ireland  have  tended  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  organisation  proposed 
by  these  confederates  is  formidable— that 
'  it  is  rapidly  extendmg — and  that  in  some 
parts  of  the  country  they  and  the  persons 
associated  with  these  confederates  are  al- 
ready ripe  for  rebellion.  After  the  law 
was  passed  by  this  House,  somewhere 
about  the  month  of  April,  which  gave  the 
power  of  bringing  before  a  court  of  justice 
for  felony  persons  who  were  conspiring  to 
depose  the  Sovereign,  or  to  levy  war 
against  the  Sovereign,  and  by  which  law 
a  great  check  was  placed  upon  the  designs 
of  conspirators  in  Ireland,  a  confederation 
was  formed  in  the  organisation  of  clubs, 
and  it  was  determined  to  send  missionaries 
into  the  country  with  a  view  of  persuading 
persons  in  the  great  towns,  and  even  in 
small  towns  and  villages,  to  adopt  a  similar 
organisation.  For  a  time  those  efforts  did 
not  succeed.  The  accounts  we  received 
from  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  tend- 
ed to  induce  us  to  believe  that  that  organi- 
sation would  not  become  immediately  for- 
midable. But  very  soon  those  accounts 
changed  their  character,  and  both  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  and  the  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland,  founding  themselves  upon  what 
they  saw  in  Dublin  and  upon  the  accounts 
received  from  the  country,  pronounced  that 
the  confederacy  of  clubs  was  becoming  or- 
ganised, numerous,  and  formidable.  It  is, 
however,  chiefly  within  the  last  month  that 
these  proceedings  have  assumed  the  cha- 
racter which  I  am  about  to  detail  to  the 
House.  In  the  first  place,  I  will  refer  to  a 
private  letter  which  Lord  Clarendon  direct- 
ed to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  in  the 
beginning  of  this  month,  in  respect  to  the 
then  state  of  things.     He  stated  that — 

"  A  decision  need  not  be  immediately  come  to 
by  Tier  Majesty's  Government;  but  I  am  afraid 
tliat  before  the  Parliament  is  prorogued  the  Go- 
vernment will  have  to  determine  whether  they 
shall  ask  for  greater  powers  from  Parliament,  or 
pernjit  the  organisation  for  an  immediate  civil 
war  to  remain  unmolested." 

The  accounts  received  through  the  consta- 
bulary reports,  at  the  same  time,  from  dif- 
ferent parts  of  Ireland  were  of  an  equally 
formidable  character.  On  the  3rd  July 
the  following  account  was  received  from 
Tipperary  : — 

"  There  have  been  five  Confederate  clubs  formed 
at  Carrick-on-Suir;  they  have  about  600  members 
in  all.  No  persons  but  members  are  admitted  to 
their  meetings.  Their  objcet  seems  to  be  ascer- 
tain their  strength  in  case  of  insurrection." 
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On  the  6th  of  July,  the  following  account  j  ^ry  were  refused  admission  by  a  sentinel  at  the 

was  received  from  Meath  :—  door  who  stetcd  that  he  would  only  admit  them 

,    -  „        1  i^,  ,  ,   , ,    .    over  his  dead  body  ;  they,  consequently,  could  ob- 

';  A  meetmg  tofomi  a  Repeal  Club  was  held  at  |  ^^^^  ^^  information  as  to  the  proceedings  of  the 

Tnm  on  the  Zlst  mst.     Messrs.  Duffy  and  Dillon  ,  ^lub." 

were  present  and  addressed   the  people,   urged  .  ^     li.     i  a*i.     r  t  i      ai.  x  r         n     i 

them  to  provide  arms,  and  said  they  expected  to  \  ^n  the  10th  of  July,  the  report  from  Cork 
see  the  constabulary  in  the  front  rank  of  the  Irish 
National  Guard." 


On  the  6th  of  July,  the  following  was  re- 
ceived from  the  county  Louth  : — 

"  The  United  Irishman  Club  met  at  Dundalk  on 
the  20th  ult.,  about  fifty  persons  present.  The 
usual  speeches  were  made.  A  Mr.  Boxton  said, 
he  would  endeavour  to  put  the  Government  down 
junless  they  put  him  down;  and  if  he  were  trans- 
ported there  were  others  to  take  his  place." 

The  following  was  the  account  from  Wex- 
ford on  the  7th  of  July  : — 

"  A  meeting  of  the  Repeal  Club  was  held  at 
Bree  on  the  2nd  inst.  Mr.  Whitty  proposed  seve- 
ral violent  resolutions,  that  none  but  men  of  good 
character  be  admitted — no  policemen  to  be  ad- 
mitted without  a  warrant.  A  Mr.  Devin  pro- 
duced a  pattern  of  a  cheap  pike  for  poor  persons, 
urged  the  people  to  arm  and  drill,  and  suggested 
mwles  of  attack,  Ac" 

I  should  say  that  the  method  pursued  hy 
these  confederates  was  in  general  to  sum- 
mon a  meeting  for  some  political  object,  to 
harangue  that  meeting  in  violent  speeches, 
and  immediately  afterwards  to  form  an  as- 
sociation or  club  which  was  to  meet  se- 
cretly. There  clearly  have  been  in  all 
these  instances,  in  the  first  place,  a 
meeting  in  which  some  speech  was  made 
of  a  violent  character ;  but  meetings 
then  followed  week  after  week,  in  which 
no  persons  were  admitted  but  these  who 
belonged  to  the  Confederation ;  and  if 
any  person  presented  himself  to  be  ad- 
mitted, such  as  a  policeman,  for  tjie 
purpose  of  giving  information  to  the  Go- 
■^rnment,  or  who  went  as  a  loyal  man,  to 
observe  their  proceedings,  he  was  carefully 
excluded.  The  account  received  from  Cork, 
on  the  7th  of  July,  is  this : — 

"There  are  now  about  15  Confederate  clubs 
formed,  or  in  the  course  of  formation,  in  this  city,  !  perfectly  legal  ;  that  each  club  should  consist  of 


was  this — 

"  There  are  15  clubs  in  Cork  ;  'their  effective 
members  are,  it  is  said,  4,000.  Mr.  Thomas  F. 
Meagher  recently  attended  a  meeting  of  the 
officers  of  the  difiercnt  clubs  ;  he  is  about  to  pro- 
ceed to  America  on  a  mission  of  importance. 
Th6  police  applied  at  the  following  clubs  for  ad* 
mission,  the  first  six  refused  it : — *  Citizen,*  *  Mer- 
cantile Assistants,'  *  Arthur  O'Connor,*  *  Robert 
Emmctt,*  'St.  Patrick's,'  'Lord  Edward  Fitz- 
gerald,' *  Wolfe  Tone,^  *  William  Orr,'  and  *  Felon 
Club' — in  the  three  last  there  was  no  business 
doing." 

Now,  these  names  are  to  be  remarked,  as 
some  of  them  are  the  names  of  persons 
who  were  conspicuous  in  the  rebellion  of 
1798,  and  they  show  clearly  that  the  in- 
tention was  to  imitate  the  example  of  those 
times.  The  report  from  Cork,  on  the  11th 
of  July,  runs  thus  : — 

"  Great  exertions  are  made  by  the  leaders  of 
the  clubs  in  Cork  to  complete  their  organisation  ; 
the  members  are  well  supplied  with  firearms  and 
pikes — the  latter  are  readily  sold  for  I*.  3d.  each. 
From  the  reign  of  terror  which  prevails,  little  in- 
fonnation  can  be  liad." 

On  the  13th  of  July,  an  account  is  given 
of  a  meeting  held  at  Orossbany,-  in  the 
county  of  Cork,  ou  the  2nd  inst.,  to  form 
a  Confederate  club.     They  advised — 

"  The  people  to  arm,  and  demand  their  rights, 
*  with  a  clean  steel  in  the  hand  of  every  man.*  Not 
more  than  150  persons  attended  ;  informations 
have  been  sworn  as  to  the  words  used.** 

On  the  14th  July— 

"  The  Rev.  Mr.  Coone,  Roman  Catholic  clergy- 
man, addressed  his  congregation  at  Minnane, 
county  of  Cork,  and  urged  strongly  their  joining 
a  Confederate  club,  which  Mr.  Luke  J.  Shea 
would  form  after  mass.  Mr.  Shea,  who  is  a  ma- 
gistrate of  the  county,  soon  afler  addressed  the- 
people  in  the  chapel  yard  ;  he  urged  them  to  join 
the  club,  said  he  would  not  do  so  if  it  were  not 


and  probably  about  2,000  names  enrolled  in  them 
there  are  few,  if  any,  respectable  persons  amongst 
thcni  ;  some  of  these  clubs  have  been  open  to  the 
police  visiting  them ;  at  a   few,  admission   has 
been  refused.** 


300  fighting  men ;  that  the  clubs  all  over  the 
country  should  be  in  communication  with  each 
other,  under  tliosc  in  Dublin.  Not  more  tlian  20 
persons  enrolled  their  names.** 

,1  wish,  now,  to  state  the  occurrences  which 

^-'1!'    xl'^.i'.^^u'!?*  '  ^"^  ^""""^  '  ^^^^^  t^^^"  P^»^«  ""^  ^^''^  *^"^  Droghcda, 

^.^^^  ^^^  beginning  of  the  present  month. 

At  Cork,  a  meeting  was  lield,  which  was 
attended  by  all  the  clubs,  who  marched, 
or,  as  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  terms  it,  **  walk- 
ed,'* in  regular  order,  and  who  attended 
what    he    afterwards    calls    **  a    review." 


day,  Btatcs  that — 

"A  meeting  of  Confederates,  took  place  at 
Skibborecn  on  the  2nd,  to  enrol  a  National  Guard ; 
the  speakers  advised  arming  and  organisation ;  it 
was  stated  140  names  were  enrolled.** 

On  the  8th  of  July,  the  following  account 
was  received  from  Wexford : — 

"  A  meeting  of  the  Enniscarthy  club  was  held 
on  the  3rd  inst. :  a  man  named  Dwyre  attended, 
bearing  a  pole,  with  a  pike  on  it.    The  constabu- 
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There  was  an  inspection  of  the  clubs ;  and 
the  report  states  that — 
"As  each  club  passed,  the  president  announced 
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ilN  iinino,  and  nil  ffavo  tlio  Miluto.  Mr.  O'Brien 
^vlLtoll(Hl  o.'iiilioiiHly  to  hoc  that  oaoh  man  ^avc  the 
wtlulo ;  an<l  wlu>nuvor  a  ]»arty  for^rut  to  do  8(i,  liu 
n'hukiMl  hini,  uccasionally  Hayin^r,  *  JuHt  tmich 
your  liatH  aM  you  walk  alon^.*  The  St.  Patrick's 
(•luh,  having  lialto<l  in  front  of  him  for  a  moment, 
ho  vrm\  out,  *  l>o  move  aU)ng,  and,  wlien  you  meet 
the  t)ther  olub,  turn  to  the  east,  as  I  want  to  nee 
what  kind  of  nion  the  iwitriota  of  In^land  an*.' 
On  one  of  the  rluhs  iiaMsin;;,  ho  remarked  on  tlie 
nundier  of  youn;r  hoy8  in  it,  to  whieh  Town-coun- 
cilU>r  Mullau  rt'plii'd,  •  AVo  are  p:irticular  to  eni*ol 
none  undt'r  U\  yrar.H  of  aire,  imd  all  thetno  will  be 
found  to  eome  up  to  that.*  Mr.  (>'Hrien  havinn^ 
diHa]»proved  of  the  order  in  whieh  one  I'luh 
laarehed,  one  of  the  members  said,  '  We  want  a 
little  diseiplim'  yet.  Sir,  but  we  an*  willing  to 
lenni.*  To  which  Mr.  0*r>rien  said,  in  an  auiho- 
ritntive  tone, '  Ket»i»  up  ytuir  plaees,  and  be  silent.* 
A  woman  hen>  rushed  forwanl  and  exelaimed, 
•  Thnv  eluH»rs  for  the  Kin^  of  Munster  :  *  to  which 
Mr.  0*Hrien  replied,  *  Not  yet — not  yet ;  no  shout- 
inp — no  tdioutin^.'  ** 

Now,  Sir.  it  is  to  bo  remark  oil  that  there 
were  afterwards  meetings  of  the  ehibs  at 
Progheda  and  at  IhibHn.  and  at  both  those 
meetinirs  Mr.  Smith  OM>rien  adverted  in 
liis  sjHHvhes  to  what  he  said  had  been 
oalW  his  ivview  at  Cork— stating  that 
the  numbers  that  attended  the  review 
>ven^  very  oonsiderabK'' :  that  they  were 
ready  to  arm  themselves,  and  to  appear 
when  they  were  eaUed  for.  Another  event 
to  which  I  wisli  to  alhide  took  plaee  at 
Waterfonl.  A  Mr.  Meagher,  who  is  one 
well  known  for  having  ui^ed  h\ngr»age  fre- 
quently e\eit;ng  the  people  to  rehellion 
and  insurrivtion.  was  arrested  at  Water- 
ford,  on  a  eharge  of  sedition.  Several 
thousand  persons  ei»llee:ed  together  wished 
to  rosov.o  Mr.  Me.^^hor;  h;i:  he  doolarod 
tlia;  it  wov.-d  be  wasting  the  Movvl  of  the 
Irish  people  to  attempt  sueh  a  thing.  Yl.e 
Uoman  i\ith.olio  elergy,  I  ar»i  b»nind  to 
say.  used  all  tlieir  elVorts  to  keep  tl;e  peaee. 
and  Mr.  Meagher  was  eor.veyod  without 
resist  a  nee  o;;t  c^i  the  tv>wu  of  Watertord. 
There  was  sox^n  a  fi  or  wards  a  nurting. 
\^  1; i  ^■'V.  a  >  >e : *.il  'led  on  a  ni o\:n  t  a  i n  w  o'.l  k n v  w  r. 
in  t'.-.e  p/.i:lea'.  M>t.-'vy  ot*  Irolan.l.  ea'.ied 
S'.iexo'.^i^v.o:*.  whioh  was  attended,  s.^:r.e 
saA,  Vv  :-.^vV.  a:;d  .':Vr>  bv  P.O-M^tvr- 
>^s,  to  h,.;;  Vv.  Veac:^ev,'M:.  l\;;c^"x, 
a:^l  x-^iiv^.     Wlu::  Mr.  Moa.::vr  ivtur- 

"V. 


"  It  being  now  ten  o'clock  at  night,  and  dark, 
I  resolved  to  go  to  tho  end  of  the  bridge,  where 
many  thousands  were  waiting.  .  .  .  There 
were  no  ]>olitic8  spoken  of,  but  that  all  tho  plans 
wore  making  to  upset  the  authorities,  so  that  they 
may  Iiave  the  plunder.  One  fellow  said,  '  I  am 
against  plunder  ;*  *  Well,  and  so  am  I,'  was  the 
answer ;  '  but  it  is  not  plunder ;  they  once  got  it 
from  us,  and  it  must  be  our  turn  now.*  ThS  was 
the  solo  and  serious  burden  of  their  song  ;  and  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that,  unloBi  Govern- 
ment tjike  instant  steps,  although  they  will  in  tho 
end  get  the  better  of  these  people,  before  that 
much  proiierty  and  the  lives  of  nuiny  respectable 
|»eople  will  be  sacrificed.** 

I  can  answer  for  the  character  of  the  gen- 
tleman who  wrote  that  letter,  being  a  man 
of  experience,  both  in  civil  life  and  in  for- 
eign war,  and  of  as  much  courage  and 
firmness  as  any  man  who  is  in  the  service 
of  Her  3ilajesty.  The  state  of  Waterford 
has  been  described  to  me  by  other  persons, 
and  I  have  seen  many  letters  fron)  persons 
who  either  were  in  the  neighbourhood  at 
the  time,  or  who  went  there  immediatdj 
afterwards,  some  of  those  persons  being 
connected  with  the  place  bj  the  Ues  of 
property  and  family,  and  well  acquainted 
with  its  inhabitants  and  their  political  feel- 
ings, and  what  is  most  likely  to  be  the  dis- 
position of  the  ditiferent  classes  of  the  peo- 
ple. The  endence  of  all  these  peraons  is 
to  one  and  the  same  eifect,  namely,  that 
although  the  persons  of  property  and  the 
clergy,  both  Protestant  and  Roman  Catho- 
lie,  are  decideilly  against  any  outbreak, 
yet  that  no  influence  that  is  used  by  them 
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many  thousand   persons   of  the  younger 
.  men  of  every  elass,  but  more  especially  of 
\  the  fiirmer  and  peasant  class,  who  are  de- 
,  termlnod   to  rise   in  insurrection.     That, 
Sir,  is  the  evidence  which  I  have  received, 
•  >upjvr:ed,  as  1  think  it  is,  by  all  the  pub- 
lie  a i- counts,  and  entirely  believed  by  the 
I  l.i>rd  Li  out  en  ant,  who  has  himself  seen  and 
;  ev:: versed  with  some  of  those  persons  who 
.  were  at  Waterford.     In  the  town  of  Car- 
I  r;.^k-on-^^;:ir,   also,    there    occurred    that 
I  which,  although  it  did  not  end  in  blood,  is 
!  :>  '.vo>:  n^-^nncing  warning  for  the  future. 
.  TVri'C  jxri.  v.<  wore  arrested  in  that  town 
t\ :  w'..!!  V.,1-  :.er.ed  to  be  a  bailable  offence 
--v.vt  v./. do:   :';.e  Felony  Act,  but  arrested 
tVr  <i\V.t  :,-•;:<  K-*r.g:^.ige  and  drilling,  and  for 
tV.nt  oni:-.,v  p'.Aivd  in  the  bridewell  of  that 
;.>^:v     An  ir.i mouse  collection  of  poisons 
•.".v..o.V.ri::'!y  .'.i^ftemlded  from  all  the  coun- 
try r:;-.r.c..     Varlv»us  reports  were  spread; 
-.v.u    th;-.;  a  priest  had  been  shot,   some 
iL.'it  iV..>o  v.'.cri  had  been  confined,  as  was 
:':.■:  <:\>i:  ai'.u  i>thi.rs  that  the  imniTTection 


Ijid  becun.    But  whas  has  been 
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witnessed  was,  that  the  peasantry  of  the 
town  and  neighbourhood  —  a  few  armed 
with  muskets,  and  many  with  rude  pikes 
and  scythes — ^marched  into  the  town  with 
a  most  menacing  aspect,  and  declared  that 
the  prisoners  must  be  liberated.  It  was 
thought,  advisable,  such  being  the  state  of 
things,  and  as  the  offence  was  bailable,  it 
could  properly  be  done,  that  the  prisoners 
should  be  let  out  on  bail;  and  when  they 
appeared  before  the  people,  the  town,  which 
had  been  in  the  hands  of  this  multitude  for 
a  considerable  time,  resumed  its  usual  ap- 
pearance, and  again  became  peaceable. 
But  it  was  evident  that  if  there  had  been 
cause  to  retain  these  persons  in  custody — 
that  if  the  offence  with  which  they  were 
charged  had  been  such  that  they  could  not 
have  been  bailed-— or  if,  for  any  other  rea- 
son, the  desires  of  that  armed  multitude 
could  not  be  complied  with — that  blood 
would  have  been  shed,  and  the  beginning 
of  the  insurrection  would  have  taken  place. 
It  is  clear  that  there  was  not  wanting  the 
design — that  there  was  not  wanting  the 
will — that  there  was  not  wanting  the  in- 
tention— to  rebel;  all  that  was  wanting 
was  the  particular  occasion;  and  that  those 
who  meant  to  rise,  being  satisfied  with 
what  was  done,  and  their  object  being 
completed,  no  rising  took  place.  But  no 
man  can  doubt  that  if  matters  had  been 
otherwise,  a  commencement  of  the  insur- 
rection would  then  and  there  have  taken 
place.  Sir,  the  accounts  from  these  va- 
rious places  are,  that  now,  and  for  some 
time  past,  the  Confederate  clubs  have  been 
making  great  progress  in  forming  associa- 
tions, which  are,  in  fact,  secret  societies, 
into  which  no  person  is  admitted  who  is 
not  a  member  of  these  clubs;  that  the  ge- 
neral object  which  is  held  out  to  them  is, 
that  they  are  to  overturn  the  Government; 
that  they  are  to  procure  arms  for  that  pur- 
pose; and  that  they  must  wait  patiently 
for  the  day  and  the  hour  to  be  fixed  by 
their  leaders  in  order  to  carry  into  effect 
that  fatal  and  dreadful  resolution.  In  the 
beginning  of  a  private  letter  which  I  have 
received  from  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to-day, 
he  says — 

**  I  have  nothing  satis&ctory  to  send  you  to- 
day. Tho  accounts  from  the  country  are  as  bad 
as  they  can  be,  short  of  open  rebellion ;  and  every- 
body concurs  in  saying  that  the  change  in  the 
feelings  of  the  people  within  the  last  week  or  ten 
days  has  been  the  most  rapid  and  complete  thing 
ever  known  even  in  Ireland.  The  bad  spirit  has 
now  extended  itself  to  Tipperary  ;  and  tho  stipen- 
diary magistrate  at  Clomnel  tells  me  there  is  great 
alann  for  that  town." 


It  is  certainly  to  be  stated — and  that  leads 
me  to  the  furtherpart  of  that  which  I  have 
to  state  to  the  House — it  is  certain  that 
that  which  two  months  ago  was  not  for- 
midable, has  become  so  now,  and  has  be- 
come formidable  for  the  purposes  o(  insur- 
rection. It  may  be,  and  I  believe  it  will 
be,  as  the  writer  of  the  letter  from  Water- 
ford  affirms,  that,  in  the  event  of  an  out- 
break, these  persons  will  be  put  down  in 
the  end,  but  that  much  bloodshed  will  take 
place-— that  many  lives  will  be  sacrificed. 
And  we  should  have  to  reproach  ourselves 
if  we  did  pot  take  such  measures  as  are 
necessary  in  order  to  prevent  that  outbreak 
from  taking  place,  and  prevent  the  leaders 
of  that  organised  insurrection  from  taking 
the  field  for  the  purpose  of  opposing  the 
authorities  of  the  country.  Sir,  I  come 
now  to  the  measure  which  I  think  it  my 
duty  to  propose,  in  order  to  meet  this 
emergency.  The  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, in  concert  with  the  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland,  has  pointed  out  the  dangerous 
character  of  these  clubs.  We  may  think 
it  necessary  to  introduce  a  measure  to  meet 
the  organisation  of  these  clubs;  but  it  is 
to  be  remembered  that  that  organisation 
is  directed,  as  indeed  the  whole  proceed- 
ings of  these  people  have  been,  by  men 
well  acquainted  with  the  law,  and  who,  if 
there  is  a  new  law  passed  against  these 
clubs,  would  be  found  as  supple  in  their 
endeavours  to  evade  the  provisions  of 
that  law  as  they  have  shown  themselves 
to  be  in  evading  the  provisions  of  tho 
existing  law.  I  have  received  to-day  a 
further  opinion  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland,  with  respect  to  thd  mode  in  which 
the  law  has  been  hitherto  evaded.  With 
respect  to  the  clubs,  there  is  no  doubt  that 
they  are  unlawful.  It  is  quite  evident  that 
clubs  for  procuring  arms  and  raising  re- 
sistance against  the  Crown  and  the  law 
are  utterly  illegal;  but  when  the  law  officers 
of  the  Crown  came  to  advise  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant as  to  the  measures  necessary  for 
putting  down  these  clubs,  it  was  found, 
that  although  their  general  object  is  per- 
fectly well  known — ^known  to  every  Mem- 
ber of  this  House,  and  known  to  all  who 
read  the  newspapers  of  this  kingdom — ^yet 
that  the  means  of  procuring  evidence  as  to 
what  passes  in  these  clubs,  secret  as  they 
are,  are  not  such  as  to  enable  the  Govern- 
ment, with  any  facility,  to  put  down  these 
clubs.  I  say  **  with  any  facility,'*  because, 
if  any  measure  were  adopted,  it  would  soon 
be  found  that  by  some  fresh  evasion  and 
-under  some  new  form  the  law  would  be 
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its  namo,  and  all  gavo  tho  saluto.  Mr.  O'Brien 
watched  cautioualy  to  seo  that  each  man  gave  tho 
saluto ;  and  whonover  a  party  forgot  to  do  so,  ho 
rebuked  him,  occasionally  saying,  'Just  touch 
your  hats  as  you  walk  along.'  The  St.  Patrick's 
Club,  having  halted  in  front  of  him  for  a  moment, 
he  cried  out,  'Do  move  along,  and,  when  you  meet 
the  other  club,  turn  to  the  cast,  as  I  want  to  sec 
what  kind  of  men  the  patriots  of  Ireland  arc.' 
On  one  of  the  clubs  passing,  ho  remarked  on  tho 
number  of  young  boys  in  it,  to  which  Town-coun- 
cillor Mullan  replied,  *  We  are  particular  to  enrol 
none  under  16  years  of  age,  and  all  these  will  be 
found  to  come  up  to  tliat.'  Mr.  O'Brien  having 
disapproved  of  tho  order  in  which  one  club 
marched,  one  of  the  members  said,  *  We  want  a 
little  discipline  yet,  Sir,  but  we  are  willing  to 
learn.'  To  which  Mr.  O'Brien  said,  in  .an  autho- 
ritative tone, '  Keep  up  your  places,  and  be  silent.' 
A  woman  here  rushed  forward  and  exclauned, 
*  Three  cheers  for  the  King  of  Munster ; '  to  which 
Mr.  O'Brien  replied,  *  Not  yet — not  yet ;  no  shout- 
ing— ^no  shouting.' " 

Now,  Sir,  it  is  to  be  remarked  that  there 
were  afterwards  meetings  of  the  clubs  at 
Drogheda  and  at  Dublin,  and  at  both  thoso 
meetings  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  adverted  in 
his  speeches  to  what  he  said  had  been 
called  his  review  at  Cork — stating  that 
the  numbers  that  attended  the  review 
were  very  considerable  ;  that  they  were 
ready  to  arm  themselves,  and  to  appear 
when  they  were  called  for.  Another  event 
to  which  I  wish  to  allude  took  place  at 
Waterford.  A  Mr.  Meagher,  who  is  one 
well  known  for  having  used  language  fre- 
quently exciting  the  people  to  rebellion 
and  insurrection,  was  arrested  at  Water- 
ford,  on  a  charge  of  sedition.  Several 
thousand  persons  collected  together  wished 
to  rescue  Mr.  Mctagher;  but  he  declared 
that  it  would  be  wasting  the  blood  of  the 
Irish  people  to  attempt  such  a  thing.  The 
Roman  Catholic  clergy,  I  am  bound  to 
say,  used  all  their  eflforts  to  keep  tho  peace, 
and  Mr.  Meagher  was  conveyed  without 
resistance  out  of  the  town  of  Waterford. 
There  was  soon  afterwards  a  meeting, 
which  assembled  on  a  mountain  well  known 
in  the  political  history  of  Ireland,  called 
Slievcnamon,  which  was  attended,  some 
say,  by  10,000,  and  others  by  15,000  per- 
sons, to  hear  Mr.  Meagher,  Mr.  Dohcny, 
and  others.  When  Mr.  Meagher  return- 
ed to  Waterford  from  that  meeting,  he 
was  waited  for  by  several  thousand  per- 
sons, who  wished  to  give  him  a  welcome; 
and  I  have  an  account  of  what  happened 
at  Watei-ford,  from  a  person  with  whom  I 
have  some  acquaintance,  whom  I  know 
perfectly  well  by  reputation,  and  who  is 
entirely  trustworthy,  as  to  the  class  of  i  ^ 
sons  who  were  thus  waiting  to  reoei 
Meagher.    This  genUemAn  sajs— 


"  It  being  now  ten  o'clock  at  night,  and  dark, 
I  resolved  to  go  to  the  end  of  the  bridge,  where 
many  thousands  were  waiting.  .  .  .  There 
were  no  politics  spoken  ot,  but  that  all  tho  plans 
were  making  to  upset  the  authorities,  so  that  they 
may  liave  the  plunder.  One  fellow  said,  *  I  am 
against  plunder ;'  *  Well,  and  so  am  I,'  was  the 
answer ;  *  but  it  is  not  plunder ;  they  once  got  it 
from  us,  and  it  must  be  our  turn  now.'  This  was 
the  sole  and  serious  burden  of  their  song  ;  and  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that,  unless  Govern- 
ment take  instant  steps,  although  they  will  in  the 
end  get  the  better  of  these  people,  before  that 
much  property  and  tho  lives  of  numy  respectable 
people  will  be  sacrificed." 

I  can  answer  for  the  character  of  the  gen- 
tleman who  wrote  that  letter,  being  a  man 
of  experience,  both  in  civil  life  and  in  for- 
eign war,  and  of  as  much  courage  and 
firmness  as  any  man  who  is  in  the  service 
of  Her  Majesty.  The  state  of  Waterford 
has  been  described  to  me  by  other  persons, 
and  I  have  seen  many  letters  fron^  persons 
who  either  were  in  the  neighbourhood  at 
the  time,  or  who  went  there  immediately 
afterwards,  some  of  those  persons  being 
connected  with  the  place  by  the  ties  of 
property  and  family,  and  well  acquainted 
with  its  inhabitants  and  their  political  feel- 
ings, and  what  is  most  likely  to  be  the  dis- 
position of  the  different  classes  of  the  peo- 
ple. The  evidence  of  all  these  persons  is 
to  one  and  the  same  effect,  namely,  that 
although  the  persons  of  property  and  the 
clergy,  both  Protestant  and  Roman  Catho- 
lic, are  decidedly  against  any  outbreak, 
yet  that  no  influence  that  is  used  by  them 
will  have  any  effect  whatever  in  deterring 
many  thousand  persons  of  the  younger 
men  of  every  class,  but  more  especially  of 
the  farmer  and  peasant  class,  who  are  de- 
termined to  rise  in  insurrection.  That, 
Sir,  is  the  evidence  which  I  have  recei?ed, 
supported,  as  I  think  it  is,  by  all  the  pub- 
lic accounts,  and  entirely  believed  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  who  has  himself  seen  and 
conversed  with  some  of  those  persons  who 
were  at  Waterford,  In  the  town  of  Car- 
rick-on>Suir,  also,  there  oocurred  that 
which,  although  it  did  not  end  in  blood,  is 
a  most  menacing  warning  for  the  fatare. 
Three  persons  were  arrested  in  that  town 
for  what  happened  to  be  a  bailable  offence 
— not  under  the  Felony  Act,  but  arrested 
for  seditious  language  and  drilling,  and  for 
that  offence  placed  in  the  bridewell  of  tliat 

town.     An  immense  oolleotion  of  pc 

immediately  assembled  from  all  the 
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witnessed  was,  that  the  peasantry  of  the 
town  and  neighbourhood  —  a  few  armed 
with  muskets,  and  many  with  rude  pikes 
and  scythes — ^marched  into  the  town  with 
a  most  menacing  aspect,  and  declared  that 
the  prisoners  must  be  liberated.  It  was 
thought  advisable,  such  bemg  the  state  of 
things,  and  as  the  offence  was  bailable,  it 
could  properly  be  done,  that  the  prisoners 
should  be  let  out  on  bail;  and  when  they 
appeared  before  the  people,  the  town,  which 
had  been  in  the  hands  of  this  multitude  for 
a  considerable  time,  resumed  its  usual  ap- 
pearance, and  again  became  peaceable. 
But  it  was  evident  that  if  there  had  been 
cause  to  retain  these  persons  in  custody — 
that  if  the  offence  with  which  they  were 
charged  had  been  such  that  they  could  not 
have  been  bailed— or  if,  for  any  other  rea- 
son, the  desires  of  that  armed  multitude 
could  not  be  complied  with — that  blood 
would  have  been  shed,  and  the  beginning 
of  the  insurrection  would  have  taken  place. 
It  is  clear  that  there  was  not  wanting  the 
design — that  there  was  not  wanting  the 
will — ^that  there  was  not  wanting  the  in- 
tention— to  rebel;  all  that  was  wanting 
was  the  particular  occasion;  and  that  those 
who  meant  to  rise,  being  satisfied  with 
what  was  done,  and  their  object  being 
completed,  no  rising  took  place.  But  no 
man  can  doubt  that  if  matters  had  been 
otherwise,  a  commencement  of  the  insur- 
rection would  then  and  there  have  taken 
place.  Sir,  the  accounts  from  these  va- 
rious places  are,  that  now,  and  for  some 
time  past,  the  Confederate  clubs  have  been 
making  great  progress  in  forming  associa- 
tions, which  are,  in  fact,  secret  societies, 
into  which  no  person  is  admitted  who  is 
not  a  member  of  these  clubs;  that  the  ge- 
neral object  which  is  held  out  to  them  is, 
that  they  are  to  overturn  the  Government; 
that  they  arc  to  procure  arms  for  that  pur- 
pose; and  that  they  must  wait  patiently 
for  the  day  and  the  hour  to  be  fixed  by 
their  leaders  in  order  to  carry  into  effect 
that  fatal  and  dreadful  resolution.  In  the 
beginning  of  a  private  letter  which  I  have 
received  from  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to-day, 
ho  says — 

"  I  have  nothing  satiafiustory  to  send  you  to- 
day. Tho  acoounto  fh)m  the  country  aro  as  bad 
as  they  can  be,  ihort  of  open  rebellion ;  and  every- 
body ooncun  in  laying  that  the  change  in  the 
fedingi  of  the  people  within  the  last  week  or  ten 
days  haa  been  tiie  most  rapid  and  complete  thing 
■'  linuwii  v\i.-ti  in  Ireland.  The  bad  spirit  has 
'  nqftcuUt'd  itaelf  to  Tipperary ;  and  tho  stipen- 
'  ftraio  at  Clonmd  tells  me  there  is  great 


It  is  certainly  to  be  stated — and  that  leads 
me  to  the  further  part  of  that  which  I  have 
to  state  to  the  House — it  is  certain  that 
that  which  two  months  ago  was  not  for- 
midable, has  become  so  now,  and  has  be- 
come formidable  for  the  purposes  of  insur- 
rection. It  may  be,  and  I  believe  it  will 
be,  as  the  writer  of  the  letter  from  Water- 
ford  afiirms,  that,  in  the  event  of  an  out- 
break, these  persons  will  be  put  down  in 
the  end,  but  that  much  bloodshed  will  take 
place — that  many  lives  will  bo  sacrificed. 
And  we  should  have  to  reproach  ourselves 
if  we  did  pot  take  such  measures  as  aro 
necessary  in  order  to  prevent  that  outbreak 
from  taking  place,  and  prevent  the  leaders 
of  that  organised  insurrection  from  taking 
the  field  for  the  purpose  of  opposing  the 
authorities  of  the  country.  Sir,  I  come 
now  to  the  measure  which  I  think  it  my 
duty  to  propose,  in  order  to  meet  this 
emergency.  The  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, in  concert  with  the  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland,  has  pointed  out  the  dangerous 
character  of  these  clubs.  We  may  think 
it  necessary  to  introduce  a  measure  to  meet 
the  organisation  of  these  clubs;  but  it  is 
to  be  remembered  that  that  organisation 
is  directed,  as  indeed  the  whole  proceed- 
ings of  these  people  have  been,  by  men 
well  acquainted  with  the  law,  and  who,  if 
there  is  a  new  law  passed  against  these 
clubs,  would  be  found  as  supple  in  their 
endeavours  to  evade  the  provisions  of 
that  law  as  they  have  shown  themselves 
to  be  in  evading  the  provisions  of  tho 
existing  law.  I  have  received  to-day  a 
further  opinion  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland,  with  respect  to  thd  mode  in  which 
the  law  has  been  hitherto  evaded.  With 
respect  to  the  clubs,  there  is  no  doubt  that 
they  are  unlawful.  It  is  quite  evident  that 
clubs  for  procuring  arms  and  raising  re- 
sistance against  the  Crown  and  the  law 
are  utterly  illegal;  but  when  the  law  officers 
of  the  Crown  came  to  advise  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant as  to  the  measures  necessary  for 
putting  down  these  clubs,  it  was  found, 
that  although  their  general  object  is  per- 
fectly well  known — ^known  to  every  Mem- 
ber of  this  House,  and  known  to  all  who 
read  the  newspapers  of  this  kingdom — ^yet 
that  the  means  of  procuring  evidence  as  to 
what  passes  in  these  clubs,  secret  as  they 
are,  are  not  such  as  to  enable  the  Govern- 
ment, with  any  facility,  to  put  down  these 
clubs.  I  say  "  with  any  facility,"  because, 
if  any  measure  were  adopted,  it  would  soon 
be  found  that  by  some  fresh  evasion  and 
-under  some  new  form  the  law  would  be 
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evaded,  and  that  the  clubs  would  be  con- 
tinued in  as  great  force  and  with  as  power- 
ful an  organisation  as  before.  I  will  state 
likewise  the  difficulties  with  regard  to  the 
marchings  of  these  clubs.  The  House 
have  read  accounts  of  what  has  happened 
at  Waterford  and  elsewhere  in  Ireland;  and 
they  will  imagine  that  the  law  against 
training,  which  is  a  very  stringent  law, 
would  be  applicable  to  the  training  and 
marching  of  these  clubs  to  particular  places; 
but  with  respect  to  these  cases  there  is  a 
great  difficulty.  These  clubs  avoid  giving  a 
military  word  of  command;  and  that  which 
is  forbidden  by  the  letter  of  the  law  is 
evaded,  in  order  to  obtain  the  object  which 
these  conspirators  have  in  view,  without 
placing  themselves  m  the  power  of  the 
law.  But  I  think,  after  what  I  have  stated, 
and  after  indicating  that  information  which 
the  House  has  otherwise  acquired,  that 
there  can  be  no  doubt  of  the  existence  of 
an  association  in  Ireland  which  intends  to 
subvert  the  authority  of  the  law  and  of  the 
Crown  of  this  country,  and  that  it  means  to 
attain  its  object  by  force  of  arms.  If  such 
is  the  case.  Sir,  then  I  know  no  remedy  so 
straightforward,  so  direct  in  its  object,  and 
so  immediate  in  its  purpose,  as  seizing  the 
persons  of  those  who  are  at  the  head  of 
this  movement,  without  in  any  manner  en- 
dangering the  persons  or  putting  to  inconve- 
nience the  innocent,  by  what  is  commonly 
known  as  the  Suspension  •  of  the  Habeas 
Corpus  Act.  Whatever  measures  we  may 
frame,  and  whatever  measures  may  be  ne- 
cessary to  meet  particular  evils  m  the  spe- 
cial shape  which  they  may  assume  from 
time  to  time,  the  remedy  which,  above  all 
things,  is  necessary  at  this  time  is  a  Bill 
to  enable  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  secure 
the  persons  of  those  who  are  suspected  of 
high  treason.  I  come  forward,  then,  to 
ask  this  House  of  Parliament  to  grant  to 
the  Executive  this  power.  I  ask  it  now. 
I  feel  that  I  might  have  been  justified  in 
asking  it  at  an  earlier  period.  But,  Sir, 
in  weighing  that  question  which  I  have 
anxiously  weighed  during  months  past,  it 
has  seemed  to  me  that  any  extraordinary 
law  to  suspend  the  liberty  of  a  part  of  the 
united  kingdom,  which  should  be  passed 
by  only  a  small  majority,  and  without  a 
very  general  if  not  an  almost  unanimous 
concurrence  of  this  House — passed  amid 
conflicting  debates,  when  many  doubted  its 
necessity,  and  opposed  its  expediency — that 
such  a  law,  reaching  Ireland  only  as  the  | 
expresssion  of  that  majority,  and  consider-  ; 
mg  thai  in  the  minority  there  might  be  j 


men  of  undoubted  integrity  and  love  of 
social  order,  but  who  were  not  persuaded 
that  the  necessity  for  such  a  measure  ex- 
isted— I  say  that  a  law  so  passed  would  in 
my  mind  lose  a  great  part  of  its  efficacy, 
and  would  not  tend,  as  we  wish  it  should 
tend,  to  the  complete  pacification  of  that 
country.  I  have  therefore,  waited  witil, 
in  my  mind,  and  in  the  minds  of  my  CoU 
leagues,  the  evidence  of  the  necessity  of 
this  measure  is  so  clear,  so  notorious,  and 
so  glaring,  that  I  am  convinced  that  the 
conviction,  the  almost  universal  conviction, 
of  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament  will  be, 
that  what  I  ask  is  absolutely  necessary, 
and  what  thdy  will  grant.  But,  Sir,  like- 
wise I  wish  to  say,  that  if  it  is  the  convic- 
tion of  this  House  that  such  a  measure  as 
I  propose  should  be  passed,  I  trust  that 
the  House  will  lose  no  time  in  arming  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  with  the  powers 
which  I  now  ask  for  him,  and  which  he  de- 
clares it  is  necessary  that  he  should  pos- 
sess if  he  is  to  be  enabled  to  stop  these 
proceedings.  When  I  ask  this,  I  ask  that 
which  is  not  merely  the  interest  of  those 
who  would  uphold  the  constitution  and 
would  defend  the  Throne  and  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  empire,  but  I  ask  it  on  be- 
half of  those  persons  who  would  be  sure  to 
be  the  sufferers  of  an  unsuccessful  out- 
break in  Ireland.  I  have  no  doubt  that  if 
we  have  protracted  debates  on  this  subject 
— the  measure  passing  notwithstanding,  a^ 
it  is  sure  to  pass-^that  with  the  means 
that  the  Government  of  an  empire  like 
this  have  at  their  disposal  we  could  put 
down  the  attempts  which  these  wicked 
men  are  commencing  of  incipient  insur- 
rection. But,  Sir,  we  should  put  them 
down  with  the  loss  of  life,  at  the  hazard 
of  peace,  at  the  hazard  of  the  means  of  live- 
lihood of  many  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects 
in  Ireland.  We  should  put  them  down 
after  an  outbreak  and  convul»on,  and  we 
should  not  be  able  to  prevent  that  out- 
break from  taking  place.  I  say,  then, 
that  it  is  for  the  interest  of  all  that  such  a 
measure  should  be  immediately  passed.  If 
there  are  Gentleman,  and  there  may  be 
many  in  this  House,  who,  while  they  Uiink 
that  this  measure  is  necessary,  are  yet  of 
opinion  that  other  measures  are  also  neces- 
sary, and  that  the  whole  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment has  not  been  performed — ^that  we 
have  not  in  this  Session  produced  and  car- 
ried into  effect  those  measures,  whatever 
they  may  be,  which  are  useful  and,  as 
they  state,  necessary  for  the  well-being  rf 
Ireland — to  such  hon.  Members  I  will  pui 
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forward  only  this  prayer.  An  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  given  notice  of  his  intention  to 
bring  forward  the  whole  question  of  the  state 
of  Ireland  upon  Motion.  I  shall  be  most 
ready,  after  this  Bill  has  passed  tbis  House, 
to  give  every  facility  for  bringing  on  sucb 
a  debate,  to  meet  any  sucb  charges  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  may  have  to  bring 
against  us,  aud  to  submit,  if  the  House 
should  think  fit  by  its  vote  to  censure  us 
for  the  conduct  we  have  pursued.  But  I 
beg  this  House  and  those  hon.  Members 
who  are  of  that  opinion  to  reserve  until 
that  time  the  expression  of  their  views, 
and  not  to  let  a  debate  whicb  should  be 
confined  to  this  one  subject,  wbether  the 
measure  we  propose  is  necessary  or  no,  to 
extend  into  various  matters  and  opinions, 
whicb  cannot  but  lead  to  conflicting  and 
protracted  debates,  and  thereby  to  delay 
that  whicb  it  is  essential  should  be  passed 
at  once.  Sir,  I  ask,  therefore,  that  the 
House  will  permit  me  to  introduce  this  Bill; 
and  I  ask  them  likewise,  that  if  they  do 
sanction  it,  they  will  have  that  sanction 
speedily  carried  into  effect.  No  man  can 
say  what  may  be  the  consequence  of  the 
want  of  these  powers  for  a  short  time  in 
Ireland;  and  I  ask  those  who  are  of  opinion 
that  the  measure  should  be  passed,  and 
that  tbese  powers  are  necessary,  not  to  ren- 
der themselves  responsible  for  the  delay  of 
that  which  may  be  the  saving  of  life  in 
Ireland.  I  believe  in  my  conscience  that 
this  measure  is  calculated  to  prevent  in- 


surrection, to  preserve  internal  peace,  to 
preserve  the  unity  of  this  empire,  and  to 
secure  the  Throne  of  these  realms  and  the 
free  institutions  of  tbis  country.  If  there 
be  other  questions,  let  them  be  stated  at 
some  future  time  on  some  future  Motion. 
For  my  part,  I  stand  here  responsible  for 
proposing  this  measure,  responsible  for  not 
proposing  it  earlier,  responsible  for  not  de- 
laying it  now.  I  and  my  Colleagues  are 
responsible.  We  accept  that  responsibi- 
lity; and,  bowever  painful  to  our  feelings, 
however  odious  the  power  for  which  we 
ask,  we  now  having  acccepted  our  respon- 
sibility I  confidently  ask  this  House  to  ac- 
cept theirs,  and  to  be  mindful  of  the  bles- 
sings they  will  preserve,  and  of  the  risks 
which  by  any  other  course  tbey  will  in- 
cur. 

•  Mr.  0*C0NN0R  could  very  well  under- 
stand  the  painful  feelings  with  which  the 
noble  Lord  said  he  had  risen  to  ask  for  a 
suspension  of  the  constitution,  as  far  as  re- 
garded Ireland;  but  he  thought  the  noble 
Lord  must   be  gratified^  notwithstanding 


his  feelings,  at  the  almost  unanimous  ex- 
pression of  approbation  with  whicb  his 
measure  had  been  received.  The  noble 
Lord  had  resorted  to  the  invariable  Whig 
practice  —  coercion  first,  and  conciliation 
afterwards;  but  he  warned  the  noble  Lord 
that  this  measure,  like  all  his  previous 
ones  of  coercion,  would  fail,  and  only 
hasten  the  rupture  that  was  approaching. 
The  noble  Lord  had  first  goaded  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland  into  resistance  by  refusing 
remedial  measures,  and  now  he  proposed 
to  take  away  their  liberties.  He  was  go- 
verning Ireland  only  by  patronage.  He 
would  tell  them  more,  that  this  measure 
would  fail,  as  the  others  had  done.  Let 
them  look  to  America,  within  fourteen 
days'  sail  of  Ireland,  where  all  the  passions 
of  hatred  and  revenge  against  this  country 
were  pent  up — let  them  look  at  France, 
which  was  now  a  republic — ^let  them  look 
to  Prussia,  which  was  seeking  to  be  a  re- 
public— let  them  look  to  Italy,  which  was 
throwing  off  the  despotism  of  Austria;  and 
then  he  would  ask  them  whether  tbey  could 
hope  to  maintain  their  position  of  a  re- 
strictive monarchy  in  tbis  country  ?  The 
noble  Lord  had  taunted  the  Irish  re- 
pealers with  having  thrown  off  the  minor 
measure  of  repeal  of  the  Union,  and  with 
looking  for  a  total  separation  of  the  two 
countries.  Now,  he  had  never  disguised 
his  sentiments.  He  was  not  for  a  repeal 
of  the  Union;  be  was  for  total  separation 
between  England  and  Ireland;  and  if  the 
French  instead  of  the  English  bad  gained 
the  battle  of  Waterloo,  and  the  broad  lands 
of  the  Russells  had  been  'given  to  Catholic 
priests,  he  was  sure  the  noble  Lord  would,' 
with  his  dying  breath,  have  enjoined  his 
children  to  struggle  for  their  independence. 
[Here  Lord  John  Mussell  lifted  up  ths 
copy  of  the  oath  of  allegiance  which  was  on 
the  table,  and  pushed  it  across  to  the  hon. 
Member.]  What  did  the  noble  Lord  want  ? 
He  presumed  the  noble  Lord  wished  to  di- 
rect his  attention  to  the  oath  of  allegiance; 
but  he  thought,  if  the  noble  Lord  would 
examine  that  oath,  he  would  see  that  he 
best  discharged  the  duty  imposed  by  that 
oath  by  preserving  to  Her  Majesty  that 
portion  of  Her  dominions  which  could  be 
preserved  without  the  horrors  of  a  revolu- 
tion. Yes,  he  would  say — 
"  Give  mo  the  bold,  the  erect,  and  manly  foe, 
Whom  I  may  meet,  perchance  return  the  blow." 

There  was  not  a  Saxon  present  who  would 
not  feel  the  same  aspirations  if  his  country 
was  under  a  foreign  yoke.  The  whole 
question  in  Ireland  was  a  question  between 
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Catholic  and  Protestant;  and,  until  justice 
was  done  between  tbese  two  creeds,  until 
the  Protestants  ceased  to  be  the  masters, 
and  the  Catholics  serfs,  there  never  would 
be  peace  in  the  country.  The  noble  Lord 
had  attempted  to  govern  the  country  bj  feed- 
ing the  landlords  as  long  as  he  could.  When 
he  could  feed  them  no  longer  he  brought 
in  the  Encumbered  Estates  Bill,  that  thej 
might  have  the  power  of  selling  their 
own  estates.  He  asked  the  Irish  Members 
to  give  up  their  slavish  position  of  looking 
for  patronage  to  the  Govermnent,  to  cross 
to  the  other  side  of  the  House,  and  as  the 
Government  was  determined  to  coerce  their 
country,  to  give  them  every  opposition  in 
their  power.  If  the  Irish  Members  woidd 
be  as  faithful  to  their  country  as  the  Pro- 
testants liad  been  to  their  creed,  they 
would  give  the  noble  Lord  some  trouble. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Tamworth  would 
give  this  measure  his  support,  with  more 
courtesy  to  the  noble  Lord  than  the  noble 
Lord  had  shown  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
when  he  opposed  that  very  trifling  mea- 
sure of  an  Arms  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet differed  from  him  in  politics,  and 
perhaps  the  richt  hon.  Baronet  would  take 
that  as  a  compliment.  But  he  would  say  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  his  firm  con- 
rirtioQ  was,  if  he  had  been  at  the  helm  last 
year  and  this,  there  would  have  been  no 
need  to  ask  for  Coercion  Bills.  They  said 
it  was  dangerous  to  compliment  the  right 
hon.  Baronet;  but  he  must  say  that  he 
was  the  only  man  to  whom  the  moneyed 
classes  and  the  people  of  this  country  looked 
as  the  man  that  could  save  the  country. 
He  thought  the  present  Govermnent  party 
was  the  smallest  section  of  the  House. 
The  Irish  Members  alone,  if  they  were  uni- 
te^l,  would  beat  the  G  ovemnient :  the  protec- 
tionists would  beat  them,  if  it  were  not  for 
the  juvenile  staff  of  the  ri^rht  hon.  Baronet. 
The  noble  LonI  mijrht  rely  u^n^n  the  ability 
and  CiHinige  of  Lord  Clarendon:  but  if  he 
had  assisteil  that  Robloman  in  earryinsr 
out  measures  of  aiirioultural  improvement, 
niiK-'h  more  wou!d  havo  been  done  for  Ire- 
laml.  The  drain! 3^  of  swamp*  and  the 
reclAra;^ti  .*«  of  w^^^te  hinds  were,  hv>«rever, 
nt»r*v.i!s  *. :'  t »  Tiilj^r  a  nature  f >r  a  Whiir 
Gov- ruiv.or.:,  which  wouKl  rather  place  its 
r^jlfdinc',.*  urvn  free-trade  no2p»tTatio«s  with 


t:Vr:i^i!ors  fjr  the  prosperity  of  the  king-  1 
d».>r^.  Ho  told  the  rv.>ble  Loni  not  to  lay  ! 
the  "•flattorin^  unction  to  his  5*r,il  '*  thai  [ 
the  v^Vs-'pori::  »:i  of  the  two  IIoii>e<  of  Par- 1 
1  lament   in   Bills  of  coercioQ  tor   Ireland  I 


could  keep  a  starving  people  in  a  state  of 
tranquilli^,  but  that  the  effect  wotdd  be  to 
plunge  the  country  in  all  the  horrors  of  a 
civil  war. 

Sir  R.  peel  :  Sir,  by  one  of  the  com- 
pliments paid  to  me  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man I  am  gratified.  I  am  gratified  by  his 
anticipation  that  I  should  give  to  the  mea- 
sure proposed  by  the  Government  a  deci- 
sive and  cordial  support— a  support  not 
qualified  by  the  reminiscences  of  past  con- 
tentions— a  support  not  qualified  by  party 
recriminations.  Sir,  I  look  to  the  state  of 
Ireland — to  the  formidable  combination 
which  exists  in  that  coimtiy — and  to  the 
avowals  of  the  persons  who  head  tliat 
combination — I  give  those  persons  credit 
for  veracity:  and,  giving  them  credit  ibr 
veracity,  I  cannot  doubt  that  there  exists 
in  Ireland  at  this  moment  a  wicked  eon- 
spiracy  to  deprive  the  Queen  of  the  go- 
vernment of  that  country.  Such  being 
my  impression,  justified  by  the  avowal 
of  the  confederates,  I  take  my  part  with 
the  Crown  of  this  imited  kingdom  against 
the  conspirators  who  are  arrayed  against 
it.  Sir,  I  won*t  qualify  the  Value  of  my 
support  by  a  long  speech.  I  don*t  blame 
the  Government  for  their  delay  in  intro- 
ducing this  measure.  I  cannot  hot  fetl 
that  Governments  ought  to  be  very  fbiiwar- 
ing  before  they  seek  to  impose  the  greatest 
restrictions  that  can  be  imposed  on  the  con- 
stitutional liberties  of  a  large  portion  oCHer 
Majesty  *s  subjects.  I  dare  say,  ^at  a  ease 
might  be  made  out  for  placing  at  an  esrlier 
period  the  liberty  of  individi^ls  at  ihe  dlis- 
cretion  of  the  Crown:  but  I  agree  with  the 
noble  Lord,  that  when  proposals  of  this  na- 
ture are  made,  there  ought  to  be  a  stroi^ 
decisive  impression  on  the  mind  of  ibis 
House,  and  on  the  public  mind  also*  tfiat 
there  is  no  justification  of  further  delay — 
that  the  necesdtity  has  arisen  which  eooa- 
pels  the  measure  of  restnuai,  and  whidi 
will  ensure  for  it  a  general  suf^port.  Sir, 
1  believe  the  immediate  question  at  tssve 
in  Ireland  is  not  whether  the  Union  shall 
lH^  repealed,  but  whether  or  not  yon  shall 
have  vluring  the  recess  a  desolating  war- 
tare.  My  evmvietion  is.  should  that  war- 
fare take  place,  that  the  authority  of  the 
thrown  will  be  idtimately  snceciaful,  b«t 
af:or  gredt  devastation  of  prv>perty — after 
sreat  lo«s  of  life — the  loss  of  fife  by  many 
innocent  persons — the  lo6s  of  life  by  Hsany 
who  may  hav^  joined  in  rebelfion  Irosa 
douSc  as  to  your  tdtimate  intentions.  If 
I  sh^>u]d  be  mistaken — if  the  Crown  shoold 
£ul  in  re-establishing  its  aathority,  yws 
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will  then  find  substitnted  for  the  Govern- 
ment under  which  you  live,  the  most  cruel, 
debasing,  and  sanguinary  despotism  that 
can  exist  in  a  civilised  country.  There 
is  no  concealment  of  the  instruments  by 
which  this  new  power  is  to  be  established. 
Have  I  not  seen  a  reference  by  the  conspi- 
rators to  the  value  of  the  crops  that  are  now 
standing  in  Ireland  ?  Have  I  not  seen  a 
distinct  encouragement  given  to  the  masses, 
to  the  physical  strength  of  the  country,  to 
combine  with  men  superior  in  intelligence, 
not  that  they  may  furtively  undermine 
the  Royal  authority — not  that  they  may 
take  means  for  ultimately  repealing  the 
Union — but  that  they  may  at  once  re- 
sort to  pillage  for  the  purpose  of  dividing 
among  themselves  the  spoils  of  their  suc- 
cess? That  is  the  mode  in  which  the  power 
of  these  men  who  are  conducting  this  com- 
bination is  to  be  exerted.  I  will  not,  at 
such  a  moment,  enter  into  any  other 
questions  connected  with  general  govern- 
ment. I  believe  the  danger  is  imminent. 
I  believe  that  if  there  has  been  too  much 
delay,  that  constitutes  a  reason  for  imme- 
diate action.  I  believe  that  the  Govern- 
ment is  justified  in  asking  fortius  measure. 
1  believe  the  measure  itself — the  power  t6 
apprehend  on  suspicion,  and  keep  the  con- 
spirators in  confinement,  is  necessary.  I, 
for  one,  am  perfectly  prepared  to  forego  di- 
latory forms,  and  give  at  once  my  assent  to 
this  BiU.  The  conspiracy  is  not  an  agra^ 
rian  one;  it  is  not  a  conspiracy  of  rural 
assassins;  it  is  the  conspiracy  of  political 
traitors.  The  case  is  one  in  which  the 
apprehension  and  detention,  without  trial, 
of  the  leaders  is  justified.  It  is  possible 
other  measures  may  be  necessary.  I  hope, 
after  the  announcement  of  the  noble  Lord, 
there  will  be  no  delay  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  in  asking  for  those  other  mea- 
sures. If  they  be  directed  against  the 
traitorous  clubs  —  if  they  be  directed 
against  those  shooting  galleries  of  which 
we  read  as  being  established  in  the  metro- 
polis of  Ireland,  which  select  the  heart 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  as  the  mark  against 
which  their  shots  are  to  be  fired — if  this 
be  so— if  Government  require  additional 
powers  to  maintain  the  authority  of  the 
Crown,  I  do  hope  there  will  be  no  no  de- 
lay in  demanding  them.  It  would  be  un- 
becoming on  the  part  of  Members  of  this 
House  to  suggest  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
additional  powers.  The  responsibility  rests 
with  them.  I  will  not  urge  on  them  mea- 
sures of  greater  coercion  than  those  their 
own  sense  of  duty  demands;  but  this  I  say, 


as  nothing  but  necessity  can  justify  a  sus- 
pension of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act,  the 
same  necessity  makes  immediate  action 
desirable;  and  I  will  consent  to  the  suspen- 
sion of  all  ordinary  forms  which  would  de- 
fer to  another  day  the  passing  of  this  Bill. 
With  respect  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  O'Connor),  I  tell  him  I 
will  defend  the  monarchy  of  England 
against  this  mock  King  of  Munster.  The 
King  of  Munster !  This  Gentleman  who 
says  to  the  assembled  mob,  *•  Don't  shout 
for  the  King  of  Munster  yet!"  **  Not 
yet !"  No  !  I,  for  one,  am  not  prepared 
to  exchange  the  mild  supremacy  of  Queen 
Victoria  for  this  King  of  Munster.  As  for 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  gave  him  some  cre- 
dit for  being  "the  bold,  the  erect,  the 
manly  foe."  In  his  speech  he  drew  a 
contrast  between  himself  and  other  agi- 
tators in  Ireland.  He  said,  "  he,  for  one, 
was  the  advocate,  not  of  the  repeal  of  the 
Union,  but  of  separation."  The  noble 
Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  showed  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  oath  by  which  he  had 
sworn  to  bear  true  allegiance  to  Her  |  Ma- 
jesty; upon  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
*'  And  am  I  not  fulfilling  that  oath  of  al- 
legiance when  I  am  trying  to  insure  for 
Her  Majesty  the  devotion  of  Her  Majes- 
ty's faithM  subjects  in  Ireland?"  Why, 
that  is  what  the  late  Mr.  O'Connell  always 
said.  He  wished  to  repeal  the  legislative 
Union,  but  to  maintain  the  golden  link  of 
the  Crown.  He  said,  **  I  am  for  a  sepa- 
rate Legislature,  but  for  the  supremacy  of 
the  Crown  in  Ireland."  The  position  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  is  different 
frem  that  occupied  by  Mr.  O'Connell. 
He  asserts  his  "boldness"  and  "manli- 
ness" in  declaring  for  the  separation  of 
Ireland  from  England.  If  indeed  he  means 
that  after  "  separation"  Ireland  shall  still 
remain  united  with  England —  [Mr.  O'Con- 
nor :  No  !  ]  Then  why  was  he  scared  by 
that  oath  ?  Who  could  doubt  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  declaration  was  in  favour  of 
"  absolute  separation  ?"  On  being  re- 
minded of  his  oath,  he  shifted  his  ground, 
and  exclaimed,  "I  am  endeavouring  to  pre- 
serve the  integrity  of  Her  Majesty's  domi- 
nions." [Mr.  O'Connor  :  Her  English 
dominions.]  "  Her  English  dominions  !" 
The  oath  of  allegiance  was  taken  without 
that  reservation.  The  allegiance  promised 
was  allegiance  on  the  part  of  Ireland  as 
fully  and  completely  as  on  the  part  of 
England;  and  does  the  hon.  Gentleman 
mean  that  he  took  that  oath  with  a  se- 
cret reservation  that  he  would  be  a  faithful 
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aod  loval  sabjeet  in  this  part  of  the  nnited 
kingdom,  bat  that  be  reserred  a  perfect  Uti- 
tode  for  treason  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman aeks  whether  we  think  it  possible 
to  maintain  onr  ancient  monarehj  after 
what  has  occurred  in  France,  in  Italj,  in 
Germanj,  and  other  Earopean  States  ? 
Sir,  I  sar  not  a  word  with  respect  to  Uie 
internal  administration  of  the  affairs  of 
other  countries.  I  hare  done  what  I  conhl 
since  the  commencement  of  these  disorders 
homblj  to  discoorage  anj  reflections  in 
this  House  on  the  events  that  have  taken 
pUee  in  Paris  or  elsewhere  ;  but  when 
the  hon«  Gentleman  holds  up  the  example 
of  other  countries  as  a  reason  why  we 
should  abandon  the  advantage  of  our  form 
of  GoTcmment,  or  distrust  its  secuiitj,  I 
hare  no  difficulty  in  utterly  rejecting  such 
doctrines.  I  hare  a  right  to  saj  that, 
looking  at  what  has  taken  place  on  the 
chief  arena  of  rerolutionaiy  Europe — 
taking  France,  taking  Paris  as  the  ex- 
ample— ^looking  at  the  Goremment  that 
existed  before  February — the  securities  for 
public  liberty — the  state  of  the  revenue — 
the  condition  of  the  labouring  classes — 
contrasting  this  state  of  things  with  that 
which  has  existed  since  Februaiy^last,  I 
And  in  tiiat  contrast  a  lesson  and  a  warning 
for  the  people  of  this  country.  So  far 
does  that  which  has  passed  in  Europe  in- 
duce me  to  distrust  the  advantage  of  limited 
monarchy,  or  to  believe  that  its  founda- 
tions are  less  secure  in  this  happier  country 
— to  believe  that  there  is  less  of  affec- 
tionate devotion  towards  the  person  of  the 
Sovereign,  or  less  of  rational  conviction  in 
favour  of  Royal  authority — I  appeal  .to 
the  experience  of  the  last  six  months — 
to  those  very  examples  of  revolution  and 
of  social  convulsion,  and  drawing  from  them 
the  directly  contrary  conclusion.  I  retain 
an  increased  conviction  that  the  monarchy 
of  this  country  is  secure,  and  that  it  is  en- 
deared by  new  considerations  to  the  affec- 
tionate support  and  devotion  of  the  people. 
Mr.  OSBORNE :  I  assure  the  House 
that  it  is  not  my  intention  to  follow  the 
example  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Notting- 
ham. I  shall  not — though  no  one  can  sup- 
pose mc  likely  to  show  a  preference  for 
Her  Majesty's  present  Ministers — I  shall 
not,  I  say,  join  in  ^ny  attack  upon  the 
present  Government,  which  in  my  heart  I 
believe  to  be  an  honest  Government ;  and 
when  the  lion,  and  learned  Gentleman  talks 
of  Irish  Members  becoming  the  hacks  of 
the  Treasury,  I  trust  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers around  me  will  take  my  advice,  and 


not  become  the  hacks  of  the  hon.  and  kam- 
ed  Member  for  Nottingham.  I  own  I  never 
experienced  more  regret  than  when  I  heard 
the  noble  Lord  last  night  throw  out  thai 
it  was  his  intoition  to  introduce  a  measure 
for  the  repeal  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act 
in  Ireland.  Every  Member  must  shrink 
fnnn  such  a  measure  almost  with  horTw; 
and  I  assure  the  Honse  thai  the  first  im> 
presfiion  the  announc^neni  made  opoo  me 
was  such,  thai  I  intended  to  be  pusillani- 
mous enough  to  absent  myself  from  the 
division.  But,  npon  further  reflection,  I 
considered  that  I  should  not  be  acting  a 
part  worthy  of  a  Member  of  this  House  if 
I  did  not  take  my  full  share  of  the  respon- 
sibility; if  I  did  not  boldly  come  down  to 
the  Honse  and  state  my  reasons  for  sup- 
porting Her  Majesty's  Government  upon 
this  occasion,  and  my  views  as  to  the  pre- 
sent position  of  affiurs.  If  the  queaiioa 
was  only  for  the  repeal  of  the  Union,  and 
the  proceedings  in  Ireland  were  in  accord- 
ance with  the  constitution,  I  should  not  be 
prepared  to  support  such  an  arbitrary  mea- 
sure as  this;  but  believing  that  the  repeal 
of  the  Union  is  only  a  pretext  for  murder 
and.  pillage,  I  do  not  think  I  am  justified 
in  withholding  my  vote  in  favour  of  the 
Bin.  The  noble  Lord  has  referred  to 
speeches  which  have  been  delivered  in  Ire- 
land, and  to  a  speech  delivered  at  a  meet- 
ing close  to  the  property  of  a  connexion  of 
my  own,  by  a  man  without  weight  in  the 
county,  exciting  the  people  by  hints:  ihoogh 
possessed  of  no  moral  or  personal  weight, 
he  contrived  to  lead  a  crowd  to  a  mountain 
top,  and,  showing  them  the  broad  lands 
before  them,  said,  almost  in  the  language 
of  Scripture,  "  All  these  will  I  give  you, 
if  you  will  fall  down  and  worship  me." 
I  have  boldly  spoken  out  my  seniimenta 
upon  all  occasions  as  to  the  mann^  in 
which  I  think  Ireland  has  been  treated; 
but  I  never  will  be  one  to  try  to  tear  asun- 
der the  ties  which  connect  Ireland  with 
England.  I  think  I  am  acting  as  the  best 
friend  to  Ireland  in  coming  forward  and 
giving  my  support  to  this  measure;  it  is  a 
measure  of  mercy  to  these  men  to  lock 
them  up  and  keep  them  from  mischief 
which  will  deluge  their  country  with  blood. 
For  these  reasons  I  will  not  give  my  sup- 
port to  any  proposition  in  this  House  which 
will  obstruct  the  bringing  in  of  this  Bill; 
but  I  cannot  give  my  vote  for  its  being 
continued  until  March,  1849.  In  the  event 
of  the  measure  being  passed,  I  think  it  will 
be  more  proper  for  the  House  not  to  be 
prorogued,   but  to  continue  to   sit  from 
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month  to  month,  so  that,  hand  in  hand 
with  this  measure,  we  may  pass  some  large 
remedial  measures  for  Ireland.  I  have 
heen  taunted  out  of  the  House  upon  this 
suhject;  and  I  pledge  myself,  if  no  other 
Memher  does  so,  to  bring  forward  such 
measure.  I  propose  to  submit  to  the 
House  my  long  considered  convictions,  that 
there  should  he  some  modification  of  the 
Act  of  Union.  But  I  would  sooner  lose 
my  life  in  placing  myself  on  the  side  of 
order,  than  co-operate  with  those  dema- 
gogues who  only  point  to  pillage  in  order 
that  they  may  enrich  themselves.  If  a 
precedent  is  required  for  supporting  this 
Bill,  there  is  the  precedent  furnished  by 
Mr.  Fox  and  Mr.  Sheridan,  when  the  Ha- 
beas Corpus  Act  was  last  suspended  in  the 
case  of  this  unfortunate  country  (Ireland), 
in  1803,  on  the  murder  of  Lord  Kilwarden; 
and  what  was  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Fox  and 
Mr.  Sheridan  on  that  occasion  ?  They 
supported  the  Bill.  Here  are  the  words  of 
Mr.  Sheridan,  and  no  one  can  suppose  that 
Mr.  Sheridan  could  be  a  friend  to  illiberal 
opinions : — 

"  Let  us  save  the  ship,  not  ask  who  is  the  mas- 
ter— let  us  consider  not  who  is  the  Minister,  hut 
where  is  the  enemy  we  have  to  cope  with." 

I  will  not  taunt  the  noble  Lord  on  this  oc- 
casion, or  his  Colleagues,  with  their  short- 
comings. I  shall  have  future  opportunities 
for  that.  The  state  of  Ireland  is  most 
alarming.  I  have  received  a  letter  this 
morning  which  states  that  the  houses  in 
Tipperary  and  Clonmel  are  being  stripped 
of  their  lead  to  make  bullets.  I  think 
that  a  very  important  circumstance;  and 
I,  at  least,  will  not  sanction  such  signifi- 
cant hints.  I  am  prepared  to  take  the 
consequences  of  this  expression  of  my 
opinion,  and  I  will  not  oppose  the  introduc- 
tion of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  SADLIER  said,  although  many 
hon.  Members  might  think  it  presumptuous 
in  him  to  interfere  in  the  present  discus- 
sion at  that  early  stage  of  the  proceeding, 
yet,  considering  the  deep  anxiety  which  he 
must  be  supposed  to  feel  with  regard  to 
the  welfare  of  Ireland — ^his  close  connexion 
with  that  country — the  great  interest  which 
he  had  in  the  preservation  of  peace,  pros- 
perity, public  order,  and  tranquillity  in  that 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions,  he  hoped 
that  the  House  would  not  imagine  the  few 
observations  which  he  had  to  make  unne- 
cessary or  uncalled  for.  He  might  truly 
say,  in  the  words  of  the  noble  Lord,  that 


events  had  proceeded  more  rapidly  than 
the  legislation  of  that  House.  It  was  ob- 
vious that  the  period  had  now  arrived 
when  there  was  reason  to  apprehend  that 
great  calamities  would  befall  the  nation 
unless  they  were  in  time  averted  by  pre- 
cautionary and  remedial  measures.  The 
simple  question  which  the  House  must  now 
decide  was  this — were  they  prepared  to 
suspend  the  constitution  for  a  brief  period, 
or  to  expose  the  people  of  Ireland  to 
misery  and  carnage  ?  The  more  incapable 
— the  more  unfit — the  present  advisers  of 
the  Crown  were  to  wield  the  powers  of  the 
Executive,  the  greater  was  the  necessity 
to  give  to  the  people  of  this  realm  the  only 
security  that  could  at  present  be  offered  to 
them — the  safeguard  and  protection  of  a 
military  despotism.  •  As  to  the  intentions 
of  the  leaders  of  the  present  movement  in 
Ireland,  he  apprehended  that  respecting 
these  there  could  be  no  possible  mistake. 
The  noble  Lord  had  made  a  statement  of 
the  designs  and  purposes  of  those  avowed 
apostles  of  sedition,  which  displayed  a 
state  of  things  that  admitted  of  no  com- 
promise. It  was  to  be  a  struggle  between 
the  enemies  and  the  supporters  of  law  and 
order,  and  it  remained  to  be  seen  which  of 
the  two  principles  were  to  triumph;  for 
the  population  of  Ireland  was  now  clearly 
divided  into  those  who  supported  and  those 
who  had  arrayed  themselves  against  the  con- 
stitution of  the  empire.  No  man  cherished 
more  dearly  than  he  did  the  perfect  system 
of  constitutional  government  in  Ireland, 
but  there  were  considerations  much  more 
dear  than  any  legal  or  constitutional  doc- 
trine; he  valued  more  highly  than  even 
the  most  precious  of  those  principles  the 
life  of  any  one  of  those  who  were  called 
the  apostles  of  sedition.  To  preserve  hu- 
man life,  constitutional  rights  ought  with- 
out hesitation  to  be  suspended.  Even  in 
mercy  to  the  open  and  avowed  traitors,  he 
should  vote  in  favour  of  suspending  consti- 
tutional rights.  But  was  it  possible  to 
say  this  without  at  the  same  time  in- 
quiring in  what  consisted  the  power  and 
influence  of  those  who  now  stood  forward 
as  leaders  of  the  insurrection  ?  There 
were  3,000,000  of  the  Irish  people  suffer- 
ing the  extremest  misery.  It  was  well 
known  that  their  discontent  and  disaffec- 
tion were  based  and  did  rest  upon  mere 
physical  want.  It,  therefore,  appeared  to 
him  most  important  that  no  time  should 
bo  lost  in  making  efforts  to  change  that 
state  of  things  in  which  3,000,000  of  per- 
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Bons  were  left  to  depend  upon  most  pre- 
carious means  of  subsistence,  exposed  to 
all  the  evils  of  want  of  food  and  want  of 
employment.  It,  of  course,  could  not  have 
escaped  the  attention  of  the  House — nay, 
he  doubted  not  it  was  full  in  the  recollec- 
tion of  every  one  who  heard  him,  that  the 
present  and  many  of  the  preceding  Go- 
yernments  of  this  country  were  most  lavish 
in  their  professed  intentions  of  devising 
and  carrying  forward  measures  of  amelio- 
ration for  Ireland.  Now,  in  the  absence  of 
any  effort  to  realise  those  professions — in 
the  absence  of  anything  calculated  to  con- 
tinue the  confidence  of  the  people  of  that 
country — Ireland  had  reached  the  brink 
of  a  civil  war;  and  there  were  now,  con- 
fessedly, no  means  left  to  prevent  the  de- 
struction and  confiscation  of  property  ex- 
cept that  temporary  suspension  of  the  con- 
stitution which  the  noble  Lord  had  pro- 
posed. That  there  was  an  overwhelming 
necessity  for  such  a  step  ho  was  as  ready  to 
acknowledge  as  any  Member  of  that  House 
— and  he  believed  there  existed  no  other 
means  to  prevent  the  progress  of  sedition. 
They  might  come  forward  with  another 
Coercion  tfill,  and  seek  to  put  that  into 
operation ;  but,  under  present  circum- 
stances, he  apprehended  nothing  less 
would  be  successful  l^an  the  measure  that 
had  just  been  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord. 
In  times  like  the  present,  it  would  be  in 
Tain  for  them  to  aim  at  restoring  peace 
by  such  palliatives  as  they  had  hitherto 
applied — the  matter  of  discontent  and  dis- 
affection must  be  removed.  In  the  words  of 
Bacon,  '*  vou  must  expel  the  matter  of 
sedition ;'  and  doubtless  much  of  the 
causes  of  sedition  was  to  be  found  in  the 
political  condition  of  the  people.  Take, 
for  example,  the  state  of  Tipperary;  the 
area  of  that  county  was  1,000,000  of  acres, 
the  population  500,000,  the  annual  in- 
come^ 2,000,000^.,  while  the  registered 
electors  were  only  431  individuals.  When 
be  made  that  statement,  the  noble  Lord 
met  it  with  a  sneer  and  with  well-affected 
surprise;  and  in  discussing  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick  respecting 
the  repeal  of  the  Union,  the  noble  Lord 
contended  that  the  franchise  was  not  an 
object  of  importance  to  the  Irish  peasant. 
That  appeared  to  him  not  wise  or  expe- 
mt;  the  general  inattention  to  the  poli- 
al  rights  of  Irishmen  appeared  to  him 
si  ill-advised  ;  he  therefore  differed 
the  noble  Lord  when,  in  1844,  he 
1      ,  in  considering  the  state  of 


Ireland,  political  rights  seemed  deserving 
of  less  attention  than  were  generally  sup- 
posed. The  noblo  Lord  at  that  time  con- 
tended that  the  political  franchise  would  not 
give  bread  to  the  hungry,  or  employment 
for  the  idle.  But  he  could  not  find  in  the 
constitution  of  Ireland  any  such  doctrine 
as  that  the  people  were  not  to  enjoy  the 
elective  franchise.  Mr.  Pitt  most  truly 
said,  that  the  source  of  prosperity  for  the 
people  was  to  be  found  in  free  institutions; 
and  there  were  many — indeed,  almost  all 
the  more  eminent  statesmen  had  recorded 
their  opinions  that  it  would  be  impossible 
to  withhold  prosperity  from  those  to  whom 
the  franchise  was  given.  He  found  the 
noble  Lord  again  in  1846  declaring  that  he 
did  not  expect  the  law  which  entitled  the 
poor  io  outdoor  relief  would  very  much 
mitigate  the  misery  of  Ireland;  and  that» 
instead  of  affording  a  remedy,  it  might 
very  possibly  tend  to  perpetuate  that  mi- 
sery. Those  were  the  opinions  of  the 
noble  Lord;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  ihey 
had  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
T  am  worth  telling  them  that  the  grievances 
which  had  at  all  times  been  more  or  less 
conspicuous  in  the  condition  of  Ireland 
were  social  grievances.  But  what  he 
should  say  was,  that  both  classes  of  griev- 
ances ought  to  be  removed;  waste  lands 
ought  to  be  cultivated,  and  [means  taken 
to  secure  permanent  employment  for  the 
poor.  He  found  every  one  who  spoke  on 
the  subject  of  the  Encumbered  Estates  Bill 
— at  least  those  who  addressed  the  House 
in  its  favour — contending  for  the  necessity 
of  speedily  establishing  in  Ireland  a  re- 
spectable body  of  yeomanry,  residinff  on 
their  own  estates.  There  were  even  SiosB 
who  asserted  that,  with  good  management, 
the  soil  of  Ireland  might  be  made  to  main- 
tain 16,000,000  of  human  beings.  He, 
however,  was  not  a  convert  to  the  strong 
opinions  entertained  with  respect  to  the 
utility  of  very  small  holdings ;  and  he 
doubted  whether  the  possession  of  them 
in  fee-simple  would  work  such  a  change  as 
to  take  from  that  system  all  the  evils  for 
which  it  was  now  pre-eminently  remarks- 
able.  At  present  the  great  majority  of 
holdings  were  under  five  acres,  and  nothing 
could  be  worse  than  the  condition  of  the 
Irish  people.  He  was  bound,  in  conclu- 
sion, frankly  to  declare  his  conviction  that 
the  treason  by  which  the  body  pohtic  had 
been  tainted  to  the  bone — that  such  wide- 
spread and  such  deadly  disaffection  as 
existed  in  Ireland   could  be  imputed  to 
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notiiing  except  the  faults  of  the  Gorem- 
ment. 

Mb.  SHARMAN  CRAWFORD  found 
it  very  difficult  to  convey  to  the  House  any 
idea  how  very  painful  it  was  to  him  to  pro- 
ceed to  a  division  upon  the  present  ques- 
tion. The  condition  of  Ireland  was  one 
of  the  greatest  possible  danger,  and  no 
one  more  earnestly  desired  than  he  did  to 
uphold  Her  Majesty's  loyal  subjects  in  that 
part  of  the  united  kingdom  with  all  the 
force  that  law  and  government  eould  put 
forth  for  their  protection.  But,  looking  at 
the  measures  of  the  Government,  he  found 
it  impossible  to  be  favourable  to  their  plans. 
On  the  contrary,  he  believed  their  whole 
administration  to  be  utterly  inefficient  for 
any  useful  purpose;  and  more  especially 
did  he  consider  that  the  present  measure 
would  be  wholly  unsuccessful.  He  wanted 
to  see  peace  established  in  Ireland,  and 
he  feared  that  the  proposed  BiU  would  bring 
with  it  no  peace.  He  admitted  that  times 
arose  when  the  common  prmciples  of  the 
constitution  must  be  suspended;  but  what 
he  wanted  was,  that  such  measures  of  sus- 
pension should  not  go  alone — that  they 
should  be  accompanied  with  practical  plans 
of  social  improvement.  He  begged  the 
House  for  a  moment  to  consider  what  were 
the  causes  of  the  present  agitation  and  dis- 
content. They  evidently  were  to  be  found 
in  the  condition  of  the  people.  Was  their 
social  state  a  healthy  condition  ?  Were 
they  not  depressed  to  the  lowest  point 
which  human  beings  could  reach  ?  In 
some  parts  of  the  country  the  population 
were  actually  starving.  Such  was  the 
state  of  Ireland  at  present,  and  such  it  had 
been  for  a  length  of  time  past.  And  this 
was  going  on  without  any  attempt  to  pro- 
vide remedial  measures.  The  strongest 
promises  of  remedial  measures  were  uni- 
formly made  by  every  Ministry,  and  as  uni- 
formly neglected.  They  were  growing 
worse  and  worse  every  day.  In  the  year 
1 800,  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  had  been ! 
suspended  in  Ireland;  it  had  again  been 
suspended  from  1802  till  1805;  from  1807 
till  1810;  again  in  1814;  and  once  more, 
from  1822  tiU  1824.  The  Habeas  Corpus 
Act,  then,  had  frequently  been  suspended, 
and  they  even  had  martial  law  from 
1803  till  1805.  Arms  Acts  were  fre- 
quently enforced;  and  now,  in  1848,  after 
forty-seven  years  of  union,  Ireland  must 
be  held  by  the  sword,  or  by  that  which 
few  Governments  liked  to  propose — ^good 
remedial  measures.  If  remedial  measures 
were  not  adopted,  the  consequence  would 


be  social  disorganisation  in  Ireland,  and  a 
resistance  directed  against  property  and 
order,  which  the  Government  had  not  a 
sufficient  body  of  troops  to  put  doWn;  for 
there  was  a  great  difference  between  meet- 
ing a  rabble  in  a  field,  and  taking  that 
military  occupation  of  the  whole  country 
which,  under  the  circumstances  he  aUuded 
to,  would  become  necessary.  In  1798 
there  was  a  force  of  1 00,000  men  in  Ire- 
land; and  he  would  ask  was  Government 
prepared  to  furnish  as  great  a  force  now  ? 
There  could  be  no  more  dangerous  policy 
than  to  adopt  apparent  measures  of  coer- 
cion unless  the  Government  possessed  the 
power  of  carrying  them  out.  He  dreaded 
the  disorganisation  of  the  country,  and  the 
resistance  to  rents  and  taxes  which  would 
arise,  unless  remedial  measures  were  adopt- 
ed, and  which  no  coercive  measures  could 
adequately  reach.  The  violent  opinions 
held  by  individuals  in  Ireland  had  been 
referred  to;  but  why  were  such  opinions 
held  and  expressed  ?  Because  there  had 
been  that  oppression  of  the  country — ^that 
want  of  attention  to  its  interests  and  wishes^ 
which  impelled  those  persons  to  have  a  de- 
sire for  separation.  He  wanted  to  know 
why  the  Act  already  passed,  commonly 
called  the  Felons'  Act,  could  not  be  suffi- 
cient for  the  purpose,  and  why  it  had  not 
been  fully  carried  out  ?  The  Government 
had  not  used  the  powers  within  their  hands; 
and  why,  then,  should  that  House  be  called 
on  to  pass  a  new  Coercion  Act  ?  He  recol- 
lected the  proceedings  of  1798,  when  it 
was  alleged  at  the  time  that  Government 
had  neglected  all  proper  precautions  with 
the  view  of  letting  things  come  to  a  crisis* 
He  hoped  that  such  was  now  not  the  case, 
though  there  might  appear  some  grounds 
for  the  suspicion,  when  it  was  seen  that 
the  laws  of  the  land  already  in  existence 
were  not  put  into  execution.  He  believed 
that  one  of  the  most  dangerous  kinds  of 
coercion  was  the  arresting  of  persons  on 
mere  suspicion ;  and  he  recollected  the  bad 
effects  of  the  exercise  of  such  a  power  in 
former  times.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  felt  it  to  be  his  indispensable  duty  not 
to  let  the  House  come  to  a  vote  on  this 
question  without  recording  his  opinion  of 
the  inutility  of  the  proposed  measure  of 
coercion,  and  of  the  necessity  of  the  House 
applying  itself  to  the  adoption  of  remedial 
measures.  He  felt  himself  the  more  bound 
to  do  this  because  he  had  hitherto  been 
prevented  by  various  circumstances  from 
bringing  before  the  House  the  whole  quesr 
tion  of  Ireland,  and  the  remedial  measureii 
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he  would  recommend.  The  hon.  Memher 
concluded  hy  moving  an  Amendment  to 
the  following  effect : — 

*'  That  the  present  distracted  state  of  Ireland 
arises  firom  misgoyemment  and  from  the  want  of 
remedial  measures,  without  which  no  coercire 
measures  could  restore  either  ord&r  or  content  to 
the  country." 

Mr.  F AGAN  seconded  the  Amendment. 
He  maintained  that  a  domestic  Legislature 
was  ahsolutelj  necessary  for  the  prosperity 
of  Ireland,  hut  he  held  that  separation  from 
England  would  he  destructive  of  that  pros- 
perity. Ireland  was  as  much  interested  as 
England  in  the  maintenance  of  the  con- 
nexion hetween  the  countries,  and  he  there- 
fore repudiated  the  doctrine  of  the  hon. 
Memh^  for  Nottingham  (Mr.  O'Connor). 
He  was  conscientiously  in  favour  of  a  re- 
peal of  the  Union,  with  a  view  of  having  a 
domestic  Legislature  in  Ireland;  hut  he 
was  entirely  opposed  to  separation.  It  was 
because  he  believed  that  the  suspension  of 
the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  would  not  have  the 
effect  of  putting  a  stop  to  the  proceedings 
against  which  it  was  directed,  that  he  felt 
bound  to  oppose  the  proposition  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  to  support  the  Amendment. 
He  bad  expressed  his  conviction  that  the 
last  Coercion  Act  would  not  be  attended 
with  its  desired  effect;  and  the  result  had 
shown  that  what  he  had  then  ventured  to 
state  had  turned  out  correct.  It  was  true 
that  quietude  prevailed  in  the  proclaimed 
districts;  but  the  immediate  cause  of  that 
was  to  be  found  in  the  special  commissitms, 
which  were  carried  out  with  so  much 
energy  and  effect  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland.  It  might  be  true  that  under 
the  operation  of  that  Coercion  Act  parties 
might  not  be  able  to  exhibit  their  arms, 
and  to  march  about  armed,  openly  as  be- 
fore; but  the  evil-doers  still  possessed  their 
arms,  though  concealed,  and  were  ready  to 
bring  them  forward  at  a  moment  *s  notice. 
He  had  also  predicted  that  what  was  called 
the  **  Gagging  Act*'  would  be  inc^perative 
in  Ireland,  unless  it  acted  as  a  stimulus  to 
the  proceedings  of  which  every  one  in  that 
House  justly  complained;  and,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  conviction  of  Mitchel,  which 
had  lost  much  of  its  influence  by  the  trans- 
actions attending  it,  the  Gagging  Act  had 
had  no  effect  in  stopping  the  march  of  in- 
surrection in  Ireland.  In  like  manner  he 
conceived  that  the  suspension  of  the  Habeas 
Census  Act  would  fail,  and  only  serve  to 
stimulate  discontent,  bringing  it  quicker  to 
a  head.  The  proposed  measure,  instead  of : 
beiag  a  cure,  would  be  a  cause  of  irritation. 


Had  all  the  measures  of  coercion  passed 
since  the  Union  produced  any  other  effect 
than  increasing  the  irritation  of  the  sore, 
and  causing  the  cancer  to  spread  more 
largely  ?  He  conceived  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  not  made  out  a  case  for  the  suspenaton 
of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act,  even  suppoaing 
that  it  would  have  the  effect  which  the 
noble  Lord  anticipated.  The  noUe  Lord 
had  made  a  statement  in  reference  to  Cork, 
and,  if  he  had  no  stronger  authority  for 
his  other  statements,  the  noble  Lord's  ease 
was  a  complete  failure.  When  the  noUe 
Lord  had  informants  in  that  city  aa  well  as 
in  other  parts  of  Ireland,  why  had  the 
noble  Lord  quoted  from  a  newspaper,  and 
from  one,  too,  which  was  never  remarkable 
for  stating  faidy  the  case  of  the  people  ? 
With  respect  to  the  occurrence  at  Carnck- 
on-Suir,  he  believed  that  at  the  moat  tran- 
quil period  in  Ireland,  if  a  dorgjman  en- 
joying the  affectiqps  of  the  people  were  be- 
lieved to  be  arrested,  a  similar  scene  might 
have  occurred;  and  it  would  not  have  been 
thought  sufficient  to  justify  the  suspenaioa 
of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act.  Aa  to  the 
meeting  on  the  mountain  in  Tipperarj,  the 
monster  meetings  of  1843  were  more  ivt- 
midable  and  more  numoroua.  The  Hmise 
must  take  fairiy  into  eonsideradon  whether, 
with  the  complicated  concerns  of  this 
country  pressing  on  its  attentioD,  it 
could  possibly  find  time  to  attend  te  the 
affairs  and  to  redress  the  grieraneea,  if 
it  had  the  disposition  to  £  so,  of  Ire- 
land. 

Mb.  DISRAELI:  Sir,  I  wiah  to  take 
this  opportunity  of  stating  the  aii^^  ree* 
son  for  which  I  shall  give  to  the  propooi- 
tion  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  my  eameat 
and  unequivocal  support.  If  Ijdioa|^  tluU 
the  origin  of  this  impendin^ibwiaTeeticNi 
was  to  be  found  in  the  sociai  or  political 
grievances  of  which  we  have  beard  so 
much  in  the  sister  country,  and  if  I  thongki 
that  the  measure  proposed  by  Her  Mn- 
jesty's  Ministers  would  prove  any  obelade 
to  remedial  measures  for  thoae  sociai  and 
political  evils,  I,  for  one,  shoold  view  ii  with 
jealousy  and  distrust.  Its  charaeter  ia  fla- 
grant; it  is  invested  with  no  hypocrilicni 
garment;  it  is  an  assault  upon  the  eonati- 
tutional  liberties  of  the  subjeet;  and  ikt& 
only  justification  of  such  a  proposition  most 
be  the  necessity  of  the  case,  and  I  think 
that  necessity  exists  in  those  cireMMtancea 
to  which  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  ikt& 
Government  has  amply  referred.  It  £d 
not  indeed  require  the  expoaition  of  the 
noble  Lord  to  impress  that  conviction  t^QA 


729 


Haheas  Carpus 


^  July  22} 


(Ireland). 


730 


the  House  and  upon  the  country.  The 
noble  Lord  is  not  in  the  position  in  which 
Ministers  in  similar  circumstances  have 
sometimes  found  themselves.  He  does  not 
come  here  with  a  green  bag,  filled  with 
anonymous  communications,  or  with  state- 
ments made  to  an  Administration  under 
circumstances  which  could  not  be  amply 
rerealed  to  the  senate  of  the  country.  The 
noble  Lord,  without  affectation,  and  with  a 
frankness  and  simplicity  which  did  him  ho- 
nour, referred  only  to  those  circumstances 
with  which  we  are  all  familiar — to  those 
CTcnts  which  are  daily  and  hourly  occur- 
ring— as  his  justification  for  the  policy  he 
recommended;  and,  adopting  the  responsi- 
bility, from  which  he  did  not  shrink,  and 
from  which  he  could  not  shrink,  with  re- 
spect to^his  proposition,  the  noble  Lord 
has  reminded  this  House  of  that  responsi- 
bility from  which,  as  the  representatives  of 
the  people,  they  also  cannot  escape.  Now, 
I  say,  that  if  I  thought  this  impending  in- 
surrection was  occasioned  by  those  social 
and  political  evils  with  which  we  are  all  of 
us  too  familiar,  I  should  view  the  proposi- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  with  great 
jealousy  and  distrust.  But  I  am  bound  to 
express  frankly  my  opinion — and  that  is 
the  reason  which  will  induce  mo  to  vote 
for  the  measure  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  to  give  them  my  unvarying  sup> 
port  in  this  respect^ — that  the  impending 
insurrection  docs  not  in  any  way  partake 
of  that  character.  It  is  not  an  agrarian 
movement;  it  is  not  a  religious  movement; 
it  is  not,  in  my  opinion,  a  movement  aris- 
ing from  any  sentiment  of  perverted  na- 
tionality. It  is  neither  more  nor  less  than 
an  external — a  Continental  movemebt.  It 
is  neither  imre  nor  less  than  a  Jacobin 
movement;  Rd,  looking  upon  Jacobinism 
to  be  a  system  of  universal  plunder  and 
of  unmitigated  'violence,  I  think  it  is  our 
duty  to  grapple  with  the  evil  in  which  we 
recognise  such  features  with  a  power  greater 
than  their  violence,  and  with  a  determi- 
nation to  maintain  every  social  principle 
and  every  social  right  equal  to  that  audacity 
which  has  been  too  much  encouraged  by 
events  that  have  fortunately  not  occurred 
in  England,  and  not  yet  in  Ireland.  It  is 
for  this  reason  that  I  think  we  ought  not 
to  hesitate  to  intrust  to  the  Government 
the  great  and  extraordinary  powers  for 
which  they  ask.  I  protest  against  the  social 
and  political  evils  from  which  Ireland  may 
suffer  being  in  any  way  mixed  up  with  the 
question  which  is  now  before  us.  I  protest 
against  its  being  assumed  in  argument  that 


those  who  have  originated  this  movement 
have  any  desire  to  remedy  those  social  and 
political  grievances  by  any  mode  which  the 
common  sense  and  feeling  of  this  country 
could  recognise  and  approve.  Nor,  Sir, 
do  I  believe  that  this  impending  insurrec- 
tion is  or  was  in  its  origin  the  insurrection 
of  the  people  of  Ireland;  and  one  reason 
why  I  have  taken  the  opportunity  of  mak- 
ing these  few  observations  is,  because  I 
wish  to  protest  against  its  going  forth 
throughout  Europe  that  the  question  be- 
fore us  is  a  question  between  the  Govern- 
ment of  England  and  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. I  do  not  believe  that,  even  numeri- 
cally, the  traitors  have  the  advantage.  I  can- 
not for  a  moment  suppose — I  have  every  rea- 
son to  disbelieve — that  the  Roman  Catholic 
priesthood  can  look  with  any  favour  upon 
a  Jacobin  movement.  I  believe  that  the 
great  body  of  the  peasantry  of  the  south  of 
Ireland  at  first  looked  with  no  favour  upon 
this  movement;  and,  although  the  neglect 
in  permitting  it  to  arrive  at  the  pitch  it  has 
achieved,  may — as  must  always  happen  in 
a  country  like  Ireland,  with  an  impression- 
able and  suffering  people — induce  the  mul- 
titude finally  to  rally  round  those  whose, 
big  talking  and  boM  promises  are  calcu- 
lated to  create  an  effect  upon  the  masses, 
yet  I  am  still  of  opinion  that  the  great 
body  of  the  peasantry  are  not  heart  and 
soul  in  this  movement,  which  is  so  menac- 
ing. It  is  the  movement  of  a  party,  or- 
ganised, desperate,  stimulated  by  foreign 
example  and  inspired  by  foreign  successes 
— a  party  which,  on  previous  occasions  in 
the  history  of  that  country,  has  adopted 
the  same  course  and  aimed  at  the  same 
result.  I  have,  no  doubt  that  their  plots 
and  machinations  will,  under  any  circum- 
stances, meet  with  the  most  complete  and 
overwhelming  discomfiture;  but  I  am  anxi- 
ous that  that  discomfiture  should  not  be 
obtained  at  the  terrible  expense  which  has 
attended  their  previous  defeats — not  merely 
an  expenditure  of  the  treasure  of  this  coun- 
try— not  an  expenditure  only  of  the  lives  of 
Englishmen,  but  of  that  rising  good  feeling 
between  the  two  countries  which  it  has  now 
taken  half  a  century  to  cherish  and  foster, 
and  the  excitement  of  those  passions  which 
a  discomfiture  attained  by  such  means 
would  revive  with  all  their  former  acerbity, 
misconception,  prejudice,  and  bitterness. 
I  conceive  that  the  Minister  who,  by  com- 
ing forward  at  this  moment  with  sufficient 
measures,  confident  in  the  good  sense  of 
his  countrymen,  and  supported  by  a  unani- 
mous ParHament,  can  quell  this  impending 
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without  bloodsked,  and  wHh- 1 
ovt  aeenes  of  spoliation,  of  rmyage,  and  of ; 
disorder,  will  deserve   wdl  of  his   coan* ' 

5,   and   is    entitled   to  the  heartj  and 
I  eoanlenanee  of  the  House  of  Com- 


Mb.  D.  GALLAGHAN  could  not 
giae  tfiat  such  a  measore  as  the  present 
was  ealfwlatrd  to  stop  the  progreas  of  ihat 
feehag  which  aow  stnHiglj  actaated  the 
hadj  of  ihe  Iiish  people.  He  con- 
1  tlttt  any  Irish  Members  who  gave 
'  snppoti  to  this  Bill  woold  be  commit- 
ting  an  act  of  political  snicide.  Be  would 
netfcr  he  &  paitj  to  sospeading  the  Habeas 
Gcirpas  Aei»  or  to  an j  othor  measores  of 
CGeraioa,  when  he  bdiered  that  the  resolts 
thoae  inaainwi  were  designed  to  eStti 
m%ht  he  attained  bj  aaolher  course  of 
procec&ig.  He  was  a  repealer,  and  was 
aaTwuff  to  secure  the  legislasiTe  inde- 
pendence of  hb  country.  He  bdiered  that 
^he  present  state  of  Irdand  was  the  result 
of  ausgovonment :  and  that,  bj  the  appli- 
of  NBMdial  Bieasures  at  a  proper 
the  peace  and  prosporitT  of  that 
ii|^t  have  been  established.  But 
when  sneh  remedial  measures  had  been 
drmaadpd,  the  answer  had  been,  **Wait 
awhile ; "  and  how  long  had  ther  waited  ? 
The  press  in  Ireland  did  not  fiirlT  repre- 
scat  the  state  of  diat  eountrr ;  and  the 
aehle  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  GoTonment 
had  defired  his  information  from  the  presa, 
iaitead  of  resortiag  to  those  from  whom  he 
would  haTe  reeeired  a  true  representation 
of  the  £Mts — the  representatiTes  of  the 
Irish  people. 

SiE  D.  XORRETS  :  The  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  addressed  the  House  has  said, 
that  aaj  one  of  us  who  now  gets  up  and 
sapporta  this  Bill,  will  commit  an  act  of 
political  suicide ;  and  I  bdicTe  that  to  be 
the  case.  I  do  not  hesitate  on  that  ac- 
count to  rise  at  once,  and  dedare  myself 
a  supporter  of  thb  measure.  Let  the  con- 
sequences to  myself  be  what  they  may,  I 
will  support  it ;  and  I  arow  that  1  think 
the  time  is  come  when  such  a  measure  is 
absolutely  reqoishe.  This  is  no  time  to 
examine  the  anrecedents  of  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber, or  of  the  noble  Lord :  to  consider 
whether  the  one  has  been  a  good  prophet, 
or  whether  the  other  has  fiiliilied  the  pro- 
mises with  which  he  took  o£ee.  It  is  to 
safe  my  country  from  the  precipice  on 
which  I  see  h»  nishia^^  that  I  support 
ihja  measure.  Like  the  hon.  Member,  I 
fed  that  I  haTe  a  country :  my  blood  boils 
Kke  his»  but  it  is  against  those  who  would 


plunge  her  into  the  miserim  of  eivfl  war. 
I  think  erery  day's  delay  daagereas ;  aaeh 
has  been  the  state  of  excitemeat,  that,  ai 
the  mooient  when  we  are  qpeahiag.  Gad 
knows,  some  sparit  aiay  kindle  Urn 
that  seems  to  be  about  to  burst  oal 
blood  may  be  flowing  in  oar  eoaatij.  I 
admit  that  this  ia  a  dmadful  ipariwaati 
my  firm  eoarietion  is,  tfiatiiwill  mm&aA 
once  either  in  the  eTploaJoa  of  this  rebel- 
lion, or  in  putting  it  down.  Theae  mob, 
seeing  that  their  case  wiA  otherwiae  he 
desperate,  will,  if  they  think  they  have  aay 
chance,  take  steps  to  predpitale  aa  aal- 
l»eak,  and  do  what  they  eaa.  Bat  I  pai 
it  to  hon.  Gentlemen  who  speak  ao  stna^y 
of  thb  measure  as  unconilitntioaal — aad 
no  one  can  lament  more  thaa  myadf  the 
necessi^  of  propoaing  it — uhiihii  the 
course  they  adrocate  might  aat  lead  in 
greater  erils — to  protracted  civil  war?  It 
is  to  save  my  wretdied 
the  misefies  that  will  otherwise  he  1  _ 
upon  them,  that  I  call  upon  joa  ai  «Boa  to 
seixe  the  heads  of  this  eoaspiracj,  and  not 
allow  bad  men  to  lead  the  people  e»  any 
kmger. 

Mb.  H.  DBUMMOXB  :  I  ma  < 
somewhat  surprised  that  the  lua« 
for  Cork  should  discriminator  ao  t 
as  he  doea  between  the  mass  of  1 
men  and  thoae  whoare  tryii^  ta 
them,  and  that  he  should'yet  F 
a  single  moment  to  give  la  the 
ment  that  power  which  will  enable 
s^e  the  guilty  while  sparing  the  i 
I  am  still  amre  sarpnsed  that  tkm  ham^ 
Member  should  hare  the  rmoBiiat  4oafci 
that  this  measure  wiO  be  edfeacioas  aa  hr 
as  it  g^ea.  If  it  be  not  fffifaftaaa,  oliMsr 
measures  must  fbDow :  lor  m  is  lighi  Ibr 
iuiiL.  and  for  eiery  man,  ao^oahr  in  iMm 
House,  but  in  the  country,  ta  aailii  sismd 
that  ciril  war  is  no  diild^s  *play.  We  are 
proToked  to  it ;  war  is  [■iirlaifl 
us;  and  there  is  no  alfiaatiie  hel 
or  death.  It  is  **  war  to  to  tfie 
and  these  persoas  must  he  paft 
I  am  quite  willing  to  enter  apoa  tfie  < 
deration  of  Irish  grieraacea  en  a 
and  more  litting  occasioa;  hat  at  Um 
sens  time  the  point  in  hand  is  ^ke 
proposed  for  a  partieukr  state  of  i 
IreLuid.  It  hs^  been  rightly  said  ht  tike 
eloquent  Member  for 
that  Jacobinism  and  the  disceeieat ' 
certain  persons  foel  with  respect  ta 
social  position  are  at  the  root  of  the  < 
we  have  now  to  deplore.  The  hoe.  I  ~ 
for  >octi^;han  (Mr.  O'CoMor}  Imi  i 
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of  a  profligate  press  having  done  much  to 
influence  the  public  mind  improperly.  It  is 
not  for  me  to  stand  up  in  behalf  of  the 
press;  but  I  should  like  to  know  what 
meaning  the  hon.  Member  for  Nottingham 
attaches  to  the  word  "profligate"  in  this 
instance.  I  suppose  he  means  to  describe 
a  person  who  in  his  connexion  with  the 
press  does  some  unworthy  act  for  the  sake 
of  his  private  advantage  or  gratification. 
Now,  I  should  like  to  know  whether  there 
is  a  person  connected  with  any  paper  in 
the  kingdom  but  one,  who  will  publish  a 
long  column  of  the  names  of  blasphemous 
books,  and  recommend  them  to  all  his  read- 
ers. I  will  not  pollute  my  lips  nor  disgust 
the  ears  of  hon.  Members  by  reading  the 
titles  of  these  works;  but  I  wish  to  know 
whether  the  paper  which  acts  in  the  man- 
ner I  have  described  is  the  **  profligate 
press  "  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Nottingham  ?  I  give  the  hon.  Member  for 
Nottingham  the  choice  of  two  alternatives 
— either  he  belives  in  and  approves  of  the 
doctrines  of  the  books  advertised ;  or, 
knowing  and  believing  them  to  be  immo- 
ral, irreligious,  and  blasphemous  works,  he 
publishes  their  titles  for  the  sake  of  the 
money  he  gets  for  so  doing.  I  charge  the 
hon.  Member  for  Nottingham  with  having, 
more  perhaps  than  any  one,  tended  to  fo- 
ment Jacobinical  feelings.  When  I  spoke 
on  a  former  occasion  of  the  doctrine  pro- 
mulgated by  M.  Proudhon,  Toule propriety 
est  un  vol,  I  was  ignorant  that  the  same 
doctrine  had  been  broached  by  the  hon. 
Mejnber  for  Nottingham  in  his  newspaper. 
Here  it  is  : — 

«*  The  land  is  yours,  and  ono  day  or  other  youTl 
have  your  share  of  it ;  and  the  sooner  you  arrive 
at  a  knowledge  of  its  value,  the  sooner  will  you  be 
prepared  to  assert  the  great  principle,  that  the 
land  is  the  people's  inheritance,  and  that  kings, 
princes,  peers,  nobles,  priests,  and  commoners, 
who  have  stolen  it  from  them,  hold  it  upon  the 
title  of  popular  ignorance  rather  than  upon  any 
right,  human  or  divine.  The  natural  right  is 
yours  ;  the  human  usurpation  is  theirs." 

But  that  is  not  all — the  hon.  Member  for 
Nottingham  is  not  merely  discontented  with 
the  tenure  of  property;  he  declares  that 
the  whole  state  of  society  must  be  sub- 
verted. This,  then,  is  not,  as  the  noble 
Lord  has  argued,  a  question  as  to  the  se- 
paration of  Ireland — it  is  not  a  mere  ques- 
tion of  repeal;  it  is  a  question  affecting  the 
foundation  of  society  itself.  But  the  hon. 
Member  for  Nottingham  shall  speak  for 
himself : — 

"  We  frankly  avow  that  we  have  no  respect  for 
society  as  at  present  constituted.    Civilisation 


means  ill-requited  labour,  starvation,  gaols,  bas- 
tiles  for  the  masses.  To  the  millions  civilisation 
is  a  huge  lie,  an  organised  hypocrisy.  Perish  such 
civilisation ! " 

Amongst  the  things  which  have  stimulated 
and  maddened  the  clever  but  too  excitable 
people  of  Ireland,  we  may  enumerate  that 
curse,  an  *'  unruly  tongue,"  which  **  setteth 
on  fire  the  course  of  nature,  and  is  set  on 
fire  of  hell." 

Mr.  HUME  said,  to  such  papers  as 
those  which  had  been  described,  he  would 
not  hesitate  for  one  moment  to  give  the 
character  of  profligate,  whether  in  Ireland, 
Scotland,  or  England — such  papers  were 
most  dangerous  to  society,  and  ought  te 
be  shunned  by  every  one.  If  there  was 
any  principle  more  dangerous  than  ano- 
ther, it  was  that  which  had  gained  footing 
in  a  neighbouring  country,  and  which  for 
years  had  by  some  individuab  been  foster- 
ed in  that  country — the  attempt  to  inter- 
fere with  the  labour  of  the  poor.  To  at^ 
tempt  to  lay  down  the  principle  of  making 
property  common  to  the  community,  was 
to  violate  the  laws  upon  which  society  was 
based.  He  trusted  that  no  such  doctrine 
would  ever  be  supported  in  that  House. 
He  had,  for  a  very  long  period,  paid  dose 
attention  to  the  situation  of  Ireland,  and 
he  found  himself  in  a  most  unpleasant  situ- 
ation now,  because,  while  he  knew  of  great 
evils  which  existed  with  respect  to  that 
country,  which  he  believed  might  be  re- 
moved by  wise  and  honest  legislation,  yet 
he  was  compelled  unwillingly  to  give  his' 
support  to  Her  Majesty's  Government  on 
the  present  occasion,  in  order  to  main- 
tain peace  and  tranquillity.  He  protested 
against  the  supposition  that  such  a  Bill  as 
this  would  remove  any  of  the  evils  to 
which  he  alluded.  He  agreed  with  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Fagan),  that  they  never  would  remove  the 
social  evils  which  existed  in  Ireland  until 
they  removed  the  causes  of  discontent, 
which  were  broad,  deep,  and  long-continu- 
ed. Within  his  own  recollection,  one  class 
of  the  community  had  been  held  up  against 
another — Protestant  against  Catholic,  and 
Catholic  against  Protestant.  Excitement 
was  kept  up  by  the  belief  that  England 
was  an  oppressor,  and  that  from  England 
no  good  could  be  obtained.  That  doctrine 
was  supported  and  held  until  the  year  1829, 
when  he  had  hoped  that  the  era  had  ar- 
rived which  would  be  marked  by  a  change 
in  the  situation  of  Ireland,  and  the  oppres- 
sion which  had  theretofift^  existed  would 
be  gradually  effaced.     But  had  anything 


735 


Suspmsian 


{COMMONS} 


of  the 


736 


of  that  kind  taken  place  ?  Discontent  at 
this  moment  was  as  extensive  in  Ireland 
as  it  had  over  hcon,  and  that  discontent 
arose  from  civil  rights  bring  withhold. 
The  Irishman  was  not  placed  on  the  same 
footing  as  the  Scotchman  or  the  English- 
roan  :  he  was  not  treated  as  a  free  man, 
and  therefore  it  conld  not  be  expected  that 
he  would  act  as  a  free  man.  Let  civil  and 
religious  liberty  spread  over  Ireland  as  it 
did  over  England  and  Scotland,  and  then 
they  might  expect  to  see  an  approximation 
to  tranquillity  in  that  country.  Could  they 
expect  improvement  in  Ireland  until  there 
was  employment  ?  Could  they  expect  em- 
ployment without  peace  and  confidence? 
Could  they  cxpoot  peace  and  confidence 
while  they  were  from  time  to  time  passing 
Bills  of  the  most  coercive  character,  and 
measures  for  suspending  the  constitution  ? 
Any  incipient  disposition  that  might  bo  ex- 
hibited for  carrying  capital  to  Ireland,  this 
very  Bill  would  tend  to  drive  away.  Who 
wonld  send  capital  to  employ  the  pct^ple  of 
Ireland,  when  the  Government  told  them 
that  every  peasant  and  every  man  was 
against  this  countr}'  ?  Those  men  wore 
1<hI  by  demagogues,  or  whatever  thoy  might 
please  to  call  them — ^mon  of  great  t.^lcnt 
and  having  groat  command  over  the  poople 
— that  great  command  having  been  obt-ain- 
od  in  consequence  of  the  ]>eo]>le  being  dis- 
contented, on  account  of  their  riirhts  hoinir 


the  Irish  Members,  and  call  upon  them, 
after  the  opinions  which  had  been  express- 
ed on  the  Treasury  benches,  that  peace 
could  not  be  expected  while  the  Irish 
Church  remained,  to  support  the  Govern- 
ment. Why  not  immediately  consider  the 
question  of  the  Irish  Church  ?  The  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Goyemment  had 
admitted  that  that  was  one  of  the  evils 
under  which  Ireland  laboured.  Then  there 
was  the  question  of  the  franchise.  The 
position  of  Irehind,  with  respect  to  the 
franchise,  was  worse  than  that  of  France 
under  the  late  monarchy.  France  had 
200,000  representatives^-electors  he  meant 
— but  in  Ireland  at  this  moment  they  had 
not  more  than  40.000.  There  were  40,000 
electors  to  8,000,000  of  inhabitants.  Let 
the  noble  Lord  consider  the  municipal  in- 
stitutions. Parliament  ought  not  to  sepa- 
rate until  some  steps  of  this  sort  had  been 
taken.  Bis  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  S.  Crawford) 
was  quite  right  in  saying  that  remedial 
measures  ought  immediately  to  be  adopted; 
and  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  do  all 
he  cr-uld  to  carry  tl^.em.  They  might  be 
brought  forward  to-morrow.  [••  To-morow 
is  Sunday."]  Well,  the  better  day  the  bet- 
ter deed.  They  could  not  better  employ 
their  Sabbath  than  by  giving  peace  to  Ii-e- 
lar.d.  He  was  sorry  his  hon.  Friend  had 
proposed  his  Amendment,  because  there 
wore  many  who  agreed  with  liim   upon  it, 


refused  after  having  been  promised  from  i  but  who  novcrthelc^s  would  feel  bound  on 
year  to  year,  and  from  day  to  day.  Sos- '  this  occasion  to  support  tho  Government, 
sion  after  Session  those  rights  had  been  ,  lie  would,  therefore,  advise  his  hon.  Friend 
promised,  and  what  had  been  done  ?  Not  to  take  a  more  fitting  opportunity  of  pro- 
one  step  had  been  taken  during  the  last  !  posing  it.  when  he  would  be  hoppy  to  sup- 


eight  or  nine  months.  They  were  now  at 
the  close  of  the  Session,  and  their  situa- 
tion was  worse  than  it  was  in  Xovember. 
lie  was  as  confident  as  that  he  existed, 
that  this  measure  would  not  heal  the  evils 
under  which  Ireland  suffered.  It  might 
put  down  the  turbulent  and  those  who  wore 
exciting  their  fellow-eounirvmen.  Tho:v' 
were  many  who  recn'ih^re^l  what  was  said 
in  that  House  at  the  time  whin  the  i  .ir- 
natic  was  ravaged.  They  were  told  that 
the  (Tovernment  had  snecoedod  in  restoring 
'poHCC  and  qniotnojis?  Ves!  but  yotico 
an d  qu i  o tn e^ss  were  on  i y  d osol  a  t  i  i  ^n .  T  h  oy 
might  by  this  "Rill  put  down  tr.rbv.lor.t  per- 
sons, but  as  fa,<;t  as  they  did  so  others 
would  rise  :  and  so  it  would  over  be  until 
th^-  removed  the  eanses  of  discontent. 
On  the  Govemment  would  bo  tho  n»s]vm- 
aibility  of  exercising  this  moasinT.  Let 
them  follow  it  tip  with  remedial  nu-asuros. 
Be  would  now  address  iii»  iion.  Fricnd^, 


port  him  ;  for  no  man  in  that  House  had 
shown  a  greater  necessity  for  remedial 
measures  in  Ireland  than  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  had  in  his 
speech  i.f  that  da  v. 

Mr.  NKWDEGATE  would  give  Her 
Mnjesty's  Govemmont  his  unqualified  snp- 
pon  in  rcsi^oc  t  of  the  measure  they  had 
]in']Msod:  and  he  woTild  not  have  inter 
ru,  ted  the  progress  of  it  for  a  moment  by 
any  remr.!l;s  of  his  own,  hfal  he  not  feft 
the  neeessivv  of  saying  morel v  this,  that 
he  support  Oil  tho  mojisure  whieli  the  Go- 
vt^rmoi'nt.  on  their  own  rosponsibility,  de- 
<»if.rod  to  \k^  ))eressarv  for  the  preservation 
of  ponce  in  Ireland  as  a  g-reat  measure  of 
polie;\  The  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
h})d;;?>t  tt»ld  them  that  concession  bad  not 
eaiisod  .1  ;:.•:; at iini  in  Ireland  to  cease;  and 
ho  did  Tn:>t  that  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
nioni  would  pass  this  T> ill  as  an  exceptional 
meabure,  and  without  couditions,  in  order 
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that  those  who  now  disturbed  the  peace  of 
Ireland  bj  continued  agitation  might  be 
told  that  to  persevere  in  such  a  course  was 
only  sowing  the  wind  to  reap  the  whirlwind 
—and  that  such  conduct  must  ultimately 
result  in  their  own  confusion. 

Mr.  GKOGAN,  in  the  name  of  the  loyal, 
industrious,  and  peaceable  classes  of  the 
city  of  Dublin,  returned  thanks  to  the  Go- 
vernment for  their  having  at  length  deter- 
mined to  grapple  with  the  monster  agita- 
tion— the  incubus  which  had  afflicted  Ire- 
land, had  paralysed  trade  and  employ- 
ment, and  had  brought  poverty  and  bank- 
ruptcy on  all  classes.  The  suspension  of 
the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  was  a  proceeding 
which  nothing  but  the  most  extreme  case 
could  justify.  Such  a  case  now  existed. 
The  Confederates  were  only  an  offshoot  of 
the  establishment  at  Conciliation  Hall. 
That  agitation  had  now  assumed  so  so- 
lemn, so  dangerous,  and  so  alarming  a 
character,  that  the  measure  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  proposed  was 
the  only  one  which  could  prevent  blood- 
shed and  ruin.  The  noble  Lord  had  al- 
luded to  the  fact  of  a  magistrate  presiding 
at  one  of  the  meetings.  He  hoped  that 
noble  Lord  would  on  Monday  tell  them  that 
that  gentleman  was  no  longer  on  the  list 
of  magistrates  for  Ireland.  Three  magis- 
trates from  Kilkenny  had  come  up  to  Dub- 
lin in  order  to  attend  one  of  the  meet- 
ings, and  he  hoped  that  they  would  be  no 
longer  members  of  the  magisterial  bench 
in  that  city. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  said,  that  his  hon. 
Colleague  (Mr.  Grogan)  had  called  upon 
that  House  to  consent  to  the  introduction 
of  this  Bill  in  the  name  of  that  portion  of 
his  constituents  who  were  peaceably  dis- 
posed. He  was  prepared  to  vote  against 
its  introduction,  although  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  pursue  any  factious  course  with 
regard  to  it.  He  was  prepared  to  vote 
against  the  Bill  in  all  its  future  stages,  and 
he  hoped  they  would  be  long  and  tedious. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mallow 
(Sir  D.  Norreys),  in  expressing  his  deter- 
mination to  support  the  Bill,  had  said  most 
valiantly,  '*  I  am  prepared  to  commit  po- 
litical suicide.'*  Now  the  present  Parlia- 
ment was  not  quite  one  year  old,  and  there- 
fore had  five  years  to  run;  so  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  could  not  be  politicaUy  sacri- 
ficed for  ^ve  years,  and  would  incur  no 
danger  until  that  period  had  elapsed.  But 
an  appeal  had  been  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose  to  the  Irish  Members  not  i 
to  oppose  this  Bill.     Why,   if  the  hon. 

VOL.C.    {J^}  ' 


Gentleman  had  not  declared  his  determi- 
nation in  the  early  part  of  his  speech  to 
support  the  Bill,  he  should  have  been  in-' 
duced  to  believe  that  his  hon.  Friend  in- 
tended to  oppose  it.     He  said  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  plunged  in  the  very  depths  of 
misery;  that  the  blessings  of  the  British 
constitution   were  withheld    from   them  ; 
that  all  the  evils  which  accompanied  po- 
verty and  destitution  were  afflicting  them ; 
and  that  after  having  passed  two  Coercion 
Bills   which  had  failed,  the  Government 
were  preparing  a  third.     He  found  it  diffi- 
cult to  reconcile  that  and  his  hon.  Friend's 
vote  with  his  Irish  notions  of  reason.     In 
December   last  was  introduced  into  that 
House  the  Crime  and  Outrage  Bill,  which 
received  the  Royal  Assent  a  little  before 
Christmas;  and  an  application  was  made  to 
that  House  for  another  Bill,  namely,  the 
Felony  Bill  in  April.     So  that  in  less  than 
six  months  they  had  passed  two  Coercion 
Bills;   and   now  before  the   expiration  of 
three  months  from  the  passing  of  the  last» 
the   Government    required   another.      He 
hoped  he  might  be  permitted  to  refer  to 
the  observations  which  he  made  on   the 
introduction  of  those  Bills.     He  then  pro- 
phesied that  they  would  be  failures,  and 
they  had  been  failures.     To  use  a  mercan- 
tile phrase,    he  believed  that  two  worse 
Bills  were  never  drawn,  and  he  was  not 
surprised  that  they  had  been  protested  for 
non-acceptance.     After  the  failure  of  those 
two  Bills,  the  Government  now  came  for- 
ward with  another,  and  he  presumed  they 
intended  to  carry  the  interest  and  principal 
forward  for  another.     He  now  prophesied 
that  this   Bill   would  fail   also;    and  he 
wanted  to  know,  and  he  asked  respectfully 
and  earnestly,  supposing  they  filled  the 
gaols  with  political  victims,  even  to  over- 
flowing, as  they  had  filled  the  workhouses 
of  Ireland  with  ablebodied  paupers,  what 
were  they  to  do  afterwards?     He  asked 
that  question  in  sober  seriousness.   If  they 
intrusted   this   unconstitutional   power   to 
Lord  Clarendon— the  power  of  arresting  all 
whom  he  might  suspect  of  disloyalty  and 
disaffection — of  course  the  suspected  parties 
would  be  kept  in  gaol  until  March :  and 
what   would   they   do   with    them    then  ? 
Would  discontent  then  be  abated?    No, 
it   would  not.     He   knew  what   this  Bill 
would  do.  It  would  increase  discontent  and 
dissatisfaction — would    multiply    repealers 
— would  convert  men  to  the  principle  of 
repeal  who  were  now  holding  aloof  from  it. 
As  a  sincere  advocate  of  the  repeal  of  the 
legislative  Union,  he  must  say,  both  on  his 
2B 
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own  behalf  and  oq  behalf  of  the  repealers 
of  Ir€:laiid,  that  they  were  desirous  of  effect- 
ing the  repeal  of  the  Union  through  consti- 
tational  means  only.  They  had  swom  the 
oath  of  alliance  :  he  had  taken  that  oath 
without  any  equiToeation  or  mental  reser- 
T»tKm;  and  he  was  determined,  eren  at  the 
Bacaifiee  of  bis  life,  to  maintain  that  oath 
reii^&osfy.  He  beBeved  that  the  great 
body  of  tlie  people  of  Ireland  were  actuated 
by  a  omilar  spiiit,  and  it  was  therefore  a 
eahunny  to  insinuate  anything  like  a  charge 
of  treasonable  dc^tiines  against  them.  He 
was  not  there  to  stand  sponsor  for  the 
loyalty  of  all.  God  forbid  !  But  he  pro- 
tested on  the  part  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
generally  against  their  being  accused  of 
holding  treasoDable  doctrines.  What  pur- 
pose did  Ho*  Majesty's  GoTemment  intend 
to  serFC  by  the  suspension  of  the  oonstitu- 
tion?  What  were  the  G^Temment  afrdd 
of?  They  had  got  in  round  numbers  45,000 
troops  in  Ireland.  If  they  included  the 
poliee  they  had  55,000.  Now,  that  was  a 
military  force  sufficient  to  keep  possession 
of  a  country  double  the  size  and  with 
double  the  population  of  Ireland.  Not 
only  had  they  45,000  troops,  and  a  large 
body  of  the  constabulary,  but  they  had  a 
great  number  of  persons  who  were  as  loyal 
as  any  special  constables,  and  who  were 
quite  ready  to  assist  in  jw^eserving  peace 
and  order.  Now,  he  wanted  to  know  what 
piro<^  they  had  of  disorder  and  disorganisa> 
tion  in  Ireland,  except  the  speeches  of 
those  frequent  a^tators  who  were  going 
from  town  to  town  ?  Commercial  transac- 
tions were  not  interrupted;  corn  was  being 
imported  and  exported;  banking  transac- 
tions went  on  precisely  as  usual;  public 
credit  was  totally  undistnrl>ed;  outrages 
were  not  committed.  And  in  the  midst  of 
all  this  tranquillity,  they  were  to  have  the 
constitution  suspended,  and  the  liberty  of 
every  man  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive Government.  When  he  spoke  of 
the  Exe<!Utive  Government,  he  begged  it  to 
be  understood  that  if  this  unconstitutional 
power  was  to  be  granted,  there  was  no 
person  to  whom  he  would  rather  intrust  it 
than  Lord  Clarendon,  who  had,  it  was 
true,  been  liberally  abu>^ed,  and  in  good 
round  terms.  If  he  were  asked  what  the 
]»eople  of  Ireland  wanted,  he  would  say 
simply,  an  equalisation  between  Great  Bri- 
tain and  Ireland.  He  wanted  an  assimila- 
tion of  the  Irish  corporations  to  the  pnvi- 
leges  of  the  English  corporations;  he  want- 
ed a  Grand  Jury  Bill,  to  relievo  the  people 
from  the  peculation  of  their  masters;  he 


wanted  a  Landlord  and  T^mnt  Bill,  that 
would  give  the  occupying  fanner  some  pro- 
tection for  his  labour  on  the  one  hand,  and 
his  capital  on  the  other;  he  wanted  »  Re- 
gistration Bill,  that  would  gire  the  people 
of  Ireland  some  Yoice  in  the  election  of 
their  representatiyes.  At  present,  thej  had 
none.  They  asked  also  for  an  inereaae  in 
the  number  of  Irish  representatiyes,  think** 
ing  that  whilst  Great  Britain  had  553  Mem- 
bers, Ireland  ought  to  haye  nKM^e  than  105. 
Let  him  not  be  understood  as  compromimng 
the  great  principle  he  contended  for,  that 
the  people  of  Ireland  had  a  right  to  domes- 
tic legislation,  not  interfering  with  the  eon- 
nexion  that  had  existed  between  the  two 
countries  for  600  years,  and  which  thej 
wished  might  endure  to  the  end  of  time, 
bound  together  by  the  golden  link  of  tlie 
Crown,  and  the  affections  oi  the  people  of 
both  countries.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Tamworth,  in  the  memor- 
able speech  he  made  on  surrendering  the 
seals  of  office,  said  that  he  made  up  his 
mind  that  Ireland  could  not  be  goremed 
by  coercion.  He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  not  changed  his  opinion;  and 
if  he  were  of  that  opinion  still,  he  woold 
address  the  right  hon.  Baronet  seriooalj 
in  the  name  of  his  fdlow-eoontrymea,  and 
implore  of  hiin  to  torn  in  his  mind  whether 
he  was  not  bound  now,  ewen  at  the  eleTenth 
hour,  to  lend  his  powerful  assistanee  in 
carrying  out  the  great  principle  he  had 
laid  down,  that  Irdand  was  to  be  gorenied 
by  concihation. 

Mk.  MUNTZ  asked  the  hon.  Member 
for  Rochdale  to  withdraw  his  Amendm^it. 
It  appeared  to  him  that,  by  carrying  that 
Amendment,  the  hon.  Member  woold  do 
no  kindness  to  the  Irish  peo{de,  but  would, 
on  the  contrary,  injure  the  cause  he  wished 
to  support  He  was  as  anxious  as  the  hon. 
Member  himself  that  remedial  mea8U!e8 
should  accompany  measures  of  ooeraon, 
and  wished  he  could  find  a  snffident  ex- 
cuse for  himself  to  avoid  supporting  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers.  But  he  felt  that  it 
was  impossible  to  avoid  giving  ^em  his 
sup}X)rt  on  this  occasi(m,  much  aa  he  re- 
gretted their  not  bringing  forward  mea- 
sures for  the  satisfaction  of  the  Irish  people, 
by  the  removal  of  their  social  evils  and  po- 
litical grievances.  Every  coercive  measvre 
must  fail  in  a  country  full  of  mis^,  which 
they  did  nothing  to  relieve.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Dublin  said,  that  the  present 
njnriution  in  Ireland  did  not  interfne  with 
the  trade  of  that  country;  but  he  oould 
give  the  hon.  Member  an  instance  te  the 
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contrary.  That  very  day,  in  a  visH  he 
had  paid  to  a  house  in  the  City,  he  had 
hecn  shown  by  a  friend  an  order  counter- 
manding an  order  previously  despatched  to 
Ireland  for  a  large  cargo  of  grain,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  confusion  and  disorder  pre- 
vailing, which  led  to  fears  of  an  immediate 
outbreak. 

Sir  H.  W.  BARRON  had  no  doubt  of 
the  absolute  necessity  of  some  measures  of 
this  description  being  adopted  by  the 
House  and  the  country,  if  possible  with 
unanimity.  He  regretted  that  it  had  been 
delayed  so  long  ;  for  his  letters  from  Ire- 
iMid,  from  day  to  day,  were  of  the  most 
alarming  description.  He  could  assure 
the  House  that  persons  of  all  persuasions 
in  that  country,  and  he  might  almost  say 
of  all  political  opinions,  were  almost  unani- 
mous in  condemning  the  Government  for 
not  adopting  this  measure  sooner.  They 
attributed  the  delay  to  the  mildness  of 
Lord  Clarendon,  and  his  aversion  to  the 
assumption  of  the  powers  which  would  be 
put  in  his  hands  by  the  adoption  of  the 
measure  ;  but  the  people  in  all  parts  of 
the  south  of  Ireland  were  suffering  the 
greatest  possible  anxiety  from  day  to  day, 
not  knowing  the  moment  when  their  homes 
might  be  invaded  by  men  driven  to  des- 
peration by  the  exciting  language  address- 
ed to  them,  and  the  hopes  of  success  held 
out  by  the  leaders  of  this  rebellion,  for  he 
could  call  it  nothing  else,  in  that  country. 
The  great  mass  of  the  people  were  intimi- 
dated to  join  the  disaffected,  not  seeing 
any  steps  taken  to  protect  them.  Tories, 
Whigs,  Radicals,  nay,  Repealers  them- 
selves, were  most  anxious  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  come  forward  and  put  a  stop 
to  this  excitement,  and  the  promulgation 
of  the  dangerous  doctrines  put  forth  every 
day,  alarming  every  class  of  the  com- 
munity in  that  country.  Property  was  not 
safe,  life  was  not  safe,  nor  was  any  class 
in  that  country  free  from  alarm.  AH  had 
expressed  a  wish  that  the  leaders  of  the 
Young  Ireland  party  should  be  arrested  in 
their  progress;  iiud  he  believed  that  some 
of  those  persons  themselves,  feeling  that 
they  had  gone  too  far,  and  conscious  that 
they  had  some  property  and  some  stake  in 
the  country,  were  most  anxious  that  the 
measure  should  be  passed,  and  that  they 
should  be  put  in  safety.  When  they  were 
shut  up,  as  he  hoped  they  might  be  soon, 
they  would  rejoice  when  they  felt  the  doors 
of  their  prison  shut  upon  them*  That  was 
his  conviction,  for  they  must  know  the 
utter  hopelessness  of  any  rising  in  rebellion 


in  that  country.  They  well  knew  that, 
though  they  might  succeed  for  a  few  days 
in  some  localities,  it  could  only  lead  to 
their  utter  annihilation,  after  thousands  of 
lives,  and  hundreds  of  thousands  of  pro- 
perty, had  been  sacrificed  in  the  base  at- 
tempt of  persuading  the  populace  to  rise 
in  rebellion  against  the  Government.  If 
any  thing  were  wanted  to  deter  the  people 
from  these  attempts,  it  would  be  found  in 
the  sad  example  that  France  offered  of  the 
consequences  of  deluding  the  mass  by  false 
hopes  into  rebellion.  Every  man  of  pro- 
perty and  information  in  Ireland  woulcl  be 
delighted  to  see  this  measure  passed.  No 
parties  could  be  more  convinced  of  the 
utter  hopelessness  of  this  rebellion  than 
the  leaders  of  it ;  and  he  knew  more  than 
this:  he  knew  that,  in  private,  some  of 
them  had  expressed  th^f,  opinion — he  knew 
this  of  his  own  knowledge.  What  greater 
wickedness  could  there  be  than  leading 
the  people  to  rebellion  under  such  circum- 
stances? To  interpose  was  an  act  of  mercy 
to  the  leaders  themselves,  and  above  all  to 
the  poor  people  of  Ireland;  and  he  implored 
of  that  House,  as  an  act  of  mercy  and  of 
kindness,  on  this  occasion  to  protect  the 
people. 

Colonel  DUNNE  cordially  agreed  in 
principle  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Roch- 
dale; but  he  thought  that  that  considera- 
tion ought  not  to  sway  him  on  this  occa- 
sion. The  opinions  of  the  present  agi- 
tators of  Ireland  had  nothing  to  do  with 
remedial  measures,  avowing,  as  they  did, 
the  division  of  property  and  the  spilling  of 
blood.  lie  could  not  offer  any  opposition 
to  the  measure  that  was  now  called  for  by 
the  Government. 

Mr.  SCULLY  denied  that  the  allega- 
tions which  had  been  made  of  the  state  of 
Tipperary  were  true  in  all  their  detaib. 
He  denied  that  disaffection  or  disloyalty 
prevailed  amongst  the  mass  of  the  popula- 
tion of  that  county;  for  the  great  goides 
of  the  people  who  had  heretofore  taken  the 
lea4  in  all  movements  there,  had  studiously, 
and  almost  unanimously,  abstained  from 
taking  part  in  the  present  one — and  those 
guides  were  the  great  body  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  clergy.  He  stated  that  from  his 
own  knowledge.  What  had  occurred  in 
that  county  last  year  ?  The  very  man 
who  was  now  accused  of  publishing  sedi- 
tion against  the  Crown,  Mr.  Doheny,  had 
gone  there  trying  to  promote  confederate 
opinions,  but  he  was  scouted  from  the 
county.  But  a  Coercion  Bill  had  since 
been  passed,  and  under  it  Mr.  Mitchel  had 
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Knnh  ^wi'UiT^v  *^U  U)\)u»tlv  conviotoil.  llow- 
^>\N!r  l?\NA*,v^j^V,o  i^Uj^rhl  havo  boon  bis  oon- 
^*sr<s  M,\  MiK'boi  >KA*  o\^udoiunotl  unfairly. 
T^iH  ^^^!S^VK■^^^w  hA%i  h;iiJ  *  im>rx>  projudicial 
<vff;NN  ^¥sv-i  t>io  ivsVa"^  iKau  *nv  thing  that 
Vji^  wvVrTNOA  >*  h^^n  tho  U*t  oontury ;  and 
T>>^  ^vrtv$»^^ws3kV  >«■***  that  Mr.  Dohonv, 
WKMi  W  \T$ctAi  5>i<'  ^^univ  of  Tipporary 
4i  ^r**  ^n^-Si  ajTV  ^i»i  fxMiThi  a  n^ady  audi- 
«iuv  T<»  W  <«^£;xtw  liartapx>s.  They 
^lil  TV4  ^•raw  v",VPVo.'c:  I^;!I*s  and  it  would 
V  ii,  ^^aJnt  ii^  7»as*  «>,-^  a  liw  U2!o55  they 

TTivf  l^Mfi^r  fiI"«-io*>i  ^r  lijc  cisostion  that 
^»r  wA?«!i  7CMw«*cc  T."  W  i;fn  out  stand 
TMc;  #c  :!J»f  oiifsci/a : — At-«  ^^71 :  Noes  S : 

*^;  vH  W  ^oifirtkfDi  r.-^  :rs<*«  the  names 
«  Uiftsif  ^i/^  v^Tsji^Z  j^pihi^  tb^  Bill] 


f>^  Zhf  NviD5^ 


Kt  'ic»«ct;  hu  azsi  read 


a  iHc  linw^ 

iM«>d.*<^.  'SJ^r  Tiil  Tussts^  ixr.-oyri  all  :is 
^mij>i>v  viaiAOT  fursiicr  f<p7v«cii;ix  *c  ary 
ittin<irtaiirf.  an^  ^*ii^Ao:  axy  aai>PTKTrmg::&. 
imc  ^c*?^  ;w«r;  tt  "Uif  Iiw^ik. 

AiluoTHoc  a:  a  ciiarwc  Ww  Sc'^fSL. 


Bill  vhich  has  just  been  sent  op  from  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  the  title  of 
which  is,  '*  An  Act  to  empower  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  or  other  Chief  Governor  or  Go- 
vernors in  Ireland,  to  apprehend  and  de- 
tain, until  the  1st  day  of  March,  I849» 
such  Persons  as  he  or  they  shall  suspect  of 
conspiring  against  Her  Majesty's  Person 
or  Government;"  and  I  b^  leare,  as  a 
matter  of  course,  to  move  that  tlua  Bill 
be  now  read  a  first  time. 

Bill  read  1*. 

The  Marquess  of  LAXSDOWNK :  It 
now  becomes  my  duty  to  call  the  attentioB 
of  the  House  to  the  furth^  proeeediags 
which  it  may  be  induced  to  adopt  with  re- 
spect to  this  BiU;  and  I  fed  it  to  he  more 
particularly  my  duty  to  call  the  attentioii 
of  the  House  deliberately  to  the  subject, 
because  I  am  conscious  that  the  et 
which  I  am  about  to  recommend  for 
Lordslups*  adoption  is  a  verr 
but,  as  I  shall  be  able  to  conTinee  jonr 
Lordships,  not  an  nnprecedcnted— one  to 
take  with  respect  to  sndi  a  Bill  as  is  nov 
beft>re  you.  In  d<»ng  soi,  I  think  it  w3l 
save  your  Lordsldps'  toae  if  I  *V?^Li,  at 
OQO  asd  the  ssazae  tisDC  make  i 
nikfiis  to  yocx  Lecd^i^  hosh  vidi  i 
to  ^^  cocrse  of  praMc£nff  that  I  am 
r*>  Tcvxvee,  a=i  widi  tvs^^ms  m  the  ] 
aDi.i>-rtv^tieB£2risd£.  Iha^ 


.\v->«iA4  I.. 


1- :  5  r  s. 


••*  f  14^.  ,^*^ 


.;«te«k 


*J3> — ^"^  wadMb  ^""«r««»>  '^wwfc'*    nc>^»e. 


m>«.    t»kd*   KllMwlk  l»«4Mk 


Vv\\ 


-^^  \  r    >^ 

.  \<  ' 

'          \  ^^        \ 

;«».^>s    ^.■^  -    •-.% 

*     .a><      ♦  • 

,'•*-.     r..-:X- 

^■i«    t*t     -.•%    ^,«.- 

".  >J.  -v>.5^ 

\  ^^    .  -^    ~.      r 

#a»    VX   *tvc«-i;: 

-,     ^.,.       , 

.  .-^^V  ,'«4v     V 

vs  tag'';j:  iHs  ccoTse  Vcicaxse  I 
rr^.^fS  oeiscra^  this  the  tome  <f  y^imr  1 
$^It<&  s^.-'iXji  i^  saT«c.  an£  >Mxnse  the  eh- 
%'rru3.a;s  I  sibsZ  hsre  i^  {ffiier  aiew  in  pmnft 
.*c  vccr^roL  aai  £C  ^n.  iMKimsI  widk  regard 
r.'  Vccx.     I  1^^..  5[r  Ul^  £:«  in  it  inn,  to 

T*^f  «"!Ca»t'7  TW»ttmms  <c 
K  iMCti^ssu;:^^  knrrx  abaacr  »k  y^i«r  Lwd- 
>c;:Tt$^  lUbXDtfv^ « tJias  xhran  mi[x  Ame  days 
ivt^^f  f^^wtsiAL  aaiM  ;a»r  siMn  had  inci- 
^  ;^ .  aiic  iiL  Utf  MicamL  «  the 

^-^o^tj^i^ira  a  u.?!^  ^^«n3«(^  :ai»i;  Torar  da^rsl 

^jO^iT^  a2\£  r/  ^  loiiihr  aa£amaL  asad  I 
'sia^  ss^  jw'j*  micinufcc-  iPMC.  as  a»  the 
r.s.?^:^..  :K:  ^'^ha.'^arjjc,  ant  xbr  ■iiiimH  ef 
::.«.  .•\'^oiv'7,  Gi^d^r  ihr  yrjjsuie — die 
rr.Ti*>;.;*.vv»^»f    w^ssnjf — ic    wioeh  y«nr 

y.r  V   V    s.SR»i    WtiK  y-MC  "       "       ^ 

:V,     trx-     hfc^  VVT.   IMC   W 
v.,    :x'  •w'-y^^^'^,-  :j(sa>r  «    i:« 
^.-.   t     :x-   irc*-'**^'  T^w  lawni 
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I  will  not  trouble  your  Lordships  by  read- 
ing, but  which  contains  a  summary  of  the 
facts  connected  with  the  st^ite  of  Ireland 
up  to  Saturday  evening  last;  and  the  result 
of  this  statement  is,  that  the  system  of 
clubs  in  Ireland — the  machinery  out  of 
which  rebellion  is  intended  to  grow — is 
advancing  with  an  accelerated  pace  through 
all,  or  a  great  many  at  least,  of  the  central 
counties  of  Ireland — I  mean  more  particu- 
larly the  counties  of  Meath,  Cork,  Water- 
ford,  Tipperary,  and  Kilkenny.  During 
the  short  interval  that  has  elapsed  since 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  in  the  ex- 
ercise of  the  important  duties  committed 
to  his  charge,  and  availing  himself  of  the 
power  confided  to  him  by  your  Lordships 
and  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  pro- 
claimed, under  the  Act  of  the  present  Ses- 
sion, the  cities  of  Dublin,  Cork,  and  Water- 
ford — during  that  time  the  acknowledged 
leaders  of  this  conspiracy  have  been  mov- 
ing to  and  fro,  from  town  to  town,  and 
from  county  to  county,  for  the  avowed  pur- 
pose of  reviewing  theii:  forces,  and  of  as- 
certaining the  extent  of  aid  on  which  they 
might  immediately  rely.  My  Lords,  these 
proceedings  have  been,  as  I  need  not  tell 
any  of  your  Lordships  who  have  read  the 
newspapers  of  this  day,  adopted  without 
disguise  to  an  extent  that  would  make  it 
appear  as  if  the  object  of  these  persons 
was  to  make  out  a  case  for  that  particular 
mode  of  legislation  to  which  your  Lordships 
have  been  asked  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  have  recourse.  But  that  no  doubt 
may  be  entertained  on  this  subject — in 
order  that  no  question  may  arise  as  to  the 
specific  object  that  they  have  in  view — I 
wish,  without  troubling  your  Lordships 
by  reading  in  detail  that  mass  of  bombast, 
of  sedition,  and  of  treason,  with  which  nu- 
merous papers  have  come  laden  into  this 
country — not  to  do  mischief  here,  but  as 
evidence  of  the  mischief  that  they  are 
doing  on  the  other  side  of  the  Channel — 
without  troubling  your  Lordships  by  read- 
ing the  whole  of  this  mass,  I  wish  to  point 
your  attention  for  a  few  moments  to  a  few 
pithy  and  significant  paragraphs  which  pro- 
claim, in  terras  not  to  be  mistaken,  the 
mode  of  action  and  the  designs  which  these 
parties  entertain;  and  for  fear  that  the 
writers  of  these  paragraphs  should  not  be 
suflSciently  connected  in  your  Lordships' 
minds  with  the  clubs  and  associations,  the 
paragraphs  have  come  to  us  with  the  ac- 
knowledged and  well-known  initials  an- 
nexed to  them  of  the  persons  who  are 
known  to  be  the  most  active  among  the 


leaders  in  this  conspiracy.  I  find  in  one 
of  these  papers  a  paper  signed  by  a  well- 
known  person  of  the  name  of  Joseph  Bren- 
nan.  [Here  the  noble  Lord  read  an  ex- 
tract from  the  Felon,  to  the  effect  that, 
after  all  the  efforts  of  age,  wisdom,  and 
experience  to  achieve  their  object,  they 
found  themselves  fairly  advanced  in  a  war 
from  which  there  was  no  retreat  but  death; 
and  then  the  writer  went  on — in  language 
somewhat  singular  for  the  occasion  cer- 
tainly, but  which  he  must  have  consiflered 
adapted  to  awaken  the  spirit  he  wished  to 
see  prevailing  in  that  country — to  say, 
**  Young  men  of  Ireland,  on  you  I  princi- 
pally rely.  My  reliance  is  based  on  this, 
that  you  are  very  rash,  and  rather  inclined 
to  be  violent,  and  to  have  exceedingly  little 
prudence.  Brothers,  let  your  watchword 
be,  *  Now  or  never — now  and  for  ever.'  "*| 
Another  of  these  persons,  who  signed  with 
the  initials  of  **  J.  F.  L.,"  meaning  a  Mr. 
La]  or,  states — 

"  In  the  case  of  Ireland  now,  there  is  but  one 
fact  to  deal  with,  and  one  question  to  be  con- 
sidered. The  fact  is  this — that  there  are  at  pre- 
sent in  occupation  of  our  country  some  40,000 
armed  men  in  the  livery  and  service  of  Eng- 
land." 

These  are,  it  is  to  be  recollected^  men 
placed  tliore  for  the  defence  of  its  shores, 
and  for  the  protection  of  its  industrious  in- 
habitants. But  how  does  he  say  that  this 
force  is  to  be  dealt  with  ?  He  proceeds  to 
say— 

"  And  the  question  is — how  best  and  soonest  to 
kill  and  capture  those  40,000  men.  If  required 
to  state  my  own  individual  opinion,  and  allowed 
to  choose  my  own  time,  I  certainly  would  take 
the  time  when  the  full  harvest  of  Ireland  shall  bo 
stacked  in  the  haggards.  But  not  unfrequently 
God  selects  and  sends  his  own  seasons  and  occa- 
sions ;  and  oftentimes,  too,  an  enemy  is  able  to 
foresee  the  necessity  of  either  fighting  or  failing. 
In  the  one  case  wo  ought  not,  in  the  other  we 
surely  cannot,  attempt  waiting  for  our  harvest 
home.  If  opportunity  offers,  we  must  dash  at 
that  opportunity — if  driven  to  the  wall  we  must 
wheel  for  resistance.  Wherefore,  let  us  fight 
in  September,  if  wo  may — but  sooner,  if  we 
must." 

I  say,  that  this  proves  clearly  the  designs 
of  this  party.  But  if  there  were  any  fur- 
ther proof  wanting  of  the  spirit  in  which  it 
is  sought  to  direct  the  whole  mind  and  in- 
dustry, if  it  can  be  so  called,  of  that  part 
of  the  united  kingdom,  it  will  be  afforded 
by  another  of  these  papers,  which  is  also 
one  of  their  organs,  and  which  I  now  hold 
in  my  hand.  This  paper,  availing  itself 
of  a  measure  which  was  one  of  the  most 
useful,  one  of  the  most  beneficent,  and  one 
of  the  most  effectual  measures  that  my 
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noble  Friend  the  present  Lord  Liedtenant 
of  Ireland  has  devised  for  the  improvement 
of  that  eountrj,  and  for  the  purpose  of 
gnarding  against  and  mitigating  the  re- 
currence of  famine,  of  which  there  existed, 
and  still  continues  to  exist,  but  too  much 
ground  for  apprehension — the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Irdand  haying  sent  round  per- 
sons through  the  country,  who  haye  been 
bj  all  loyal,  by  all  peaceable,  and  bj  all 
industrious  subjects  cordially  received  and 
wdcfped,  and  who,  under  the  name  of 
''practical  instructors,"  apply  the  im- 
provements of  husbandry  to  the  new  exi- 
gencies which  the  recent  misfortunes 
which  fell  upon  the  country  have  produced 
— these  persons,  availing  themselves  of 
that  term,  have  in  sarcasm  headed  one  of 
the  cfJumns  of  this  paper,  **  The  Practical 
Lastmetor,"  and  under  this  title  they  send 
forth  th^  own  '*  practical  instructions;'* 
instructions  intended,  not  for  the  purpose 
of  increasing  the  produce  of  the  land 
—  not  for  the  purpose  of  promoting  or 
inciting  the  industry  of  the  inhabitants — 
not  for  the  purpose  of  guarding  against 
famine — but  of  extending  in  every  direc- 
tion such  recommendations  and  advice  as 
the  most  perverted  imagination  could  sup- 
ply. What  do  I  find  in  the  present  paper 
under  this  heading,  sent  forth  throu^  the 
land  fcMT  the  information  of  the  people  ? 
They  are  a  species  of  receipts,  which  I 
win  not  trouble  your  L<»xlships  by  reading 
at  length,  but  I  will  read  the  tides  of  a 
few  of  them.  The  first  prescribes  a  mode 
by  which  flour  of  sulphur  can  be  mixed 
with  lead  in  a  fused  state  to  be  cast  into 
buUet&.  Another  of  these  recipes  is  en- 
titled "  The  Pike  Auxiliary,"  which  is  an 
instrument  in  the  form  of  a  clasped  knife, 
witk  a  blade  six  or  seven  inches  long,  and 
tapered  near  the  end — one  of  the  most 
£ual  instruments  that  man  can  use  against 
man.  I  find  also  various  receipts  for  pre- 
servinii:  polished  arms  in  a  damp  or  un- 
dergr  i  position,  and  for  making  win- 
dow gn  des,  to  be  used  should  Her  Ma- 
j<  's  14  es  be  engaged  in  attempting  to 
ih«r  disloyal  violence,  I  say, 
mat  I  need  not  go  farther  in  se^arch 
oi  1  of  as  to  what  the  views  of  these  per- 
j  are.  But  then  the  question  ariso>, 
\  r  we,  being  in  possession  of  these  fact^ 
4  seeing  these  maners  that  are  thus  laid 
\  us,  ought  to  act*  not  only  for  the 

lose  of  applyiD:r  the  only  remedy  that 
re  of  the  cireumstances  admits  and 
Lori  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  has 
eaOod  for,  bat  also  to  what 


extent  have  we  precedents  at  to  how  we  can 
best  give  to  that  remedy  the  most  prompt 
and  efficacious. action.  And,  my  Lords,  I 
have  to  state  that  there  are — and  I  con- 
fess I  was  glad  to  find  that  there  are- 
many  precedents  from  which  it  appears 
that  your  Lordships  have  he&k  induced  in 
times  of  emergency  to  proceed  in  one  day 
to  carry  a  Bill  of  diis  importance  throngn 
all  its  stages.  I  say  that  I  was  glad  to 
find  these  precedents,  because,  firom  the 
moment  I  saw  that  that  precedent  existed, 
I  had  not  one  minute's  hesitation  as  to  the 
course  Uiat  I  should  propose  to  press  iqpon 
your  Lordships  for  adk>ption.  WitlKNit 
troubling  your  Lordships  with  other  jwe- 
cedents,  though  I  have  many  of  them  neu* 
me,  I  will  rder  to  one  which  appears  to 
me  to  be  the  most  positive  and  the  most 
immediately  applicable  to  the  subject,  be- 
cause it  arose  after  every  one  of  the 
Standing  Orders  of  your  Lordships'  House 
had  been  passed,  to  which  your  Lordships 
have  recourse  for  the  regulation  of  yovur 
ordinary  business.  I  find  that  in  the  year 
1803,  without  any  previous  notice  for  the 
suspension  of  the  Standing  Orders,  two 
Bills  were  brought  up  from  the  othor  Honae 
of  Pariiameut,  for  the  suppresson  of  re- 
bellion in  Ireland,  and  to  enable  the  Lord 
Laeutenant  to  detain  in  custody  persons 
suspected  of  disloyal  intentions;  and  the 
Minister  of  the  day  moved  at  once,  and 
without  any  previous  notice,  the  suspen- 
sion of  the  Standing  Orders,  Nos.  26  and 
155.  By  these  orders  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  woolsack  was  prc^bited  from 
putting  the  question  for  reading  a  KIl 
more  than  once  at  one  ^tling,  without  a 
specific  ord»  from  the  House;  and  it  was 
then  moved — 

^  ThM  h  is  tlie  optnioM  of  this  Houe,  tint  it 
is  ess«fitiall J  neciessaty  ior  the  pablk  ttfety  tibal 
a  Bill  oT  the  auaw  oT  the  BOl  this  day  bni«g^ 
up  from  the  House  of  Commons,  entitled,  Jr., 
should  be  forthwith  proceeded  vith  with  all  pool- 
ble  despatch:  and  that,  therefoie,  DOtirithstaadi^ 
5iieh  orders  the  Lord  Chaneelkr  ovght  to  p«t 
the  qoestktn  oa  erery  sta^  of  proeeedb^  oa  said 
Bill  wbkh  this  Ilottdf  may  thiak  i  ~ 


1  have  no  hesitation  in  recommending  your 
Lordships  to  adopt  this  course.  I  feel  that 
the  question  now  is.  whether  those  who 
have  put  themselves  out  of  the  pale  of  the 
constitution — whether  those  who  have  for- 
mally announced  thtHr  hostility,  and  who 
have  actually  proriaimed  war  against  the 
authorities^  without  having  up  to  this  mo- 
ment submit  :<>i  thiMnselves  to  any  of  the 
dangxiTs  of  war — are  unjustly  treated  by  th» 
motk  of  pi«)cee£ng«     I»  for  one,  kam  not 
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the  least  doubt  that  these  are  not  persons 
entitled  in  any  way  to  receive  the  benefit  of 
those  wise  precautions  and  those  mild  re- 
gulations which  the  laws  of  this  country 
and  the  laws  of  this  House  have  prescribed 
for  the  protection,  not  of  rebellious  but  of 
loyal  subjects.  I  find  that  in  one  of  these 
papers  an  article  ends  with  this  singular 
admission,  somewhat,  I  am  glad  to  say, 
characterised  by  a  doubt  as  to  the  deter- 
mination of  those  to  whom  it  is  ad- 
dressed : — 

f*  Meanwhile,  however,  remember  this — that 
somewhere  and  somehow,  and  by  somebodj,  a 
beginning  must  be  made.  Who  strikes  the  first 
blow  for  Ireland?  Who  draws  first  blood  for 
Ireland  ?  Who  wins  a  wreath  that  will  be  green 
for  ever  ?  " 

Now,  I  do  believe  that  if  we  wish  to  con- 
firm that  doubt,  that  no  person  wiU  be 
found  to  strike  the  first  blow,  and  to  shed 
the  first  blood  for  Ireland,  we  shall  best 
do  so  by  your  Lordships  passing  this  Bill 
without  delay,  and  which  I  undertake  to 
say  will  without  delay  receive  Her  Ma- 
jesty's sanction.  With  these  remarks, 
and  as  I  do  not  wish  unnecessarily  to  oc- 
cupy your  Lordships'  time,  I  beg  to  move 
the  resolution  which  I  have  already  read, 
for  giving  power  to  my  noble  Friend  on 
the  woolsack  to  put  the  question,  notwith- 
standing the  Standing  Orders  to  the  con- 
trary. I  have,  .therefore,  first,  to  move 
that  those  Standing  Orders,  Nos.  104,  26, 
and  155  be  read  with  a  view  of  moving 
this  resolution.  The  noble  Marquess  then 
moved  to  resolve — 

"  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  House  that  it  is 
essentially  necessary  for  the  public  safety  that  the 
Bill  this  day  brought  up  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, intituled  'An  Act  to  empower  the  Lord 
lieutenant  or  other  Chief  Governor  or  Governors 
of  Ireland  to  apprehend,  and  detain  until  first 
March,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  forty- 
nine,  such  Persons  as  ho  or  they  shall  suspect  of 
conspiring  against  Her  Majesty's  Person  and  Go- 
vernment,' should  forthwith  be  proceeded  in  with 
all  possible  despatch  ;  and  that,  notwithstanding 
the  Standing  Orders  Nos.  104,  26,  and  155,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  ought  on  this  day  to  put  the 
question  upon  every  stage  of  the  proceedings  upon 
the  laid  Bill  in  which  this  House  shall  think  it 
necessary  for  the  public  safety  to  proceed  therein 
on  this  day." 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  that  he  was 
fully  aware  that  this  was  a  dangerous 
power  for  them  to  invest  in  any  person, 
put  it  was  one  that  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary for  them  to  exercise.  He  agreed 
with  his  noble  Friend  in  his  views  of  the 
dangers  which  pressed  upon  them,  as  ap- 
peared from  the  extracts  which  he  had 
produced,  and  with  which  he  had  shocked, 


as  well  as  astonished,  the  House  by  read- 
ing.    He   (Lord    Brougham)    had    stated 
some  months  ago  his  willingness  to  tender 
his   support   to   the   Government  on   this 
subject;  and  he  now  seconded  this  Motion, 
because  he  conceived  that,  to  be  effectual, 
this  remedy  must  be  speedily  applied;  and 
he  trusted  that  nothing  would  prevent  their 
Lordships  from  adopting  with  one  voice  the 
proposition  of  his  noble  Friend.    He  should 
not  trespass  on  the  time  of  their  Lordships. 
But  when  he  saw  what  was  passing   in 
France — when  he  looked  to  the  accounts 
he  had  received  that  morning  of  the  delight 
with  which  some  despicable  and  factious 
friends  of  disturbance  regarded  the  pros- 
pect of  insurrection  in  Ireland — when  he 
saw  the  joy  which  the  present  state  of  Ire- 
land gave  to  that  wretched  crew — he  could 
not  call  them  anything  else,  for  they  were 
not  the  people  of  France — ^he  felt  the  more 
anxious  that  this  measure  should  be  speed- 
ily carried.     Though  it  would  protect  the 
peace  of  Ireland,   save   many  lives,  and 
prevent   much    misery,    he   must   protest 
against  its  being  understood  that  the  coun- 
try wanted  this  measure,  or  any  measure, 
to  protect  the  integrity  of  the  empire,  or 
save  them  &om  losing  the  kingdom  of  Ire- 
land.    It  was  a  fallacy  to  suppose  that  the 
existence  of  the  British  Government  in  Ire- 
land was  in  any  danger,  or  that  the  pre- 
sent  measure  was  wanted  to  preserve  that 
existence;  but  he  would  tell  their  Lord- 
ships what  it  was  wanted  to  preserve.     It 
was  not  wanted  to  prevent  the  dissever- 
ance of  the  empire,  but  to  prevent  attempts 
at  that  disseverance,  which,  although  they 
would  fail  in  their  object,  would  not  fail  to 
involve  that   portion    of  the   kingdom  in 
which  they  were  made  in  all  the  horrors  of 
bloodshed  and  confusion.     It  was  to  pre- 
vent rebellion,  although  he  (Lord  Brough- 
am) believed   that  rebellion  must   end  in 
the  misery  and  discomfiture  of  the  rebels 
themselves.    Nevertheless,  it  was  the  duty 
of  their  Lordships  to  prevent  such  attempts 
from  being  made.     It  was  their  duty  to 
prevent  them  from  being  made,  lest,   as 
was  usually  the  case,  the  innocent  should 
suffer  with  the  guilty.     He  had  an  addi- 
tional reason  for  supporting  the  measure 
— a  reason  which  he  had  derived  from  hav- 
ing seen  in  the  documents  which  his  noble 
Friend  had  read,  not  only  that  men  who 
were  at  large  were  going  about,  sowing 
broadcast  over  the  land  the  seeds  of  rebel- 
lion, and,   as  his  noble  Friend  had  said, 
openly  proclaiming  their  want  of  allegiance 
to  the  Crown,  but  that  persons  who  were 
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bellion,  and  that  letter  coming  from  within 
the  walls  of  Newgate.  He  trusted  that 
if  the  law  were  not  sufficient,  provisions 
would  he  introduced  into  the  Bill  hefore 
the  House,  if  necessary;  or  that  at  all 
events  the  Government  would  give  a  pledge 
that  they  would  not  allow  such  things  to 
he  done  again.  He  trusted  that  some  ex- 
lunation  would  he  given  hy  Her  Majesty's 
Government. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  was 
understood  to  explain  that  the  fact  of  those 
papers  having  appeared  signed  hy  persons 
who  were  actually  confined  in  prison,  had 
heen  a  suhject  of  inquiry;  and  it  was  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
take  steps  to  prevent  the  possihility  of  such 
occurrences  happening  again.  But  there 
was  every  reason  to  suppose  that  these 
letters  were  not  written  by  the  prisoners 
whose  signatures  were  attached,  hut  hy 
persons  who  were  out  of  prison,  and  who, 
prohably  by  the  authority  of  the  prisoners, 
affixed  the  signatures  which  appeared. 
But  as  to  the  remarks  made  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Brougham)  about 
the  selection  of  prisons  and  prison  disci- 
pline, he  begged  to  say  that  during  the 
time  prisoners  were  confined  previously  to 
their  trials,  it  was  impossible  to  confine 
them  in  any  particular  prison.  But,  how- 
ever, with  regard  to  the  cases  alluded  to, 
no  letter  whatever  had  been  allowed  to  be 
sent  out  of  the  prison  in  Dublin  without 
being  examined. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  hoped 
that  the  sanguine  expectations  of  the  noble 
Marquess  with  respect  to  the  effects  of  the 
measure  before  the  House,  would  not  be 
disappointed.  The  noble  Marquess  hoped 
that  it  would  prevent  rebellion.  He  (the 
Earl  of  Ellenborough)  believed  that  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  proposed  it  six 
or  eight  weeks  ago,  it  might  have  prevent- 
ed rebellion.  It  might  have  prevented  that 
organisation  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  seen  growing  up  under  their 
hands  from  day  to  day.  The  noble  Mar- 
quesss  had  read  extracts  from  papers 
threatening  rebellion ;  but  writings  and 
speeches  in  the  same  sense  were  not  new 
to  their  Lordships.  It  was  more  than 
three  months  since  he  (the  Earl  of  Ellen- 
borough)  had  read  to  the  House  extracts 
from  a  paper  (the  writer  of  which  had 
since  undergone  the  penalty  of  having 
written  them),  and  had  called  attention  to 
ibem.  His  noble  Friend  (Lord  Stanley), 
whose  absence  upon  the  present  occasion 
he  regretted,  had  also  called  attention  to 


the  character  of  these  writings,  and  yet  no 
proceedings  were  then  taken;  on  the  con- 
trary, no  notice  was  taken  of  them.  But 
it  was  three  months  since  he  (the  Earl  of 
Ellenborough)  had  called  attention  to  the 
state  of  Ireland.  He  asked  them,  did  the 
Government  intend  to  proclaim  Dublin? 
or  had  they  sufficient  power  under  the  Bill 
they  had  obtained  this  Session?  or  did 
they  intend  to  ask  for  any  further  mea- 
sures ?  He  was  told,  in  reply,  that  the 
Loi-d  Lieutenant  did  not  ask  for  any  fur- 
ther powers;  but  that  if  he  should  ask  for 
other  powers,  they  would  be  applied  for  in 
Parliament.  Were  they,  then,  to  under- 
stand that  it  was  only  on  the  18th  of  July 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  saw  the  necessity 
of  asking  for  that  Act — that  it  was  only 
then  that  he  saw  necessity  for  asking  for 
further  powers  ?  Had  he  seen  these  clubs 
growing  up  before  him  daily,  and  was  he 
not  aware  of  the  danger  ?  Did  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  not  see  the  danger? 
And  did  they  postpone  seeking  for  further 
powers  until  the  danger  was  so  great  that 
they  could  get  a  measure  passed  through 
all  its  stages  in  one  night  ?  It  might  be 
very  convenient  to  the  Government;  but 
was  it  convenient  to  the  country  when  it 
led  to  raising  the  hopes  of  those  persons 
that  they  would  be  successful  ?  But  whilst 
the  noble  Marquess  had  spoken  of  the  or- 
ganisation for  rebellion,  what  was  the  or- 
ganisation of  the  Government  ?  He  (the 
Earl  of  Ellenborough)  had  no  doubt  that 
as  to  the  preparations  made  by  the  proper 
disposal  of  the  military  and  constabulary 
throughout  the  country,  everything  that 
should  have  been  done  had  been.  But  had 
everything  been  done  in  the  way  of  orga- 
nising the  well-affected  portion  of  the  po- 
pulation ?  Had  arms  been  given  to  the 
well-affected  ?  Had  any  steps  been  taken 
to  organise  those  persons  in  Ireland  who 
were  ready,  heart  and  hand,  to  support  the 
Government?  He  (the  Earl  of  Ellenbo- 
rough) believed  that  this  measure  would 
not  prevent  rebellion  in  Ireland.  He  be- 
lieved it  would  precipitate  it.  It  should  have 
been  passed  before.  He  had  said  three 
months  ago  that  no  man  ought  to  be  al- 
lowed to  have  arms  in  Ireland  without  the 
consent  of  the  Government.  What  he  now 
said  was,  that  it  was  not  by  the  measure 
before  the  House  they  could  prevent  re- 
bellion, although  they  might  embarrass  the 
rebels  by  means  of  it;  but  nothing  which 
they  could  do  would  prevent  a  rebellion  in 
the  south  of  Ireland  but  their  arming  of  the 
north.     And  if  they  went  into  the  struggle 
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without  organisation  of  the  well-affected, 
and  without  the  arming  of  their  friends, 
they  would  have  placed  the  country  in  the 
condition  of  having  to  undergo  a  long  and 
bloody  contest,  whilst  they  had  the  means 
of  rendering  it  short,  if  not  of  preventing 
its  possihihty. 

The  Mabqubss  of  LANSDOWNE  :  I 
will  not  be  tempted — I  had  almost  said 
provoked — by  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl 
to  go  into  any  detailed  reply  to  his  speech. 
It  is  the  only  one  of  its  character  that  in 
either  House  of  Parliament  has  been  pro- 
nounced upon  this  measure.  I  will  not  go 
into  the  topics  which  he  has  chosen  this 
opportunity,  upon  an  occasion  so  urgent,  to 
introduce.  All  I  will  assure  the  noble  Earl 
of  is  this — that  upon  every  one  of  those 
faults  which  he  has  charged  upon  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  with  respect  to  the 
measures,  with  respect  to  the  time,  with 
respect  to  the  necessity,  with  respect 
to  the  reasons  for  and  against  —  the 
noble  Earl  having  considered  only  the  rea- 
sons for,  and  omitted  all  consideration  of 
the  reasons  against — ^but  upon  every  one 
of  those  subjects,  at  a  fitting  opportunity, 
on  a  day  which  the  noble  Earl  will  choose 
for  that  purpose,  I  will  meet  him  —  meet 
him  on  behalf  of  the  Government  and  on 
behalf  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
between  whom  and  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment at  home  there  has  been  a  perfect 
concert  on  the  measures  adopted.  I  shall 
say  no  more  because  the  opening  of  a  de- 
bate now  will  only  have  tbe  effect,  which  I 
do  not  think  it  was  the  object  of  the  noble 
Earl  it  should  have,  of  preventing  this  Bill 
from  passing  immediately  into  a  law,  which 
it  is  essential  it  should  be  within  a  very 
few  hours. 

The  Earl  of  GLENGALL  merely 
begged  to  allude  to  a  point  to  which  he 
had  referred  upon  a  previous  occasion.  It 
was  the  part  which  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy  of  Ireland  might  choose  to  take  in 
the  present  momentous  crisis.  That  was 
one  of  the  most  important  points  of  all; 
and  he  was  happy  to  be  able  to  say  that 
the  accounts  he  had  received  from  Ireland 
on  that  point  were  very  satisfactory.  It 
gave  him  great  pleasure  to  rise  in  his 
place  and  declare  it.  But  although  there 
was  a  great  body  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy  opposed  to  insurrection,  he  regretted 
to  say  that  there  were  several  young  Ro- 
man Catholic  priests  who  were  urging  the 
people  on  to  join  tbc  clubs.  He  had  that 
information  on  undoubted  authority.  There 
was  one  Roman  Catholic  priest,  who,  at  a 


meeting  held  in  Dublin  on  the  day  after 
the  Privy  Council  had  resolved  upon  pro- 
claiming Dublin  and  other  places,  seconded 
a  resolution  to  the  effect  that  the  Britiah 
Government  ought  to  be  laid  low  in  Ire- 
land. But  he  (the  Earl  of  Glengall)  re- 
commended that  portion  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic clergy  of  Ireland  who  desired  the 
people  to  organise  those  clubs,  to  pause 
and  read  the  pages  of  history,  and  they 
would  find  that  every  revolution  had  been 
fatal  to  the  Roman  Catholic  religion.  It 
was  so  in  Ireland  and  in  this  country  after 
the  Reformation;  and  in  1688,  and  in  the 
revolutions  of  Spanish  America,  in  Spain 
itself,  and  in  the  French  Revolution  of 
1830,  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  had 
suffered.  In  the  very  last  revolution  in 
France,  had  not  the  Roman  Catholic  Areh- 
bishop  been  murdered  ?  and  was  not  the 
Pope  himself  at  this  moment  critioallj 
situated  in  consequence  of  revolutions  ? 
The  Roman  Catholic  priests,  therefore, 
should  take  warning  from  these  facts,  as 
they  must  see  that,  if  they  stirred  up  the 
people  to  rebellion,  it  would  prove  injurious 
to  their  religion. 

On  question,  Motion  agreed  to,  iVemtiM 
Bissentiente, 

Then  it  was  moved,  That  the  Bill  be  now 
read  2^^ :  On  Question,  Resolved  in  the 
Affirmative,  Nemine  DissentierUe  :  Bill 
read  2^  accordingly.  Then  it  was  moved. 
That  the  Bill  be  now  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  :  On  Question, 
Resolved  in  the  Negative,  Nemine  JHfsen- 
tiente.  Then  it  was  moved.  That  the  Bill 
be  now  read  3^  :  On  Question,  Resolved  in 
the  Affirmative,  Nemine  IHsseniienU : 
Bill  read  3^  accordingly.  Then  it  was 
moved.  That  the  Bill  do  pass :  On  Ques- 
tion, Resolved  in  the  Affirmative,  Nemine 
Bissentiente  :  Bill  po^^ed,  accordingly:  and 
a  Message  sent  to  the  Commons,  to  ac- 
quaint them  therewith. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  BILL. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  said,  there  was  ano- 
ther measure  which  he  hoped  would  be 
passed  with  almost  the  same  rapidity  as 
the  one  just  disposed  of.  He  meant  the 
Public  Health  Bill,  which  he  held  in  his 
hand,  and  which  had  undergone  the  most 
careful  consideration  from  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  their  Lordships'  House.  He  was 
not  aware  that  the  Bill  would  receive  any 
opposition,  and  he  therefore  moved  that 
the  House  should  resolve  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee upon  it. 

After  a  few  words  from  the  Eail   of 
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Ellenbobouoh,  the  House  went  into  Com- 
mittee. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  said,  that  the  mea- 
sure introduced  hy  his  nohle  Friend  oppo- 
site (Lord  Redesdale)  for  the  prevention  of 
the  smoke  nuisance  had  heen  one  of  the 
improyements  introduced  hy  the  Select 
Committee  into  the  Bill. 

After  a  few  words  from  Lord  Redes- 
dale, which  were  inaudible,  the  Bill 
passed  through  Committee. 

House  adjourned.  * 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Monday,  July  24,  1848. 

MiirUTSfl.]    Public  Bills.— S^  Regent's  Quadrant  Colon- 
nade;   Rum,  &c  Duties;   Turnpike  Roads  (Ireland); 
Stock  In  Tntde  Exemption. 
8°  and  passed: — Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland). 

PsTiTioNB  Prisbntsd.  By  Mr.  Sandars,  firom  Inhabi- 
tants of  Wakefield,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Law  respect- 
Ing  the  Church  of  England  Clergy.— By  Mr.  Wilson 
Patten,  from  Members  of  the  Wesleyan  Congregation  of 
the  Town  of  Berwick-on-Tweed,  for  a  Better  Observance 
of  the  Lord's  Day. — By  Lord  George  Bentinck,  from  the 
Distillers  in  and  near  London,  against  the  Rum,  Ac. 
Duties  BilL— By  Mr.  Cardwell,  from  Merchants  and 
Others,  of  Liverpool,  for  Extending  to  that  Place  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Bill. — By  Lord  J. 
Russell,  from  tbe  Grand  Jury  of  Limerick,  for  the  Com- 
pletion of  the  Unfinished  Roads  in  Ireland. — By  Viscount 
Emiyn.  from  OflScers  of  the  Narberth  Union,  Pembroke- 
shire, in  favour  of  a  Superannuation  Fund  for  Poor  Law 
Offlcera.-— By  Mr.  William  Miles,  from  Guardians  of  the 
Bedminster  Union,  in  the  Counties  of  Bristol  and  Somer- 
set, for  an  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Law  Union  Charges 
BiU. — By  Sir  George  Grey,  from  the  Teachers  of  the 
English  and  Welsh  Wesleyan  Sunday  Schools,  Tredegar, 
Monmouthshire,  in  favour  of  the  Sale  of  Beer,  &c.  Bill. 
—By  Sir  R.  Peel,  from  Aldermen  and  Burgesses  of  the 
City  of  Chester,  for  carrying  out  Measures  proposed  by 
the  Tidal  Harbour  Commissioners. 

JURIES  (ia£LAND)—ADJOURNED 
DEBATE. 

Order  of  the  Day  read  for  resuming  the 
Adjourned  Debate  from  July  21,  on  the 
Amendment,  and  to  the  Motion  that  the 
Speaker  do  leave  the  chair,  to  go  into 
Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  FAGAN  vindicated  the  course 
which  had  been  taken  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Athlone  (Mr.  Keogh),  in  bringincj  for- 
ward the  question  of  juries  in  Ireland  be- 
fore the  House.  Although  differing  en- 
tirely from  that  hon.  Gentleman  in  politics, 
he  must  do  him  the  justice  to  say,  that  he 
had  not  commenced  that  scene  of  acrimony 
and  personal  recrimination  which  had  oc- 
curred. All  this  personal  matter  had, 
however,  nothing  to  do  with  tbe  question 
before  the  House.  He  contended  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
had  not  answered  any  of  the  statements 
put  forth  in  the  hon.  Member  for  Athlone 's 


speech,  with  the  exception  of  the  firstr— 
namely,  that  the  sheriff  was  appointed  by 
the  Crown.  With  regard  to  the  second 
statement,  that  out  of  a  list  containing 
two  Catholics  to  one  Protestant,  the  sheriff 
had  selected  150  persons,  in  the  proportion 
of  four  Protestants  to  one  Catholic,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  argued  that  the 
sheriff  was  justified  in  point  of  law  in  the 
selection  he  made.  He  admitted  that  the 
sheriff  might  be  legally  right,  but  he  be- 
lieved him  to  be  morally  wrong.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  also  said  that 
the  sheriff  had  selected  the  names  in  rota- 
tion, according  to  their  wealth  and  respect- 
ability; respectability  in  this  case  being 
wealth.  That  statement  had  been  corro- 
borated by  a  witness  examined  to  try  the 
validity  of  that  panel,  who  stated  that  the 
respectability  of  the  jurors  had  reference 
to  their  wealth;  and  the  sheriff  himself,  in 
vindicating  his  own  conduct  in  respect  of 
two  persons  in  the  same  business,  stated 
that  the  selection  had  been  made  according 
to  relative  respectability.  Both  these  per- 
sons, however,  being  in  the  same  business, 
nothing  but  wealth  could  have  been  meant 
as  the  test.  He  protested  against  this 
principle  of  selection;  and  if  the  sentiments 
expressed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Tam worth,  in  a  remarkable 
letter  written  to  the  then  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  regarding  the  propriety  of  car- 
rying out  the  Emancipation  Bill  by  the  ap- 
pointment of  Roman  Catholics,  were  of  any 
authority,  the  character  and  not  the  wealth 
of  the  parties,  should  be  the  rule  of  selec- 
tion. If  the  sheriff  had  made  his  selection 
on  that  principle,  the  discontent  now  pre- 
valent in  Ireland  would  not  have  existed. 
He  would  now  read  to  the  House  the  opin- 
ion expressed  by  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  in  the  debate  on 
the  state  of  Ireland  in  1844,  on  the  sub- 
ject of  jury  packing: — 

**  It  does,  Sir,  appear  to  mo  that  such  a  fact  of 
itself  deprives  tho  whole  of  those  proceedings  of 
any  weight  or  value.  I  can  understand  if  the  ob- 
ject had  been  to  obtain  a  jury  to  convict — if  it  had 
been  the  practice  which  a  violent  partisan  might 
adopt  for  the  purpose  of  sustaining  a  private  right 
to  obtain  a  jury  to  suit  his  purpose,  I  could  then, 
and  in  such  a  case,  understand  such  a  course  being 
taken." 

That  speech  had  no  doubt  had  its  influence 
upon  the  mind  of  the  sheriff,  and  had  ope- 
rated upon  him  in  making  the  selection. 
The  question  to  be  tried  was  whether  Ca- 
tholics had  been  excluded  from  the  panel ; 
but  would  the  House  believe  that  that 
question,  which  was  the  main  and  solo 
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queBtion,  was  not  allowed  to  go  to  tho  jury 
at  all:  one  of  tho  Judges  declaring  that 
th^v  wt»re  not  justified  hy  law  in  inquiring 
into  the  religion  of  any  man,  while  tho  At- 
torney General,  by  a  teehnical  objeetion, 
preT«nted  the  point  from  being  brought  to 
dccisioii  at  all.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
Kikd  read  a  letter  from  the  Attorney  Gene- 
rftL»  who  said  that  tho  Roman  Catholics 
proscribed  had  been  sot  aside,  not  on  ac- 
count of  their  n^igion,  but  their  political 
opmions;  and  he  ha«i  $^id  that  the  celc- 
Wat^d  instmctioiis  of  Sir  M,  O'Loghlen 
wrfefT^d  t*  ov^JinaiT  eases,  and  not  to  such 
a  case  as  this.  Sir  Michael  said  in  his  iu- 
stmctiovis — 

"*  T«is  win  int  9H  Asido  any  juror  on  account 
4^  his  3«(khtinikl  <r  T«'lurK«u»  opinions  auid  vou  will 
W  plniii^d.  in  ♦■twt  caw^  in  which  you  may  con»i- 
4cr  It  iMvytMooy  to  »ct  aside  a  juror,  to  make  a 
voce  of  tkc  oltjoction  to  him.'" 

These  wcw  his  general  instructions.  But 
ajDowing,  ftcir  ailment  ^s  sake,  that  tlie 
AttomeT  Genertl  was  justified  in  sotting 
asdde  jarrmen  on  account  of  their  political 
c^Ycms  being  the  same  as  the  prisoner's, 
he  denied  that  repealers  sympathised  with 
Mr.  Mh^hel.  Mr,  Mitohel  repudiated  re- 
peal, and  cjlDc^  ii  a  humbug.  On  thnt 
grmnid,  therefore^  the  Attorney  General 
was  HM  insti'fied  in  setting  these  jurors 
aaide^  The  inaiority  of  the  repealers  were 
£.innan  Catholics:  aud  the  eonsequcTicc  of 
this  ruifc.  of  seoin^  aside  repealers,  would 
he,  that  almost  all  tlie  Catliolics  of  Ireland 
weald  he  excJnded.  By  loaring  no  other 
than  anti-rcpcaJers  on  the  jury  list,  trial 
l«r  jniy  in  Ireland  would  became,  in  the 
words  of  Lord  Penman,  **  a  mockery,  a 
dclnsioiu  and  a  snare. ''  The  right  hon, 
BaTonez  said  that  six  of  the  men  set  aside 
had  been  selected  by  the  prisoner's  coun- 
sel to  he  retained  upon  the  trial,  and  that 
justified  the  Attorney  G-eneral  in  setting 
them  aside.  How  did  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral ehtain  that  information  ?  AVho  was 
the  traitor  t-o  the  prisoner,  by  whom  the 
Attorney  General  w«s  informed  of  tho  na:*- 
ties  to  he  loft  on  ?  In  Irolnnd  the  ro]ici«^us 
ieeiini:  was  very  stronjc::  and  any  insult  to 
tiwir  roli^on  was  taken  up  ven-  wurinly. 
Heieronee  had  heen  made  t^  a  eortjiin  trial 
in  1$44:  he  had  reason  t^  reeolloot  it,  for 
lie  filled  the  office  at  that  time  of  elilef  of 
the  eity  he  now  represented:  and  the  first 
doty  he  had  to  perform  wns  t^  call  a  meet* 
aig  of  his  fellow-eitiBons  to  protest  ojcrninst 
4ie  inanlt  and  wron^  done  t^  the  Ivoman 
<Mbo)m  In  utriking  off  ten  OAtholies  from 
4hbj«Qr  panel;  aadiM)  strong  was  the  fool- 


ing of  the  Roman  Catholics  on  that  occa- 
sion, that  whereas  it  had  hitherto  heen  the 
rule  not  to  allow  their  chapels  to  he  used 
for  any  political  meeting,  yet  that  meet- 
ing was  held  in  the  great  Catholic  chapel. 
There  were  300  meetings  of  Roman  Ca- 
tholics in  Ireland  to  protest  against  the  in- 
sult offered  to  the  Roman  Catholics.     He 
should  have  wished  that  the  hon.  Memher 
for  Athlonc  had  hrought  forward  this  snh- 
I  jeet  at  an  earlier  period  of  the  Session; 
i  hut  ns  he  had  hrought  it  forward,  and  as 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  made  his  state- 
!  ment,  he,  in  vindication  of  his  insulted 
I  countrymen,  had  thought  it  right  to  tres- 
I  pass  upon  the  attention  of  the  Honse. 

Mr.  GRATTAN  did  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  enter  deeply  into  this  qnesUon. 
He  had  intended  to  hring  it  hefore  tiie 
House  himself,  hut  he  had  heen  informed 
hy  the  hon.  Memher  for  Athlone  that  he 
proposed  to  do  so.  He  would  give  the 
hon.  Memher  his  advice  not  to  agitate  the 
puhlic  mind  in  the  present  state  of  Ireland. 
The  condition  of  that  country  was  dreadful; 
the  fever  was  increasing,  and  whole  dis- 
tricts were  hecoming  depopulated;  in  some 
places  there  was  not  even  an  animal.  In- 
stead of  dividing  upon  this  question,  it 
would  he  much  better  to  divide  amongst 
the  starving  people  of  Ireland  loaTes  of 
hrcad,  and  give  them  physic  and  clothes. 
Considering  the  destitute  state  of  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland,  there  existed  abundant  ma- 
terials for  inflammatory  proeeedingi;  but, 
situated  as  the  Irish  peoj^lc  were,  it  did 
not  become  the  Government  to  bring  for- 
ward such  a  measure  as  thej  introduced 
last  Saturday,  without  sufieient  iiotiee — 
without  a  message  from  the  Crown,  or  the 
examination  of  a  single  individual  before 
a  Commirt<^  of  the  Honse;  and  only  juti- 
fiod  by  newspaper  extracts,  and  the  wst 
dixiu  of  a  few  individuals.  The  imle 
Lord,  while  some  of  the  Irish  Mcmbo^ 
were  absent  nt  the  assdzes,  introdneed  and 
passed  that  Bill  in  a  morning  sitting,  and 
thus  in  seven  hours  the  liberties  «f  the 
IrisV.  poojile  were  taken  away.  The  peo- 
ple of  Ireland  were  discontented,  and  justly 
so.  and  it  was  only  tlie  storm  that  had 
raised  up  many  of  these  men,  againsEt  wiiom 
the  suspensicm  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act 
wnf  directed,  and  who.  if  left  alone,  would 
sink  to  their  nat-nral  level.  The  trial  had 
made  Mitehel  a  man  of  importanoe.  Oa 
Sfitnrdfiy  Inst  a  most  inflammatory  article 
wrtf.  s(Mit  forth  from  Kewgatc  prison,  in 
Puhlin.  How  happened  it  that  that  letter 
was  allowed  to  be  eonveycd  from  iktc  pii- 
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son;  aid  were  the  liberties  of  his  country 
to  be  taken  away  because  some  men,  like 
the  writers  of  these  inflammatory  articles, 
had  gone  mad  ?  Had  it  come  to  this,  that 
the  connexion  between  Ireland  and  Eng- 
land could  only  be  supported  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  liberties  of  the  Irish  people  ? 
He  had  on  a  previous  occasion  voted  for  a 
Bill  of  the  Government,  with  the  view  of 
putting  a  stop  to  assassination;  but  he 
should  never  have  done  so  if  he  had  con- 
templated that  such  a  city  as  Dublin  would 
be  put  under  its  operation.  Extracts  from 
Irish  papers  had  been  read  the  other  day, 
and  it  was  said  that  plunder  was  intended; 
but  he  did  not  think  that  Mr.  O'Brien,  and 
others  acting  with  him,  meant  that.  Did 
this  country,  he  asked,  always  expect  to 
remain  at  peace  ?  Did  they  think  that 
the  republican  movements  on  the  Conti- 
nent would  pass  away  without  occasioning 
excitement  elsewhere  ?  He  cautioned  the 
House  to  beware  how  they  excited  feelings 
in  the  breasts  of  the  Irish  people  which  it 
would  be  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to  sub- 
due. He  might  state  that  rather  more 
than  a  year  ago  he  was  in  a  seaport  town, 
and  entered  into  conversation  with  an  Irish- 
man who  was  on  the  point  of  embarking 
for  America.  He  advised  the  man  to  re- 
main at  home,  in  the  hope  that  better  times 
might  arise.  The  man  replied,  **  No,  Sir ; 
I  will  go  to  the  land  of  liberty.'*  He  (Mr. 
Grattan)  said,  "But  consider  your  sons." 
The  reply  was,  **  Ah,  they  will  come  back; 
and  when  they  do  come,  it  will  be  with 
rifles  on  their  shoulders."  Now,  he  woidd 
ask  the  House  to  consider  what  might  be 
the  state  of  this  country  if  this  man's  an- 
ticipations should  prove  to  be  well  founded. 
He  would  also  remind  them  that  only  the 
other  day  the  Irish  in  America  subscribed 
DO  less  than  1,000,000  dollars  to  aid  the 
plans  of  their  countrymen  at  home.  The 
Legislature  of  the  united  kingdom,  by 
their  measures,  had  not  only  run  the  risk 
of  separating  the  two  islands,  but  in  Ire- 
land they  had  actually  divided  the  north 
from  the  south,  the  Catholic  from  the  Pro- 
testant, and  had  made  religion  the  cause 
of  discord  and  war.  He  had  himself  heard 
it  said  in  Dublin  Castle — "Depend  upon 
it,  if  the  repeal  movement  goes  on  we  will 
give  you  up  to  the  Orangemen."  He  be- 
lieved that  the  trial  of  Mitchel  had  only 
aggravated  the  irritation  which  before  pre- 
vailed in  Ireland;  and  he  considered  that 
the  hope  of  restoring  Ireland  to  a  state  of 
tranquillity  had  been  almost  destroyed  by 
the  measure  which  had  received  the  sanc- 


tion of  that  House  on  Saturday.  It  was 
his  desire  that  the  two  countries  might 
continue  under  one  Crown,  though  under 
separate  Legislatures;  but  he  did  hope  that, 
so  long  as  they  were  governed  by  the  same 
Legislature,  a  more  conciliatory  course 
would  be  adopted  towards  his  country- 
men. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL:  I  am  not  going 
to  follow  the  hen.  Member  for  Meath  into 
a  discussion  of  the  measure  which  received 
the  sanction  of  this  House  on  Saturday ; 
but  I  think  no  one  can  deny  that  the  in- 
telligence which  has  been  received  from 
Ireland  this  day  would  fully  justify  the 
adoption  of  that  measure.  I  rise,  Sir, 
merely  to  say  a  few  words,  because  I  un- 
derstand that  the  hon.  Member  for  Ath- 
lone  (Mr.  Keogh),  in  bringing  forward  his 
Amendment  on  Friday,  was  pleased  to 
comment  upon  my  absence  from  the  House. 
Now,  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Gentle&ian 
that  I  did  not  leave  the  House  from  any 
want  of  respect  for  him,  or  from  any  inat- 
tention to  the  subject  which  he  brought 
forward;  but,  having  early  on  Saturday  to 
propose  to  this  House  a  measure  of  the 
greatest  importance,  and,  it  being  neces- 
sary for  me  to  consult  documents,  and  to 
consider  what  ground  I  should  take  for  the 
measure  I  had  to  introduce,  I  thought  it 
was  better  to  take  some  time  for  the  in- 
spection and  preparation  of  those  docu- 
ments, than  to  attend  in  the  House  during 
the  remainder  of  the  debate.  With  regard 
to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ath- 
lone,  having  heard  the  greater  part  of  his 
observations  on  the  subject,  I  do  not  think 
he  was  justified  in  the  statement  he  made. 
He  went  particularly  into  the  case  of 
Mitchel;  and  he  stated  that  the  sheriff"  of 
Dublin  was  an  officer  appointed  by  the 
Crown.  Now,  technically  and  literally, 
this  may  be  true;  but,  in  point  of  fact,  the 
names  of  three  gentlemen  are  returned  by 
one  of  the  Judges — in  this  case,  I  believe, 
the  return  was  made  by  the  Chief  Justice 
— for  the  choice  of  the  Crown.  That,  cer- 
tainly, is  a  totally  different  thing  from  the 
sheriff  being  selected  by  the  Crown ;  for 
the  only  choice  the  Crown  has  is  to  select 
one  of  the  three  persons;  unless  the  Crown 
thought  proper  to  set  the  whole  three  aside 
— a  course  which,  I  need  scarcely  say,  was 
not  taken  in  this  case.  The  sheriff,  I  be- 
lieve, performed  his  duty  most  conscienti- 
ously. Then  the  hon.  Gentleman  says  it  was 
wrong  to  exclude  a  great  number  of  Catho- 
lics from  the  panel,  and  to  challenge  the 
names  of  certain  persons  who  were  placed 
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upon  the  list.     An.  hon.  Member,  who  has 
addre&sed  the  House  to-night,  has  asked 
whether  it  is  intended  to  exclude  Catholics 
and  Repealers  from  juries  ?     I  should  re- 
ply, neither  the  one  nor  the  other.     I  do 
not  think  there  is  any  reason  why  Catholics 
ought  not  to  be  placed  upon   the  juries 
equally  with  Protestants.      So,  likewise, 
with  regard  to  the  general  question — the 
political  opinions  of  a  repealer  would  not 
disqualify  him  for  sitting  upon  a  jury.  But 
the  question  in  this  case  was,  with  regard 
to  the  offence  of  a  person  who  had  declared 
openly  that  Ireland  ought  to  be  separated 
from  England — ^that  Ireland  ought  to  bo 
made  a  separate  republic — that  the  Queen 
ought  to  be  deposed  from  her  authority 
and  title  in  Ireland — and  that  these  objects 
ought  to  be  accomplished  by  force.     Now, 
the  question  to  be  considered  with  regard 
to  pei^ons  upon  the  jury  list  was,  whether 
or  not  they  would  do  their  duty  in  try- 
ing the  issue;  because  the  jury  are  sworn 
well  and  truly  to  try  the  issue,  and  to  give 
their  verdict   according  to  the  evidence. 
But  if  the  Attorney  General,  or  those  who 
were  acting  under  his  instructions,  thought 
that  any  persons  were  not  likely  to  give  a 
verdict  according  to  the  evidence,  but  that 
they  were  likely  to  give  a  verdict  against 
the  evidence,  they  were  perfectly  right  not 
to  leave  such  persons  upon  the  list  of  the 
jury.     I  do  not  think  it  would  be  a  suffi- 
cient answer  to  the  challenge  in  any  par- 
ticular case  to  say,  **  Oh,  but  this  gentle- 
man is  a  Roman  Catholic,  and  because  he 
is  a  Roman  Catholic — although  he  is  not 
likely  to  try  the  question  fairly — ^his  name 
ought  to  be  left  upon  the  jury.  '*     Whether 
or  not  the  discretion,  in  this  case,  was  well 
exercised  —  whether   the  persons  omitted 
were  persons   who  would  have   tried  the 
question  with  perfect  fairness,  is  a  matter 
into  which  neither  I  nor  the  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant of  Ireland  could  enter.    It  is,  however, 
well  known  that  in  January  last,  persons 
were  promulgating  opinions  in  Ireland  for 
which,  I  believe,   they  might   have  been 
tried  for  high  treason.     There  were  also 
individuals  in  and  about  Dublin  who  felt 
themselves  perfectly  justified  in  aiding  to 
publish  such  opinions;  and  these  certainly 
were   not  persons  who  could  properly  be 
left  on  juries  to  try  offences  of  this  nature. 
That,  I  believe,  was  the  case  with  regard 
to  those  who  were  omitted  from  the  jury 
lists  in  the  instances  to  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Athlone  has  re- 
ferred.   I  believe  there  is  no  ground  what- 
ever for  accusing  the  sheriff  of  partiality 


with  respect  to  the  selection  of  tite  jury* 
With  regard  to  the  Attorney  Qenend  for 
Ireland,  he  is  a  Roman  Catholic,  and  I  do 
not  think  it  likely  that,  without  good  rea- 
son, he  would  take  any  step  which  would 
have  the  effect  of  disqualifying  his  co- 
religionists from  sitting  upon  juries.  This 
is  a  plain  statement  with  regard  to  what 
took  place  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Mitchel.  I 
have  not  received  any  particulars  as  to  the 
other  cases  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Athlone ;  and,  as  he 
did  not  enter  into  the  particulars  of  those 
cases,  it  is,  I  think,  unnecessary  for  me  to 
do  so.  I  have  only  to  say  that,  in  the 
present  situation  of  public  affairs,  I  cannot 
agree  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learn* 
od  Gentleman  4  The  House  will  not,  I 
think,  regard  it  as  advisable  to  ent^  into 
any  inquiry  on  this  subject;  and  I  can  only 
assert,  generally,  that  there  is  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  on  the  part  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  and  on  the  part  of 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  erery 
disposition  to  afford  a  fair  trial  to  penrons 
who  may  be  accused  of  such  offences  as 
have  been  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman. 
Amendment  negatived. 

SUPPLY— THE  ARMY  ESTIMATES. 
House  in  Committee. 
On  the  question — 

"That  a  sum  not  exceeding  1,336,8802.  (being 
part  of  the  sum  of  3,830,8802.,  oif  which  2,500,00w. 
liad  been  granted)  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty  to 
defray  the  Charge  of  I^d  Forces  for  Serviee  hi 
the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Iro- 
land,"  Ac. — 

•  Mr.  F.  MAULE  was  understood  to  say, 
in  reply  to  Sir  De  L.  Evans,  that  this  was 
the  first  time  he  had  heard  of  a  claim  on 
the  part  of  the  officers  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Memher — certain  officers 
on  the  full-pay  retired  list — to  continue  to 
progress  in  rank  in  the  Army  on  occasion 
of  a  brevet.  If  |)romotion  by  brevet  were 
extended  to  them,  the  honorary  distinction 
would  carry  with  it  no  charge  Upon  the 
State;  but  it  might  be  a  question  whetiber 
the  practice  would  be  a  convenient  one:  it 
might  give  an  impression  that  our  list  of 
general  officers  was  much  greater,  urith 
reference  to  efficiency,  than  the  fact  would 
warrant.  As  a  matter  of  good-nature  and 
kindness,  he  (Mr.  F.  Maule)  should  cer- 
tainly have  no  objection  himself  to  oblige 
these  veterans;  at  the  same  time,  to  him- 
self it  would  be  a  matter  of  very  little  con- 
cern whether  he  was  called  major  or  Uen- 
tenant-colonel. 
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Mb:  B.  OSBORNE  said,  that  the  treat- 
ment of  officers  in  the  Army  was  infamous. 
The  setrices  of  meritorious  men  were  over- 
looked if  they  happened  to  have  no  con- 
nexions. Take  the  Caffro  war,  for  in- 
stance. The  whole  hrunt  of  it  was  borne 
bj  ihree  or  four  officers  ;  but  Colonel 
Somerset,  Captain  Hogg,  and  Captain 
Bisset^  received  nothing  but  empty  thanks 
in  despatches  and  gazettes.  And  forsooth, 
Mr.  Bulwer,  Mr.  Trevelyan,  and  Mr.  Chad- 
wick  were  honoured  with  the  rank  of  C.B.! 
The  fact  was,  that  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  was  actually  Secre- 
tary at  War  in  regard  to  them;  he  had 
the  whole  disposition  of  the  colonial  force, 
and  settled  what  regiments  were  to  be  sent 
out.  The  old  colonels  who  went  out  from 
England  were  put  to  Captain  Bissct  to  be 
'  taught  how  to  conduct  a  Caffre  war.  But 
these  officers^  to  the  disgrace  of  the  coun- 
try, were  pushed  aside  and  neglected  for 
yoimger  men,  who  had  never  even  been 
called  out  in  a  street  riot,  and  who  had  no 
claim  to  promotion  but  their  high  con- 
nexions. These  things  would  not  be  suf- 
fered to  continue  much  longer. 

Mr.  F.  MAULE,  so  far  as  he  had  seen 
the  course  of  procedure  at  the  Horse 
Ouardsi  believed  there  was  great  fairness 
exhibited  in  that  department  in  the  ma- 
nagement of  the  Army,  and  in  regard  to 
promotion.  With  respect  to  this  Caffre 
war,  who  was  the  first  person  that  was 
named  by  the  hon.  Member  as  neglected  ? 
Colonel  Somerset,  a  most  intimate  con- 
nexion of  the  man  said  to  be  all-powerful 
at  the  Horse  Guards — the  nephew  of  Lord 
F.  Somerset.  The  reason  why  no  decora- 
tion had  been  bestowed  upon  Captain 
Hogg  was,  that  he  could  not,  according  to 
the  regulations,  obtain  one,  in  consequence 
of  not  being  of  higher  rank  than  a  cap- 
tain. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  that  the  sum  of 
168^237/.  should  be  granted  to  defray  the 
charge  of  the  general  staff  serving  in  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  and  on  foreign  stations, 
and  in  the  garrison  of  the  Tower  of  Lon- 
don, for  the  year  ending  the  Slst  of  March, 
1849, 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  considered  the  staff 
of  the  Army  worthy  of  the  consideration 
of  the  House.  He  thought  the  office  of 
Master  General  of  the  Ordnance  and  that 
oi  Commander  at  the  Horse  Guards  should 
be  held  by  one  person.  He  would  knock 
off  1,000Z.  a  year  from  the  allowance  to 
ilM  Duke  of  Wellington  as  Constable  of 


the  Tower  of  London.  Then  there  were 
various  other  items  in  this  estimate  Which 
he  considered  to  be  wholly  unnecessary. 
There  was  1221.  a  year  to  the  physician; 
the  paltry  charge  of  10^.  to  the  apothecary; 
SI,  to  the  gentleman-porter;  66^.  to  the 
gentleman-gaoler;  and  then  there  were  40 
yeomen-wardens,  whose  receipts  amounted 
to  848?.  The  sum  altogether  which  these 
items  made  lip  was  3,91  H.  10^.  Sd,,  and 
he  begged  to  move  that  the  vote  be  reduced 
by  that  amount. 

Mr.  F.  MAULE  said,  that  the  whole  of 
the  establishment  of  the  Tower  had  been 
frequently  under  the  review  of  the  Commit- 
tees of  the  House,  and  it  had  also  been 
under  the  review  of  the  Military  Commis- 
sion. He  should  be  the  last  man  under 
any  circumstances  to  propose  a  reduction 
of  the  sum  paid  to  the  present  Constable  of 
the^Tower.  But  all  these  questions  would 
come  before  and  be  inquired  into  in  de- 
tail by  the  Committees  of  the  House;  and 
if  that  Committee  should  propose  a  reduc- 
tion of  these  charges,  the  House,  no  doubt, 
would  give  their  recommendations  effect. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  questiotly 
that  the  sum  be  164,326?.: — Ayes  21; 
Noes  69  :  Majority  48. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Blewitt,  R.  J. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Clay,  J. 
Cobden,  R. 
Colcbrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Fagan,  W. 
Hastic,  A. 
M'Gregor,  J. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Mowatt,  F. 


O'Connor,  F. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thompson,  G. 
Wakley,  T. 
Wawn.J.  T. 
Williams,  J. 

TELLE  As. 
Hume,  J. 
Osborne,  R. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Abdy,  T.  N. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 
Armstrong,  Sir  A. 
Armstrong,  R.  B. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Blackall,  S.  W. 
BuHer,  C. 
Bunbury,  E.  II. 
Cardwell,  E. 
Clay,  Sir  W. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Dawson,  hon.  T.  V. 
Drumlanrig,  Visct. 
Drummond,  II. 
Dundas,  A. 
Dunne,  F.  P. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fitzpatrick,rt.hon.J.W. 
Floyer,  J.  • 


Fox,  R.  M. 
Freestun,  Col. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hoii.  H. 
Grace,  0.  D.  J. 
Greene,  T. 
Grenfell,  0.  W. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Gwyn,  II. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hay,  Lord  J. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Uenley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Lennard.  T.  B. 
Lindsay,  hon.  Col. 
Lockhart,  A.  E. 
M'Cullagh.  W.  T. 
MarshaU,  W. 
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MathesoD,  Col. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Monsell,  W. 
Morison^  Sir  W. 
Palmer,  R. 
Parker,  J. 
Reid,  Col. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Russell,  F.  C.  H. 
Rutherfurd,  A. 
Sandars,  6. 
Shell,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Simeon,  J. 
Somerville,rt.hou.SirW. 


Stafford,  A. 
Stephenson,  R. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thomcly,  T. 
Turner,  E. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Vyse,  R.  H.  R.  H. 
Ward,  n.  G. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 

TELLERS. 

TufneU,  U. 
Rich,  H. 


Original  proposition  agreed  to. 

Other  votes  agreed  to. 

House  resumed.    Report  to  be  received. 

INCUMBERED  ESTATES  (IRELAND) 
BILL. 

Bill  read  a  Third  Time. 

Clause  for  still  further  protecting  tha  in- 
terests of  the  remainder-man,  agreed  to. 

Mr.  monsell  (on  behalf  of  Mr. 
Bouverie)  then  proposed  the  following 
Clause : — 

"  That  no  assurance  under  this  Act  shall  be 
Subject  to  the  further  or  additional  duty  (of  equal 
amount  with  the  duty  on  a  lease,  or  bargain  and 
sale  for  a  year)  with  which  conveyances  by  a  sin- 
gle deed  are  by  any  Act,  either  expressly  or  by  re- 
ference, made  chargeable  ;  and  that,  in  lieu  of  all 
other  stamp  duty  whatsoever  (except  the  progres- 
sive duty)  there  shall  be  chargeable  on  all  assur- 
ances under  this  Act  on  which  the  purchase  or 
consideration  money  therein  or  thereupon  ex- 
pres^d  shall  not  amount  to  2,0002. ,  an  ad  valorem 
duty  of  6*.  for  every  501,  of  such  purchase  or  con- 
sideration money,  and  the  like  sum  for  any  smaller 
or  fractional  part  of  501.** 

Clause  brought  up  and  read  a  first  time. 
On  the  question  that  it  be  read  a  second 
time. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  there  might  be  inequali- 
ties in  the  pressure  of  the  stamp  duty  re- 
quiring revision,  aud  which  might  be  made 
the  subject  of  a  general  measure;  but  he 
must  object  to  these  exceptional  cases.  In 
almost  every  Bill  claims  of  exemption  of 
some  kind  or  other  from  the  stamp  duties 
were  put  forward. 

Mr.  monsell  said,  that  if  ever  there 
was  an  exceptional  case  this  was  one. 
Every  Member  who  had  addressed  the 
House  on  this  Bill  had  dwelt  on  the  great 
importance  of  encouraging  the  sale  of  es- 
tates in  small  portions,  not  only  as  regard- 
ed the  social  advantages  of  such  a  system, 
but  the  probability  of  finding  buyers.  If 
the  Bill  worked,  as  ho  believed  it  would, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  gain  a 
large  addition  to  his  stamp  revenue  from 


that  very  source.  If  the  Goveminent  really 
wished  the  measure  to  work»  it  was  haitl 
to  interpose  an  insuperable  obstacle  to  its 
usefulness  in  the  shape  of  a  heavy  tax  on 
the  sale  of  property  in  that  very  manner 
which  everybody  thought  was  the  most  de- 
sirable mode  of  sale.  He  must  divide  the 
House  on  the  question. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  supported  the  clause. 
Why  should  not  the  stamp  duties  be  lower- 
ed to  enable  small  capitalists  to  bnj  land  ? 
He  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  profit  by  the  convincing  and  able 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Ripon  on  the  stamp  duties.  He  did  not 
think  so  highly  of  this  Bill  as  some  hon. 
Members;  for  he  believed  that  while  thej 
kept  in  the  old  track  of  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery, and  the  Masters'  Offices,  and  did  not 
put  the  matter  into  the  hands  of  a  Commis- 
sion, they  would  never  have  a  good  Bill  for 
the  sale  of  encumbered  estates. 

The  Earl  of  LINCOLN :  I  certainly 
should  be  disposed  to  appeal  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Limerick  not  to  divide  the 
House  upon  this  clause;  but  at  the  same 
time  I  would  also  appeal  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  into  their  serious  considera- 
tion the  whole  question  of  the  stamp  duties 
as  affecting  the  transfer  of  landed  pro- 
perty in  Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  replied  to  the  proposition  of  my  hon* 
Friend,  by  stating,  that  almost  every  Bill 
that  is  now  introduced  into  this  'Hoiiae 
contains  a  clause  for  exemption  fronx  the 
stamp  duty;  but  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  hardly  given  a  fair  repre- 
sentation of  the  clause  brought  forward  bj  * 
my  hon.  Friend,  when  he  represented  this 
as  a  claim  for  exemption.  It  is  not  a  claim 
for  exemption,  but  a  claim  that  the  stamp 
duties  as  regards  the  sale  of  landed 
property  in  Ireland  should  be  so  re- 
arranged as  not  to  affect  the  sale  of  sach 
property  in  a  way  that  would  he  pre- 
judicial to  the  object  which  is  intended 
by  this  Bill  to  be  accomplished.  Accord- 
ing to  my  view  of  the  object  of  the  Bill, 
it  does  not  merely  contemplate  the  transfer 
of  properties  in  bulk  from  a  landed  proprie- 
tor who  is  now  encumbered  by  his  own  con- 
duct, or  by  the  conduct  of  his  ancestors,  to 
some  one  other  individual,  but  it  is  intend* 
ed  that  when  such  properties  are  to  he  sold, 
those  who  have  the  means  of  small  inresi- 
ments  should  be  enabled  to  invest  their  capi- 
tal in  the  soil  of  Ireland;  and  it  cannot  be 
said  that  there  are  not  great  impediments 
to  that  object  in  the  pi-esent  scale  of  the 
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but  proportmaUr — a  lkr£^=r   iHii'Zi"*    ::  -:•:■!  ':t  lzt  *>-LV.-r   ::.  ilr  Tirl-.i*  de- 
stamp  dutj  than  lar«e  pT^5«ni£&.     Tils  liL.;^:*     :l    illi    ri_   ■=x'*:'i   •:»-     &    Us>s; 
system,    I    submit,   cssdc*:  ^e    i^*r-'ir-L.  '  ii^-t-lsLic-  ii::'Ji-:-iLlT,   ii-i  £.-:•-  &  si-MLTe 
except  as  regard*  rnanci^  *rrfc::^e- -;:.:•  Lf-:r=ii:  irici  :-l-.  ::  TiJil  I  »■'.*.. "  L-ji* 
Even  on  that  ground  I  3fj  Ziifi  •;■":•  "k  ::  1:  1:.  ":t  tIt  Lie    'jT-ilrn^-  il^r  Iten'^er 
can  be  supported;  bi^l   oa   ilai   iif**Sj:c  ::•:   yv^irk.       Tie  1.-l.   GeLil-gr-i&-.  il* 
I   sball  bow  to  the  opiaSon  in  ii*e  rlrl*  Il-e^li^-:*:::  X-rirLrt  l:-}^*:  v..  "l^  Hcr:a« 
hon.   Gentleman.     Cenain  I  in  if  n-t-  . ".:  ilr:v-  /.^:  ii*:  1_    :c  -.ir  jr>^Li.i  liji 
that  on  no  other  pos*ibIr  gn-^zri  ctz.  Fii'jL  iirre  -rir^  zllij  T-r-j-^nie*  .1  Irr-Lji  «» 
a  principle  be  maiciaiLtri  ia  ills   H-.-u*^;  i-T'/^-^iiLi'^e:.  u.l-   l*  r*-^tri-   :1t:l  i"^* 
and  when  Her  Majenj"*  G:T*7^j:>r-L^:  LL-r-t  IH   t-[_    :e   :  ••^- 1  ^i  "••*  nv.rlj  l^rf-:*!:- 
undertaken  this  Biii  fir   11*  j-^t.***^  I  -lm.     Ht  i.".:l.T-i  :■■  "/:>-.»si;  luri*^    lioi.vi 
assmne,   of   &cilitaiir:g   Ti-€*e    shilI.  ii-  :::r.rr:.ei  _l   I-'r-Lvi,  TLwr    w.*  -u^i  1* 
vestments,   and  when  li*    L:c-    O-t^-j^-  iiis  ^i-:  r:cL   "Ht    -iiL-:-    ::.'*■'.-:  -..-   vi^ 
man  opposite  «the  S->l:^li:T  •■7*-»erLl    Lt?  ji-iv-.f-L^  '^.i:L2:\i:       r.  »i/^?^  -.ir  jl7.% 
bestowed    so    Kneh  pil^j     t:^il    ^t-jt^  i.-^-i\z    'jrr-r^    .zi    :r.    l-^a^v^    :.:    l    L.c^ 
person  in  this  Hot**.  I  1.=.  stt-t.  1*  j-ta.j  --.ttj.  :c  j^su-^.  >  -i:rr.  * -•'>,•:  -y.  -v--.vw:   li 
to  recognise;  upon  I:,  I  f-:*-!  t-.cjL'j-.iz  \jjx\  l'-,JirA  lt^:  •■i,"..*ii  ^-.j^^.r:-.---—   •:;.>»>=:  :/i- 
the  hon.  Gentl^tsan  wll  ti:  L:*  i.:^»^5fc-.  v.  ilr^_-.-*^  i*-.*:  -.'i  •  v.v- r  !*-   v.c-.-*  .t.-^jlt^.^^ 
ours  on  this  snbjce;.    If  1*  o-.e* -•:': -Jl ■.:>i  :i  •:  ^ir-i.   ■•:":    *..*-.  ^j^.v^^    :.■..--.  ivi 
he  can  do  so  qu:»»r  •kif'.r:-i?.j  vi_.:  lv^ii-  fru  ::u-  ^r*.  *:*.  1  r   »^-r^  j-^-.V.  »^  i  a  -.4 
on  the  same  becj^L  w>Ji  -Lai  r.z-'  i."-  .^  uii-.-r    -..:-.  •■:'  w-    zr-r^,'zj:  f  :   v>t 
Gentleman.  I  hops  k   l-*4.r.  li  yr-i'^  ^'.  :\.ry-'wr.\  -.uir.. -.v  ;. -.^.s -v-i:  .r.   f -ivi- 
shall  hare  his  atslv-fcjK  \z.  \y>'\^.\z  v.  ^.••:  t-.:  vi.li:     •*:.::: v. -u*^  l»^--«.-"v,-.it.'^ 
the  right  hon.  G*n:IrKU.-  ».:^:  v.  if-..-  jf.i^  t-ji  •:•..=.  -.ov.it,:^  v-.;i.*.-      .'  tv.  -  •..•*  v>fc 
jesty's  GoTeraaLrt:.  :li:  'uL^j  ■•■.,.  ;:«;  .-iitr.  i.r.  ti*:  ^^a.-^*-.  \;*-^.:-.'^v.-.    !■>*  r  .'.v,  v;p 
satisfied  with  \Ck  E—  ^-r^.  .:  *-.l..  :-f  *  ,-r-..-.n.    r  ..  tr.  -.••.•..*  *.*:=:  --.v.  v^  ••uvt:*r 
passed  in  it*  pre*^:  il*:*^.   vr. -r'-, -^l.^  -.r  »:fVi   ;••  :7.»«t^ .'•    :'j>- v.:  *   ^V.   »      y> 
into  confiidcratix. -^^  r^T.*.i  vfv.t^  »-Ar.-:  :  ;ii:%   i..-.*     -  ••-..♦^    ..i.-..*-:.*.  a    »*•/•  ji   '4 -.-J 
duties  on  the  sal^   :c  It-ir:?:  :  .•  .^iv-rr  . -,  -.-..■.••v    --?.:*--  v  ^^ .   •*   v.r  v- :.^  .»*.     ;•, 
Ireland.     TL*  f,v-=ir:  --f  i--*  1  ...  T  .n>:*v  r "    r..*-*-;  :wi-    -.iv  ■• --.  r-i-  '-:■•  v'  t*.  *■•- 
ought  not  to  be  n-rrtij  :i^  ft^tT^r  r-'-ji  v.  v. -.»%-*•.:   **--tv.  .'•■,'•.   -r.^.   >-*.v.  v,   v.- 
the  present  proprl-^v.r*  :: -urj^  :•: -.y^r- ^r-  -.rvtr.   v.-  v*  •*;;•'*":.'  *•.-  v..vi  ■.    •»  -/■  vv- 
to certain  great  w lik.-ti*  ;-.  ^•.  *  v. »■-:•. -.7       ■•  :•  -.' *-.■..»-. •:   -y  ' - ■  .i ■   »r*^i.v-     vv,  ;.- .\fry.r 
In  that  ease  tti -•.-=*.*:.•*  T-.r^:  -jh  t  -..xr  r...  •-.'•  :•-/•-•.•  •  tx    -   v/*-i    t*.   v'v*/'--*. 
merely  to  in*  !*»:?».■.••.  ^j:   •.-.-i:  -.:*%   :f>  ."  ••     -.-Avt     i'   :.*••..-.•-.    y-'./   --.i.    •^. 
perty,  thereby  <iit:i:.---  i.::i  .c  vjvk   :  •.-  ;- -.i.     .i.v...-.-:  -y  ':  .»».    •,..    -,'//,  «^-»-4 
ties  which  Urz*  7,'.-. -•:.- v»  *:u     -..-.   :->  -'  ,^-,'.       .i^  ^.-      ..     t^,.     .^-^^      4.  j,.,/^ 
prietors,  btn  w«.tf,  r'vr.*.  /.  •    : -^.•■".■.lv.  •■■•.-  -.-.  f.-f.*-      /.  -.',;*        -.-^.'.     -,'.  , 
positioB  heU  "iJi^^-.'.-r  *..  :. -1.   : x  ,"  »•.,..•..'.  • ,;  .:i.  --..»-.     •.,       v.  .  .v -.1-   >^-...-    •-  :t 
look  upon  this  Li-   i.*  1.  r*^:  x.-r.  -..  ■  ..*  -.■.-.  i,r.  .•  r  ■  *•  ^'/'    ■  *•  •-*  /  -  *y-  •  ;*  w, 
landed  proprl-K^.r.  *:.r.. .'..*•<:    r  ;   t^   t:  *i.'.     -.i-      .-.  •■:,.*.    >■  •   ....    -•-*    -  /  4/ 

easy  mode ':^  3uklsr  t.  v^oh-V  :--r-.    v..*,  r-.^,*-     r-.-.     ■-^■...-....    vi-*  ...    ..^   -..-.,. a  v, 

grart  propri««  V,  t.-jr:.*-r     Vi-  v..»  -.rr..-.  --.*    .,.*■,-.••/    vr.,:-        V  •.-    -/^v../.-  t    v. 

ought  not  to    •*  *.;r.i.-^v:   v.   .v  •/.    vrr^..  r-.i.--        ,       ,.--../.  -t...  .  ..*     4,^    ..-    »   a 

and,  viewinr  'cl^    i.-.    *.    ;-**.:     '^t.ii-.n.  ./.i.-.-.     •,,  r-  ,^  .,,  ■■'>    .  v-.^  ..,..-//..' ... 

question,   uni-^JH   £-.'..i".nF *^:    ;;    v;    -r.*    —  n   ...».-.,.      ..,.-  ....  ....  ^    .,    ^^...  .^      ^^ 

two    other   =ii%a.v..-*j».    v.  *    h      \-    •.,*.-  r -^r..  :■  .rr^  •*'  ......    ./  ■  .  ^.    -^ 

cannot  be  u  *^-w-.-t    i.:    n.-     vr.-A-.  .^  r    .  v.   ■•  ./..      ....  ■^.     .  •■    ,  .-  *.,.-* 

plated.     Ihfjytl  ».-..i..  v^  i.  ..••'.  -.-.  •.-:•         .  .,     ...         ....     «.'...        '    .     ,\ 

to  another  po'lr.-:. -r.v.  -i/-^-;!'-  v.  r   i*^  ,  ,     -  ;••  ^     /  '    ^, 

think  it  win  be  ity^^^.-**.—    •    i.-...r.v 
flion  of  Parllirr.^r.-.  --.  •  .> .  v    •      . 


sure.       InaciL-Hi-^-   -•..■  ■''.*'    ..^    .■.■  r.  .    .' 

Btampdntlea  ■».:-.  i  i^r;.-^  *  r.^u.    ..    ,..  ■   ■    ^  .  '\  '^v 

right  hoD.  Get:;!ft£-.^-.  vj*  .  i.». /•.- ^.p-  /  . ,.    -  ,,..  ,.      ,        „  .     ,•     _^,^     .,  , 
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termediate  landlords,  or  are,  as  I  have 
termed  them,  encumbrancers  on  the  es- 
tates; and  the  occupying  tenant,  of  course, 
cannot  do  it.  Under  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill,  you  will  merely  substitute  one 
nominal  proprietor  for  another  nominal 
proprietor;  and  you  will  not  obtain  the 
object  in  view,  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  so  well  designated  in  the  speech 
made  by  him  on  the  first  occasion  of  the 
subject  being  under  discussion  in  this 
House,  when  ho  called  it  '*  a  measure  for 
the  emancipation  of  the  land  of  Ireland." 
There  is  another  observation  which  I  have 
to  make  as  regards  land  in  this  position, 
namely,  that  independently  of  the  stamp 
duty — independently  of  that  hindrance — 
the  effect  of  those  intermediate  landlords 
intervening  between  the  original  landlord 
and  the  occupying  tenant,  will  preclude 
that  subdivision  of  the  property  which  all 
those  who  are  conversant  with  affairs  in 
Ireland  express  their  opinion  to  bo  so  de- 
sirable. Therefore  one  of  the  objects  of 
the  Bill,  quoad  those  particular  properties, 
cannot  be  effected.  I  would  press  this 
subject  upon  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment. I  trust  they  will  consider,  during 
the  recess,  whether  it  may  not  be  a  fitting 
subject  for  legislation  in  a  future  Session 
of  Parliament.  I  hope,  as  we  must  all 
desire,  that  the  state  of  affairs  in  Ireland 
will  undergo  a  change  which  will  enable 
them  to  divert  their  attention  from  those 
matters  which  at  present  altogether  absorb 
it,  to  a  subject  which,  I  am  sure,  will  be 
more  congenial  to  them  and  every  Member 
of  this  House — I  mean  the  social  regene- 
ration of  that  country.  I  admit  the  diffi- 
culties of  this  question;  but  I  appeal  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  entertain  it. 
I  know  there  will  be  difficulty  in  deal- 
ing with  any  of  those  intermediate  land- 
lords without  raising  a  considerable  fer- 
ment amongst  some  of  the  parties  concern- 
ed; but  after  passing  this  Bill,  I  do  not 
think  there  can  exist  any  difficulty  that 
will  be  insuperable  in  dealing  with  them 
so  as  practically  to  reserve  to  every  one 
the  equivalent  for  the  fair  interest  in  the 
soil  he  at  present  possesses,  and  at  the 
same  time  to  pay  them  off  in  the  soil,  or 
in  money  derived  from  the  soil.  I  do  not 
apprehend  that  the  difficulty  in  doing  that 
will  be  found  to  be  so  insuperable  as  at  first 
sight  it  may  appear.  I  do  not  wish  to  detain 
the  House,  or  at  this  period  of  the  Session 
to  say  anything  that  might  give  rise  to  any- 
thing like  a  fresh  debate,  and  shall  merely, 
therefore,  venture  to  throw  out  those  two 


suggestions,  and  to  express  my  opinion  that 
this  Bill,  which  is  a  most  valuable  com- 
mencement as  regards  the  emancipation  of 
the  land  of  Ireland,  will  not  be  complete. 
I  am  sure  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  admit 
that  the  case  of  intermediate  landlords  is 
one  not  only  worthy  of,  but  demanding 
consideration.     Cases  of  this  kind  are  not 
isolated  nor  few,  though  I  think  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newark  has 
considerably  exaggerated  when  be  said  aboat 
one-half  of  the  land  of  Ireland  was   so 
held.    However,  enough  of  the  land  is  held 
in  that  way  to  make  the  matter  one  of 
considerable  importance.     I  feel  it  will  be 
of  great  importance  to  the  small  capital- 
ists of  Ireland  to  consider  these  sugges- 
tions, and  that  it  is  most  desirable  to  en- 
able those  who  for  generations  hare  been 
connected  with  the  land  of  Ireland  (though 
not  as  proprietors),  and  whose  onlj  means 
without  those  two  supplementary  measures 
of  investment  at  present  are  the  Funds  of 
England,  or  the  savings  banks^  which  mj 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  cannot  think  have  been  quite 
legitimately   used  as  a  means  of  inTOst- 
ment  in  that  country — I  mean  le^ttmate 
as  regards  the  extent  to  which  thej  are 
used  to  invest  their  money  in  the  land  of 
Ireland.     The  money  which  is  now  fiie- 
quently  placed  in  savings  banks  might  be 
far  better  invested  in  the  soil  of  Irelaiid; 
but  at  the  same  time,  although  I  exprosa 
this  opinion,  I  would  regret  to  see  the  esta- 
blishment in  Ireland  of  whathaye  been  cal- 
led peasant  proprietors.     I  deprecate^  and 
would  give  encouragement  to  no  such  sys- 
tem; but  I  think  it  would  be  most  deurable 
to  enable  those  persons  who  haye  a  certain 
amount  of  money  to  invest  it  in  properties 
of  moderate  size.     In  no  oUier  way  oould 
they  more  effectively  conduce  to  the  real 
and  efficient  cultivation  of  the  country.     I 
appeal  to  my  hon.  Friend  who  prc^posed 
this  clause,  to  leave  the  matter  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government,  with  a  Tiew  to 
obtain  a  revision  of  the  stamp  duties.     To 
do  the  thing  efficiently,  it  must  be  dime 
separately;  and  I  feel  confident,  eren  with- 
out any  assurance  from  them,  that  the  Go- 
vernment must  take  it  up  in  another  Session 
of  Parliament;  though  for  the  satisfaction 
of  my  hon.  Friend  I  should  wish  that  some 
Member  of  the   Government  would   give 
such  an  assurance  before  the  Bill  is  passed. 
Mr.  IIUME  believed,  that  unless  hmd 
oould  be  made  marketable  in  smaU  portitnSy 
the  Bill  would  not  answer  its  puipose.  The 
question  was  not  one  simply  of  etzpeuse. 
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The  first  thing  required  was  employment, 
and  employment  could  not  be  given  with- 
out cultivating  land  which  was  now  waste. 
A  landvaluer  had  stated  that  if  Government 
would  lessen  the  expenses,  and  afford  the 
necessary  facilities  for  the  cultivation  of 
waste  lands  in  Ireland,  1,000,000  acres 
might  he  brought  into  cultivation. 

Mb.  GOULBURN  thought  the  distino- 
tion  made  in  favour  of  the  proprietor  whose 
estates  were  encumbered  by  the  reduction 
of  the  stamp  duties,  while  the  proprietors 
whose  estates  were  not  encumbered  had 
still  to  pay  the  full  amount  of  duty,  gave  a 
positive  encouragement  to  encumbrances. 
To  that  principle  he  objected. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  55;  Noes 
114:  Majority  59. 
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List  of  the  Ayes. 


Anderson,  A. 
Anstoy,  T.  0. 
Archdall,  Capt. 
Bateaon,  T. 
BolUng,  W. 
Bourke,  R.  S. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Bright,  J. 
Brooke,  Sir  A.  B. 
Bunbury,  E.  H. 
CLay,  J. 
Cobden,  R. 
Gourtenay,  Lord 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Dawson,  hon.  T.  S. 
Drummond,  H. 
Duncan,  Q. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fagan,  W. 
Fox,  R.  M. 
Gore,  W.  0. 
Greene,  J. 
Gwyb,  U. 
HaU,  Sir  B. 
Ilamilton,  G.  A. 
Ilenry,  A. 
Hodgson,  W.  N. 
Ilood,  Sir  A. 
Hornby,  J. 


Hume,  J. 
Jackson,  W. 
Kershaw,  J. 
Lennard,  T.  B. 
Lushington,  C. 
M'CuUagh,W.  T. 
Mowatt,  F. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J, 
O'Brien,  Sir  L. 
O'Connor,  F. 
Pecheil,  Capt. 
Perfect,  R. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 
Salwey,  Col. 
Scully,  F. 
Simeon,  J. 
Spooner,  R. 
Talbot,  J.  H. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Tennent,  R.  J. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thornely,  T. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Williams,  J. 

TBLL^S. 

Monsoll,  W. 
Osborne,  R. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Adah",  H.  E. 
Ark  Wright,  G. 
Armstrong,  Sir  A. 
Armstrong,  R.  B. 
Baring,  rt.  hon.  Sir  F. 
Bellcw,  R.  M. 
Benbow,  J. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Bomal,  R. 
Blackall,  S.  W. 
Brockman,  £.  D. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brown,  W. 
Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Cardwell,  E. 
Carew,  W.  H.  P. 
ChapUn,  W.  J. 


Charteris,  hon.  F. 
Christopher,  R.  A. 
Christy,  S. 
Clay,  Sir  W. 
Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Cooks,  T.  S. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Cubitt,  W. 
Denison,  J.  E. 
Duncan,  Visct. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Dunne,  F.  P. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Estcourt,  J.  B.  B. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Foley,  J.  H.  H. 


•Forster,  M. 
T^ortescuo,  hon.  J.  W. 
Freestun,  Col. 
Glyn,  G.  C. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Grace,  0.  D.  J. 
Grenfell,  C.  W. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Grogan,  E. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Hardcastlc,  J.  A. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hay,  Lord  J. 
Haytor,  W.  G. 
Headlam,  T.  E. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hobhouse,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Hobhouso,  T.  B. 
Hogg,  Sir  J.  W. 
Howard,  H.  J.  K. 
Jones,  Capt. 
King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 
Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S, 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
M'Gregor,  J. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
MarshaU,  W. 
Martin,  J. 
Matheson,  A. 
Matheson,  Col. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Melgund,  Visct. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Morris,  D. 

Mostyn,  hon.  E.  M.  L. 
Norreys,  Lord 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 

Clause  rejected. 
Bill  passed. 


Owen,  Sir  J. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Pigott.  F. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Plowden,  W.  H.  C. 
Pusey,  P. 
Ricardo,  0. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Rich,  H. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Russell,  F.  C. 
Rutherfurd,  A. 
Sadlier,  J. 
Sandars,  G. 
Sandars,  J. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Somenrille,rt.hn.  Sir  W, 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Thicknesse,  R.  A. 
Towneley,  J. 
Townshend,  Capt. 
Turner,  E. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Wellesley,  Lord  0. 
WiUcox,  B.  M. 
Willoughby,  Sir  H. 
Wilson,  J. 

Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wood,  W.  P. 
WyvUl,  M. 

TBLLEB8. 

Tufnell,  H. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 


PUBLIC  WORKS  (IRELAND)  (No.  2)  BILL. 

House  in  Committee  on  the  1st  Clause. 

Mr.  GOULBURN  would  take  the  li- 
herty  of  adverting  to  the  circumstances 
with  which  the  Bill  dealt.  For  some  years 
past  it  had  heen  the  practice  to  make  large 
advances  from  the  Consolidated  Fund  to 
public  works  in  Ireland  under  the  engage- 
ment that  those  sums  should  be  repaid  by 
annual  instalments;  and  during  the  late 
distress  in  Ireland,  when  it  became  neces- 
sary for  this  country  to  afford  additional 
assistance,  that  system  was  carried  to  a 
greater  extent,  and  the  Government  was 
invested  with  the  extraordinary  power  of 
taking  unlimited  advances  from  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  for  the  purpose  of  relieving 
the  distress  of  Ireland.  These  sums,  let 
it  be  observed,  were  to  be  repaid  into  the 
Consolidated  Fund;  but  the  House  dealt 
liberally  on  the  occasion,  as  it  was  bound 
to  do  with  Ireland,  and  instead  of  exacting 
2C2 
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the  whole  amount,  finally  determined  that 
2,500,000/.  should  he  repaid  hj  ten  annual 
instabients  with  interest.  Thus  stood  the 
engagement;  and  it  was  important  that  an 
engagement  of  that  sort  should  not  he 
lightly  dispensed  with,  for  there  could  he 
no  greater  check  to  the  liberality  of  the 
House  in  times  of  necessity  than  any  idea 
that  engagements  so  entered  into  would 
not  be  observed.  The  object  of  the  pre- 
sent Bill  was  to  repay  out  of  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  the  first  three  years*  instal- 
ments due  on  account  of  that  loan.  In 
the  present  state  of  the  finances  of  the 
country,  the  proposal  to  pay  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  a  sum  of  1,000,000?., 
which  would  otherwise  be  available  for  the 
general  resources  of  the  empire,  was  a 
matter  which  required  very  serious  consi- 
deration. But  even  putting  the  subject  of 
the  finances  out  of  the  question,  this  was 
a  proposal  which  ought  to  be  very  carefully 
considered,  after  the  statements  which  had 
heen  made  when  the  Bill  was  last  before 
the  House.  They  had  then  been  told  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  Ire- 
land was  in  such  a  state  of  distress  that 
she  could  not  hear  to  repay  to  the  Trea- 
sury the  money  which  had  been  advanced. 
But  yet  it  was  said  that  any  repayments 
which  were  made  were  to  be  applied,  at 
the  discretion  of  the  Treasury,  to  the  com- 
pletion of  those  works  which  had  been 
commenced  during  the  recent  period  of 
distress,  and  were  yet  unfinished,  and 
which  were  now  found  to  be  public  nuisan- 
ces instead  of  public  advantages.  He  con- 
sidered that,  if  they  meant  to  relieve  Ire- 
land from  the  repayment  of  the  loan,  they 
ought  to  do  so  distinctly.  If  it  were  true 
that  that  country  was  so  burdened  with 
taxation  on  account  of  the  poor-laws,  that 
the  sum  required  for  the  repayment  of 
loans  could  not  be  raised  without  impover- 
ishing the  people,  he  would  recommend 
that  if  any  portion  of  those  loans  was  ob- 
tained it  should  be  paid  into  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund;  and  that,  if  it  was  intended 
to  complete  the  public  works  which  had 
been  commenced,  the  Government  should 
proceed  according  to  the  regular  Parlia- 
mentary course;  that  they  should  lay  be- 
fore the  House  a  statement  of  the  work  to 
he  done,  and  an  estimate  of  the  sum  re- 
quired for  its  completion,  and  then  ask  for 
a  vote  in  Committee  of  Supply.  He  was 
strongly  opposed  to  raising  sums  from  an 
impoverished  population  in  order  to  place 
them  at  the  uncontrolled  disposal  of  the 
Treasury,  with   regard  to   the   works   to 


which  those  sums  might  be  applied.  Thej 
knew  how  incompetent  the  Treasury  was 
to  undertake  the  establishment  of  Buch 
works;  for  it  was  entirely  owing  to  this  in- 
competence that  the  works  which  had  been 
commenced  had  turned  out  nuisances  in- 
stead of  advantages.  This  was  the  ground 
of  his  objection  to  the  Bill,  and  at  a  future 
stage  he  would  take  the  sense  of  the  House 
upon  the  measure. 

Mr.  HUDSON  protested  against  the 
principle  of  this  Bill,  and  complained  that 
the  Government  had  not  established  in  Ire- 
land any  works  of  public  utility  which 
would  be  records  of  the  munificence  of 
this  country  towards  the  Irish  people.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lynn  (Lord  G. 
Bentinck)  had  submitted  a  plan  to .  the 
House  some  time  since,  by  which  that  ob- 
ject might  have  been  effected,  and  the 
funds  would  have  been  usefully  applied: 
but  the  noble  Lord's  scheme  was  opposed 
and  rejected  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  addressed  the  House,  and  by 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  He  thought 
the  House  ought  not  to  sanction  this  mea- 
sure until  they  had  some  security  that  the 
money  would  be  applied  to  some  defined 
object  which  would  tend  to  benefit  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Goulburn)  was  not  quite 
correct  in  one  of  his  assumptions.  This 
money  was  not  to  be  expended  by  the 
Treasury,  or  by  the  Board  of  Works,  or 
by  the  same  officers  who  formerly  mis- 
spent the  funds.  The  object  of  the  Bill 
was  to  enable  the  Treasury,  through  ^e 
Board  of  Works,  to  lend  money  to  the 
grand  juries  in  Ireland  in  order  to  com- 
plete such  works  as  might  be  presented  bj 
the  juries — such  works  being  executed  by 
the  grand  juries,  or  under  their  direction. 
With  regard  to  the  money  to  be  spent  in 
arterial  drainage,  indeed,  that  must  be 
spent  under  the  Board  of  Works.  With 
respect  to  the  whole  1,000,OOOL,  no 
money  was  to  he  advanced  except  that 
which  was  previously  repaid  by  the  coun- 
ties; and  the  object  was  to  enable  the 
Treasury  to  readvance  the  first  six  instal- 
ments, to  enable  the  counties  to  complete 
the  works  they  thought  most  desirable. 
To  a  great  extent  the  benefit  of  the  works 
would  not  he  derived  till  they  were  fully 
completed;  and  in  many  parts  of  Ireland 
there  were  not  the  means  of  completing 
them.  An  Act  was  passed  early  in  this 
Session  to  permit  the  counties  to  complete 
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them;  but  in  only  one  or  two  instances 
had  they  been  able  to  ayail  themselves  of 
it.  This  would  surely  be  a  desirable  mode 
of  employing  the  poor;  and  in  the  present 
state  of  Ireland  it  was  hardly  expedient, 
or  good  policy,  to  refuse  such  a  boon.  It 
was  necessary  that  faith  should  be  kept 
with  this  country  in  regard  to  repayments, 
but  the  last  two  years  had  not  been  ordi- 
nary times.  It  was  impossible  to  detail  all 
the  specific  purposes  of  the  advances,  be- 
cause no  one  could  tell  what  counties  would 
apply  for  the  money ;  many  were  not 
anxious  to  have  it;  but,  surely,  so  far  as 
the  Bill  went,  we  might  very  fairly  extend 
our  liberality  to  the  people  of  Ireland  to 
enable  them  to  derive  the  full  benefit  of 
the  works  that  were  commenced. 

Mr.  CARDWELL  apprehended  that 
this  was  not  a  mere  question  of  giving 
time  for  the  payment  of  a  portion  of  these 
advances ;  but  it  was  proposed  by  this 
Bill,  that  as  certain  repayments  were 
made,  they  should  not  be  taken  to  the 
place  to  which,  by  law,  they  ought  to  go, 
namely,  to  the  Consolidated  Fund,  but 
should  be  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Board  of  Works,  subject  to  the  sanction  of 
the  Treasury.  Now,  the  mode  of  voting 
public  money,  whether  by  loan  or  grant, 
had  long  been  settled  to  be,  that  the  Go- 
vernment recommending  it  should  state  to 
the  House  the  specific  sum  wanted,  and  the 
purpose  for  which  it  was  to  be  voted.  Un- 
fortunately in  this  matter  Parliament  had 
departed  from  that  principle;  and  what  was 
the  consequence  ?  At  the  end  of  the  Ses- 
sion of  1846,  there  was  a  measure  for 
making  unlimited  advances  to  Ireland ; 
when  Parliament  met  in  1847,  there  had 
been  4,000,000?.  or  5,000.000?.  of  money 
gone  ;  would  'that  have  been  so,  if  the 
ordinary  form  had  been  gone  through,  and 
Parliament  consulted  before  the  advances  ? 
Were  not  the  Irish  landlords  remonstrat- 
ing during  all  the  autumn  of  1846  against 
the  manner  in  which  the  money  was  spent? 
Was  there  not  a  universal  demand  in  Ire- 
land for  what  they  called  reproductive 
works,  instead  of  unproductive  ?  If  it 
had  been  necessary  to  obtain  the  consent 
of  the  House  to  the  advance  of  another 
million  when  one  was  spent,  and  the  Irish 
landlords  had  made  that  objection,  would 
those  further  millions  have  been  expended? 
Let  not  the  same  mistake  be  made  again; 
let  the  money  repaid  go  into  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund;  and  if  it  were  wanted  to  be 
readvanced,  let  an  estimate  be  produced, 
and  an  account  given  of  the  ground  of 


asking  the  advance.  If  the  ground  were 
compassion  to  Ireland  in  a  season  of  dis- 
tress, experience  warranted  the  belief  that 
the  House  would  not  be  slow  to  listen  to 
the  demand ;  but  it  would  be  more  sa- 
tisfactory to  Ireland  itself  that  Irish 
landlords  be  heard  before  expending  the 
money. 

Committee  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill : — Ayes 
108;  Noes  42:  Majority  66. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Adair,  H.  E. 
Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 
Anstey,  T.  C. 
Archdall,  Capt. 
Armstrong,  Sir  A. 
Armstrong,  R.  B. 
Baring,  rt.  hn.  Sir  F.  T, 
Bateson,  T. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C.  F. 
Blackall,  S.  W. 
Bourke,  R.  S. 
Bouverie,  hon.  E.  P. 
Brooke,  Sir  A.  B. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brown,  W. 
Bunbury,  E.  H. 
Buxton,  Sir  E.  N. 
Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Cavendish,  hon.  C,  C. 
Cavendish,  W.  G. 
Clay,  Sir  W. 
Courtenay,  Lord 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F, 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Dawson,  hon.  T.  V. 
Duncan,  G. 
Dundas,  A. 
Dundas,  Sir  D. 
Dunne,  F.  P. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Edwards,  H. 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Evans,  Sir  De  L. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fagan,  W. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
FitzPatrick.rt.hn.J.W. 
Foley,  J.  n.  H. 
Fox,  R.  M. 
Freestun,  Col. 
Frewen,  C.  II. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Greene,  J. 
Grenfell,  C.  W. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Hall,  Sir  B. 
Hallyburton,  Lord  J.  F. 
Uamilton,  G.  A. 
Hamilton,  J.  H. 
Ilardcastle,  J.  A. 
Ilawcs,  B. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Hcadlam,  T.  E. 


Herbert,  H.  A. 
Heywood,  J. 
llobhouse,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Ilobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Kershaw,  J. 
Labouchcre,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
M*Cullagh,W.T. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Monscll.  W. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Morris,  P.. 

Mostyn,  hon.  E.  M.  L. 
O'Brien,  Sir  L. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Rich,  H. 

Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  F.  C.  H. 
Rutherfurd,  A. 
Sadlier,  J. 
Salwey,  Col. 
Shelbume,  Earl  of 
Somerville,  rt.  hn.  Sir  W. 
Spearman,  H.  J. 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Talbot,  J.  H. 
Thicknesse,  R.  A. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thornely,  T. 
Townshend,  Capt. 
Turner.  E. 
Watkins,  Col. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Williams,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wood,  W.  P. 

TELLERS. 

Tufnell,  H. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 
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Arkwright,  G. 
Baldook,  £.  U. 
Benbow,  J. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Boiling,  W. 
Bowling,  Dr. 
CabbeU,  B.  B. 
Cardwell,  E. 
Carew,  W.  H.  P. 
Cavendish,  hon.  G. 
Christy,  S. 
Cocks,  T.  S. 
Coles,  H.  B. 
Dundas,  G. 
Estcourt,  J.  B.  B. 
FitiGerald,  W.  R.  S. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  II, 
Granby,  Marq.of 
Gwyn,  H, 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Uerbert,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Hodgson,  W.N. 


Hornby,  J. 
Hudson,  G. 
Ker,  R. 

King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 
M'Gregor,  J. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Pigott,  F. 
Plowden,  W.  H.  C. 
Ricardo,  0. 
H.      Sandars,  G. 
Sandars,  J. 
Seymer,  H.  K. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Spooner,  R. 
Tyrell,  SirJ.T. 
Urquhart,  D. 
WiUoughby.SirH. 

TBLLXBS. 

Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Stafford,  0. 


House  resumed.     Bill  to  be  reported. 
House   adjourned  at    a    quarter    past 
One. 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  July  25, 1848. 

MimrrBS.]     T\)ok  the  Oaths,— The  Earl  Poulett. 

Public  Bills.— Arportorf. — West  India  Islands  Rdief. 
3*  and  passed :— RegisUring  Births,  &c.  (SooUand) ;  Mar- 
riage (Scotland). 

Rectived  the  Royal  Assent, — Habeas  Carpus  Suspension 
(Ireland). 

Pbtitions  Prbsbktbd.  From  Fweman  and  Grand  Jury 
of  the  County  of  Tyrone,  that  a  Law  nuiy  be  passed  for 
the  Suppression  of  Armed  Clubs  and  Seditious  Journals. 
—From  Westminster,  and  several  other  Places,  in  fisvour 
of  the  Public  Health  BilL—From  Members  of  several 
Odd  Fellows'  Lodges,  for  the  Extension  of  the  Provisions 
of  the  Benefit  Societies  Act  to  that  Order.—Frora  WaUs 
End,  against  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  <m  the 
Sabbath.  — From  Ashton,  for  the  Adoption  of  a  System 
of  Secular  Education  in  the  County  of  Lancaster,  to  be 
supported  by  Local  Rates. 

MARRIAGE  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  moved  that  the  Bill 
be  now  read  3*. 

The  Earl  of  HADDINGTON  was  un- 
derstood to  oppose  the  Bill,  on  the  ground 
that  it  recognised  for  the  first  time  by 
statute  marriages  not  solemnised  in  the 
face  of  the  Church.  No  doubt  the  com- 
mon law  of  the  country  admitted  irregular 
marriages;  but  the  Church  had  uniformly 
censured  them,  and  Parliament  had  never 
hitherto  given  its  sanction  to  them.  The 
tendency  of  the  Bill  would  be  to  tranfer 
the  celebration  of  marriages  from  the 
Church  to  the  registrar,  and  it  was  on  this 
account  that  the  General  Assembly  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland  had  petitioned  against 
it.     He  protested  against  forcing  a  BiU  of 


this  sort  upon  an  unwilling  eovunirj^  and 
hoped  that  at  least  it  would  be  postponed 
till  another  Session,  when  the  views  of 
those  interested  in  the  matter  would  have 
been  ascertained.  He  concluded  by  moT- 
ing  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  third  time  (hat 
day  three  months. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  hoped  the  noble 
Earl  woidd  withdraw  his  Amendment,  and 
allow  the  Bill  to  pass;  for  really,  he  moat 
say,  that  a  more  groundless  prejudice  than 
that  which  had  been  raised  against  it  he 
had  never  known.  He  considered  it  to  be 
a  most  beneficial  measure  —  a  measure 
which  would  greatly  amend  the  law  of 
Scotland,  and  lead  to  an  improvemrait  in 
the  social  condition  of  the  people.  He 
knew  that  great  ignorance  as  well  as  great 
prejudice  existed  in  regard  to  this  Bill. 
Indeed,  the  amount  of  ignorance  which  had 
prevailed  in  different  quarters  in  refSerenee 
to  it  was  wholly  unexampled  in  his  experi- 
ence. He  was  sorry  to  hear  his  noUe 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Haddington)  say,  that 
the  tendency  of  the  present  measure  would 
be  to  do  away  with  marriage  as  a  religioos 
ceremony,  and  to  take  the  celebratioQ  of 
marriage  out  of  the  hands  of  that  ezem]^ai7 
body  the  Scottish  clergy.  It  would  be  aU 
very  well  to  make  these  sort  of  objections 
if  the  law  of  Scotland  in  regard  to  marrism 
were  different  from  what  it  was;  but  tot 
their  Lordships  only  consider  what  the  law 
really  was  on  that  subject  at  present.  It 
did  not  require  a  clergyman  of  any  deno- 
mination; it  did  not  require  a  reg^trar,  or 
any  ceremonial  whatever.  It  merely  re- 
quired a  man  and  a  woman  of  the  age  of 
consent — the  one  being  fourteen  and  the 
other  twelve.  By  a  law  taken  from  orien- 
tal climates — ^by  a  law  taken  from  Constaii- 
tinople — any  girl  of  twelve  and  any  boy  of 
fourteen — without  going  before  a  clergy- 
man— without  going  before  a  registrar  or 
witness  of  any  kind,  beyond  any  postboy 
or  chambermaid  that  might  be  at  nisnd,  or 
any  peasant  they  might  meet  on  the  high- 
way— for  it  was  not  necessary  that  the  par- 
ties should  go  into  a  house  for  any  purpose 
— it  was  not  necessary  that  they  should  go 
into  a  church  for  any  purpose-— all  that 
was  necessary  was,  that  before  any  sort  of 
witness  the  man  should  say  to  the  woman» 
**  I  take  you  for  my  wife,"  and  that  the 
woman  should  say  to  the  man,  "  I  take 
you  for  my  husband;*'  and,  this  being 
proved,  constituted  as  valid  a  marriage, 
under  the  civil  law  of  Scotland,  as  any 
that  had  ever  been  celebrated  by  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury.     Such  was  the  Uir 
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of  Scotland  at  present :  and  could  anything 
be  more  barbarous?  No  time  or  space 
was  given  for  reflection — away  they  went, 
and  before  they  could  count  two  on  their 
Angers  they  were  married.  The  present 
BiU,  on  the  contrary,  required  not  only 
that  a  marriage  should  be  contracted  either 
by  solemnisation  in  presence  of  a  clergy- 
man, or  before  a  registrar;  but  it  also  im- 
posed certain  restrictions,  such  as  that 
there  should  be  previous  residence  in  the 
parish  for  a  certain  time,  as  well  as  pre- 
vious notice  to,  and  a  certificate  from,  the 
registrar.  And  yet  there  were  parties 
who  said  that  the  tendency  of  the  Bill 
would  be  to  put  an  end  to  marriages  by 
the  Church!  At  present  a  marriage  so- 
lemnised by  a  clergyman  was  a  perfectly 
valid  marriage;  it  would  be  an  equally  valid 
marriage  after  this  Bill  had  passed.  In 
that  respect  there  would  be  no  change. 
So  far  as  any  alteration  was  effected  in  the 
existing  law,  it  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  de- 
oided  improvement.  The  provision  of  pre- 
vious residence  was  in  his  opinion  a  very 
xnaterial  improvement.  The  present  mea- 
sure would  prevent  the  scandal  which  at 
E recent  attached  to  the  Scotch  marriage 
tw,  and  which  was  made  the  means  of 
evading  the  English  law  of  marriage.  At 
present  Lord  Hardwicke's  Act  was  every 
day  evaded  by  means  of  the  existing 
Scotch  law.  He  confessed  he  looked  with 
great  satisfaction  to  the  present  measure. 
He  had  long  endeavoured  to  provide  some 
remedy  for  the  bad  state  of  the  Scotch  law 
on  this  subject;  and  he  thought  the  present 
Bill  fully  met  the  wants  of  the  case.  This 
Bill,  and  a  little  amendment  of  Lord  Hard- 
wicke's Act,  would  in  his  opinion,  place 
the  marriage  law  of  the  two  countries  on  a 
satisfactory  footing. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  that  al- 
though, considering  the  great  importance 
of  the  subject,  and  the  interests,  opinions, 
and  prejudices  which  would  be  affected  by 
the  Bill  now  under  consideration,  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  it  would  have  been 
a  wiser  course  for  Government  to  have 
given  a  little  more  time  for  public  discus- 
sion on  it;  and  although  with  this  view  he 
had  the  honour  of  suggesting  that  the  Bill 
should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
for  the  purpose  of  receiving  evidence  with 
regard  to  the  practical  operation  of  the 
existing  law;  and  although  he  had  after- 
wards supported  a  Motion  which  was  made 
by  a  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen) 
who  was  not  then  present,  recommending 
the  postponement  of  the  Bill  for  another 


Session;  yet,  he  felt  bound  to  confess  that, 
so  far  as  he  could  see,  if  there  was  to  be 
any  change  in  the  law  of  marriage  at  all, 
no  Bill  could  proceed  on  safer  or  sounder 
principles  than  those  upon  which  the  pre- 
sent Bill  proceeded.  With  respect  to  the 
opposition  which  had  been  offered  to  this 
Bill  by  the  Established  Church — with  re- 
spect to  the  petition  which  had  been  pre- 
sented to  their  Lordships'  House  from  the 
General  Assembly  of  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land— he  was  anxious  to  say  a  word.  He 
had  not  seen  the  petition,  but  he  thought 
he  had  heard  it  read  when  it  was  pre- 
sented by  a  noble  Lord  at  an  earlier  period 
of  the  Session;  and,  if  he  was  not  mis- 
taken, the  objection  of  the  General  As- 
sembly to  the  Bill  was,  that  for  the  first 
time  it  recognised  formally  by  a  statute  of 
the  Legislature  marriages  which  were  not 
celebrated  in  facie  ecclesice.  They  ad- 
mitted that  the  existing  law  had  provided 
innumerable  modes  of  contracting  irregular 
marriages,  not  by  statute  law,  but  by  the 
common  law  of  Scotland.  Their  objection 
then  came  down  to  this,  that  for  the  first 
time  there  was  put  upon  paper  and  sanc- 
tioned by  that  House  that  which  by  judi- 
cial decisions  had  been,  from  time  imme- 
morial, recognised  as  the  common  law  of 
Scotland.  Now,  this  Bill  did  not  recog- 
nise all  the  irregular  modes  of  contracting 
marriage  which  were  admitted  under  the 
common  law.  It  recognised  marriages 
which  were  celebrated  in  facie  ecclesicB,  by 
a  clergyman  of  any  denomination,  and, 
beyond  this,  it  recognised  marriages  by 
civil  contract  which  were  performed  before 
a  public  functionary — the  registrar.  It 
did  appear  to  him  that  the  Bill  afforded 
every  possible  scope  for  the  contraction  of 
marriages  in  Scotland.  One  objection 
raised  to  the  Bill  by  a  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Aberdeen)  was,  that  it  did  away  too 
much  with  irregular  modes  of  marriage — 
that  it  placed  too  much  restriction  on  the 
law  of  mariage;  and  the  noble  Earl  held, 
that  besides  marriages  by  a  clergyman  of 
any  denomination,  and  besides  marriages 
before  a  registrar,  there  should  be  a  statu- 
tory recognition  of  some  other,  although 
irregular  mode,  which  the  present  law  re- 
cognised. Now,  no  one  was  more  inclined 
to  pay  the  greatest  deference  and  respect 
to  the  opinions  of  the  General  Assembly  of 
the  Church  of  Scotland  than  he  was — he 
only  wished  their  Lordships  had  paid  more 
deference  to  those  opinions  at  a  time  when 
that  body  represented  a  larger  portion  of 
the  people  of  Scotland  than  it  did  at  pre- 
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Nftfii.  fifiil  wtiMi  it  A  oit'iiiioiiH  won^  pconlinrly  '  marriages,  nor  unfavourable  to  any  well- 
viiliiiiMo:  lint  lin  I'Hi  iHitiinl  to  Hay  tliat,  '  considered  measure  of  reform  which  should 
ooiiiitlorittif  ttio  olijtMitioiH  wliidi  tlio  Am-  |  have  the  sanction  of  the  Church  and  those 
loiiilil^  tiiul  1ll'ou^llt  njxaiiiHt  tlio  prcHoiit ,  wIiohc  opinions  were  entitled  to  weight  on 
hill,  and  Inokiuf:  tti  tlio  Hiiorilic  rraHuuH  on  |  the  subject;  but  he  did  not  consider  the 
YtUwU  tb(ta(«  olijortionn  woro  fmindod,  bo  re- 1  present  to  be  a  measure  of  that  deacrip- 
(•ividtMl  tliHii  a4  ipiito  untenable.  lie ;  tion.  Ho  begged  to  say  that  his  noble 
Htiitiilil.  tbon'roio,  ^ivo  liin  vote  fiir  the ;  and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Brougham)  had 
third  trad i UK  ut'  tlin  Hill.  j  mis-stated  the  objection  of  the  Chureh  of 

liOUh  i'tWirHKLLnaid.  it^ivo  him  sin- 1  Scotland.  That  objection  was  not  that 
roiv  ii)ra<iur('  to  liavt^  tito  Huppin't  of  tbo ,  marriage  would  be  recognised  for  the  first 
itoMo  Puko  on  tltirt  (H'oa'iion,  and  bo  trustinl  time  as  a  civil  contract,  but  that  this  would 
that  t)ii\t  H\i)i|iort  would  bavo  a  powerful  be  its  tirst  recognition  bv  statute.  Seeing 
ott'oot  m  d*»M^^v  away  with  tbo  prejudieo*  '  tbo  feeling  of  the  House,  however,  he 
whuOt  at  piv«o)tt  cxintiHl  a^^ain^^t  tlti^i  griMt ,  would  not  press  his  Amendment. 
unpivvenuMit  ui  tUo  law.  Thev  bad  boon  i  Bill  read  3^  and  passed, 
eon^ulenns;   tlio    Mibjwt   for   some    voars,  j 

and  bo  did  not  think  that  anv  advautaii^' !  PRIVILEGE. 

e\'nld  p*»^*d»I\  rv**uU  fivm  turthor  |K»*t.  |  Loup  MONTE AGLE  said,  that  he 
ponoMuMtt.  \>4  tv»  ovamininij  wituo:^)^o^^  bo  wi$lu*d  to  call  their  Lordahipe'  attention  to 
\\MiUl  Mo(  ^\v  whi\i  uttoirnattou  imuKI  bo  a  matter  connected  wiih  the  maintenaaee 
\is\\\  Ivt'oio  ihoni  of  whiv'h  thov  woiv  not  of  ibcir  LonUhips*  privileges,  arising  out 
ati\s^\  iKW'io^A'd  Uo  ap^vaUnl  to  lii*  no-  of  a  Utiilway  Bill  now  pending  before  their 
Mo  i%Md  KN4tnv\l  Kv<oMvU  I. orvb  l»rv>ay:ham  LorvUbip^j*  House.  Certjm  suitors  imder 
^%nd  l.\tisiIinrHt^  » hot!? or  '/iv'v  luvl  tK>c  ill  cho  ImU  had  applied  to  the  Mce^ChajiceCor 
I  ho  oo«;tN,'  of  lUoft  IV*  ill  I  o\>'nonoo  f\'iiMd  of  Kii;r"^nd  to  obtain  an  inJTznetion  to  r^ 
',^o  !u,».v.  •'uj'vr^'I  v^*  c*-'i  .i  •v«^  r'-.t'V'.  ::io  <cr;i!n  CO  r  Cat  a  ochor  parties  from,  appearing 
^•^■.'^;•■^;  \fcx»  '  Ho  *'o*o\..M  iV.ic  :*M.>  l*"*'  A*  ivctuonors  Oipiinst  them,  before  dbetr 
*fcvsj\I  »u»  'Mivit  \  '  M'j'-  X-.'  -.'^o^o  o^'-i:  at'.'L  l.on.i:4lvp6*  Koi:se.  W^cli  respect  to  dfee 
^^.•l.  x.»  '  K\  '.'o.tt  0  K-orvt  ;•  »;;  c\i-i;o*::-to  vp^'oaVio  rvsuli  ho  bad  cocais ;!-•■> 'io-  What 
■»M*ta  ;«';*,  ':  n-it\t  -'"t  .i:<  ."'ui  ',v  liwni,  jid^  V'  wi-jlicd  ro  l'aII  a::^'acioii  :u  ▼as  die  sust 
•  ii'u»  o..  «!  ■  I  M  rv  *o  -i'*  rrt.r-.'jj;:-.'  ■'!  :;m:  the  arcix-aiion  t!,T  *aca  an  JiJTmi:tzim. 
s.  »v\*».!  .NwM''  "sV'->'  fc  ,''o'X^-Mt  T  Vo--  T-j,*  '.tTrasrTriajie.  a*  aeL-Ji  aa  anumoc  Q> 
"i^*  I    'X"    ■•         ^^'*    O'vo. .o»;  ^o--*  -t;  jc*^    -i^:-v'i:  a  >;i"jji-:oc  rr^jm   i^cea^•!^:r    Jesite 

\A.  '.iv*  's.!  'iiuM.i:  't.t^v*  \v't   •.■•f'i'*c\t    *v    :;ic'.:*  LorLsii::?*  ".a  ::ie  0!iarai::«r  jc  ;i  oeo- 

■»»•>.  ioi-;^*    »,    .K*  v*»  1  v'l    '.    5o'i  :i:»a.    II.'    :".riK".-       A  ii*t:   ikTrinr   "niSitfun  jf  zhe 

^«  »*  "I'li^'ii   .jr-s^vivJi**!  ■•*t»i  .1  "rtirii^ivr  ,'i     '  :c-.*^'   jf  r'le  ^JU'iioc  jr  'C^eir  Zairixdiioa" 

-».»»   v\\ii\ii»    I  ui    ».«ii    r^*  n>i  ^.'tuv-'.-:* 'Tv^i    ^u^-\:r    «r  *»::;*siti::i  a  t'is  le^ir   lenips  jc> 

u*  ;•-•  *  ^"v.     'i'>!v;  si'   -x.ns      \.^^l   .1  Tix'.  iMt     -.  ••'•*:  :»i.    \',*  wo  ant  iiiKif  lo  \Liinnn  umil 
',    \.    ^.i     5.     '.  ■■•^    v;-      t.i.     »i     • '^    i''-!i-     .:o    >i:'i:or    i:    ^r-'^var.    jiir   ^t.'!:*ii^  "jtsj 
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RAILROAD  AND  STEAM  PACKET 
COMPANIES. 


On  the  Motion  for  the  Third  Reading 
of  the  London  and  South  Western  Railway 
Company's  Acts  Amendment  (Extension, 
Deviation,  and  New  Works)  Bill, 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  ohjected  to 
the  principle  involved  in  the  Bill,  of  em- 
powering a  railway  company  to  estahlish 
steam  packets,  and  he  moved  the  omission 
of  certain  words  in  the  preamhle  for  the 
purpose  of  restricting  the  railway  company 
to  its  proper  province. 

The  Duke  of  WELLINGTON  was  one 
of  those  who  felt  that,  cei*tain  rules  having 
been  laid  down  by  their  Lordships  for  the 
guidance  of  their  conduct  in  matters  of 
this  description,  they  were  called  on  to 
pay  the  utmost  respect  to  the  report  and 
decision  of  the  Committee  in  the  present 
instance;  and  most  undoubtedly  he  should 
be  inclined  to  pay  the  utmost  respect  to 
the  Committee  on  this  particular  BiU. 
But  he  conceived  their  Lordships'  principle 
was  to  pay  the  utmost  respect  to  the  de- 
cision of  a  Committee  upon  matters  of 
which  the  object  was  to  promote  that 
which  was  essential  to  the  working  out  of 
the  enterprise,  whether  it  were  the  South 
Western  Railway  or  any  other  work. 
Making  a  railroad  to  Southampton,  or 
making  any  other  railroad,  was  the  object; 
but  what  had  the  question  with  respect  to 
the  railroad  to  do  with  the  construction  of 
steamboats  ?  The  construction  of  steam- 
boats had  no  relation  to  the  question  with 
respect  to  that  railroad.  He  begged  their 
Lordships  not  to  be  bound  by  any  general 
feelings  of  the  propriety  of  giving  support 
to  the  decision  of  a  Committee  of  their 
Lordships'  House,  when  that  decision  was 
upon  a  point  not  at  all  within  the  scope  or 
province  of  that  which  it  was  given  the 
Committee  to  consider,  namely,  the  con- 
struction of  a  railroad.  This  was  beyond 
the  railroad  altogether.  He  knew  one  in- 
*  stance  already  of  inconvenience  from  rail- 
roads interfering  with  harbours,  and  getting 
possession  of  a  harbour  and  steamboats. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  recom- 
mended their  Lordships  to  adopt  the 
Amendment  of  his  noble  Friend. 

Earl  ST.  GERMANS  explained  the 
reasons  which  had  induced  the  Committee 
to  recommend  the  adoption  of  the  clause. 
He  thought  the  objections  ought  to  have 
been  made  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  and  not  have  been  reserved  till  the 
present  advanced  stage,  and  after  the 
whole  measure  had  been  referred  to  the 
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consideration  of  the  Committee.  The 
Committee  had  given  its  decision  upon 
public  grounds  alone,  and  not  from  any 
desire  to  confer  peculiar  advantages  upon 
the  company.  It  was  considered  that  the 
concession  of  the  power  involved  in  the 
clause  afforded  the  best  means  of  securing 
safe  and  expeditious  communication  with 
the  Continent. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  supported  the 
Amendment.  He  would  appeal  to  their 
Lordships'  experience  if  there  was  not  a 
disposition  on  the  part  of  railroad  com- 
panies first  to  get  their  terminus  at  a 
port,  then  to  get  possession  of  the  harbour, 
and  next  to  commence  as  steamboat  pro- 
prietors ?  If  the  clause  now  in  ques- 
tion was  sanctioned,  there  would  be  a 
steamboat  monopoly  in  the  hands  [of  the 
railway  company  at  the  port  of  Sout- 
hampton. 

The  Marquess  of  WESTMINSTER 
would  oppose  the  Amendment,  because  he 
thought  the  public  interest  would  be  best 
promoted  by  the  Bill  as  it  stood.  There 
was  no  company  so  capable  of  carrying  on 
the  communication  between  this  country 
and  the  Channel  Islands  and  Havre  as 
this  company  was;  and  if  the  power  of 
establishing  that  communication  was  with- 
drawn, the  interests  of  the  country  would 
suffer. 

The  Earl  of  MINTO  suggested  to  the 
noble  Earl  the  propriety  of  postponing  the 
further  consideration  of  the  subject  till 
another  day.  He  was  not  disposed  to 
enter  upon  the  question  now;  but,  if  com- 
pelled to  give  an  opinion,  he  must  say  that 
he  very  much  coincided  with  that  given 
by  the  noble  Duke. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  said,  he  was  de- 
cidedly in  favour  of  the  Bill  as  it  stood. 
Their  Lordships  should  recollect  that  a 
powerful  railway  proprietary  like  this 
could  easily  find  means  to  carry  out  their 
object  by  the  establishment  of  a  steam- 
boat company  composed  of  the  same  par- 
ties as  the  railway  company,  if  they  were 
not  allowed  to  accomplish  it  under  this 
Bill. 

After  some  further  conversation, 

Debate  adjourned. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  July  25,  1848. 

Minutes.]       Pubuc    Bills.— neportaL^PuhMc   Worki 
(Ireland)  (No.  2) ;  Farmers'  EsUtes  Society  (Irebnd). 
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Poor  Law  Union 


I'flTITMINH  I'NMIINTKIf.  Ily  Mr.  IIURMr,  ttoiti  WlUUm 
(iinllTii'f  Moiilh  I.(nI|(«,  ^'\^t\wn  (Umnum,  fia  Including 
NiiWiw«llii  In  llw  riMru|»i  ITmHIom  »t  Kleotlfm*  lllll^ 
lly  HIr  IiUIwmU  CotoliriNiluii  fnuii  TftuntiMii  NonMrMt, 
Air  ihi>  Ai|()|illun  of  Unlv(<rwl  hiiflVigu.  I)y  Lord  It. 
(JriNVWiur,  Air  Proimiling  (NilcnilMtlim.— liy  NIr  WillUun 
MtilMWiirth.  titnn  llm  Inhablunti  uf  Ningleton.  New 
Ntiulli  W«1m,  fiir  «  Uiift)rni  In  tho  (Jovominent  of  that 
riikuiy.  Ily  Mr.  hwhI,  Arinn  Mrrolumti.  tnd  OUtcn, 
IiiImmImI  III  Ihit  Ciiininiiroti  of  NUInoy,  comi)l«liilng  of 
Mmmm  vilillng  lit  lhi»  VIm>- Admlmlly  Cuuru  (Ntw  Mouth 
WmIm).  Ily  Nil  J(»lin  WaUh,  (V«iin  Iht  Town  of  Prw- 
Ii4||ii,  lUdiiiinilUnt.  Am-  HmUioIUmi  of  Mileage  Duly  on 
NlNgtt  iHMMihM.  Ily  Vlaniuni  Klirlngton.  fhun  tho  Hoard 
iif  lluanllaiM  of  Ihn  Ntaminl  Union.  Aur  an  Alteration  of 
llie  ISHir  Iaw,>.  Ily  Mr.  Nuott.  tt\m\  (hiardlans  of  the 
MtM)te(h  INkit  Law  Ihilon,  In  Atvour  of  l-'rt'e  Kmlgratlon. 
■  Hy  Mr.  Ilrlgltl.  fhun  Ofllcvr*  Mnploynl  In  aeveral 
tiiiliMW.  In  Knglaiidaiitl  Walv*.  In  (kvouruf  a  Kuperan* 
nuatUui  KuimI  Aw  IShmt  Uw  i>inwr«.~-lly  I^ml  (Seoige 
llMilliH^i.  fhun  thi»  lliuinl  oftluanHaniofthe  Mantadd 
ItiiHw.  Nivit Ingham.  Aw  an  AltrratUm  of  the  Poor  Uw 
liiiMt  tiMrgM  IIIIU— Ily  Mr.  Henry  Herbert.  Anxn  In- 
haMtanti  tVT  Knryi  tM  Inquiry  Into  the  sute  of  the 
Kaxh^r*  IWuikM  (IreUndK— l>iwi  the  Ikwough  of  New 
^'lutUw.  In  Ai\«Hir  of  the  Wlmtoor  CaatW  and  Town  Ap- 
l^iM'lvei  an4  |ui|ii\»v«ine«t  mil. 


VOOU  LAW  rSlON  OUAKUKS  (No.  i) 

nu.i.. 


Mh.  0.  lU'LLKU,  on  nunmjr  tho  Second 
K«^4idin^,  »<\ul :  A»  tho  Uou^o  was  good 
«nun\|;rl(  to  hUow  uio,  «t  a  vorv  Uto  hour  of 
tho  n\^);tht%  *o«io  vrwk*  aj^^.  to  brinjr  in 
thu  UUl  without  MiY  oipUnation«  and  a;» 
tho  |xiH  U  ono  of  ^vuiddoraWo  un|H^rtanoo 
to  tho  jHH^Uw  unions  thiv^uichout  tho 
wnutn ,  and  in  ix^^pitxl  to  tho  s^^nor*!  ad- 
umo«Mratu'u  of  tho  jh\v>!*w,  I  think  t: 
>ii\^tkl  not  V  tair  Ks:  tuo  to  allow  iho  dL>- 
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change  of  confiiderable  importance.  Bat 
tho  Ilouse  will  see,  from  the  statement 
which  I  shall  make,  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible for  me,  with  any  due  regard  to 
my  duty,  to  avoid  bringing  this  matter  bei- 
fore  Parliament.  In  the  first  place,  a  Terj 
important  Act,  passed  last  Session,  expires 
in  October  next.  It  would  be  moat  imbe- 
coming  to  allow  that  Act  to  expire  by  mere 
lapse  of  time  without  making  any  proTi- 
sion  for  those  objects  which  that  Act  was 
unanimously  passed  last  year  to  carry  into 
effect.  I  am  speaking  of  Mr.  Bodkin's 
Bill  in  regard  to  the  removal  of  the  poor. 
The  House  will  recollect  that  in  the  year 
1846  a  very  important  change  was  made 
in  tho  law  affecting  the  removal  of  the  poor 
— a  change  which  I  think  was  founded  on 
sound  policy  and  with  a  due  regard  to 
the  best  interests  of  the  poor.  It  is 
undeniable  that  the  effect  of  that  Bill 
has  caused  a  very  great  shifting  of  the 
burdens  on  the  ratepayers.  It  was  eoa- 
tomplated  at  the  time,  and  the  Bill  was 
passoil  with  the  intention  of  making  the 
burden  more  eoual.  The  effect  of  it  was 
to  cast  the  burden  from  one  parish  to  an- 
other, so  that  the  charge  might  fall  oa 
those  who  ought  to  bear  it.  At  tlie  same 
time,  that  incnsase  of  harden  in  some  places 
was  not  borne  vefT  patiently,  and  last  Ses- 
sion a  fooling  exhibited  it«elf  among  a  laige 
number  of  Members  against  the  opoation 
of  the  Poor  Removal  Acu   The  i 
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the  parish  to  the  union,  and  made  part  of  the 
common  establishment  charges  of  the  union. 
Now,  it  is  my  intention  to  propose  that  the 
pr'mciple  of  that  Act  shall  be  continued, 
and  that  the  irremoveable  paupers  shall 
henceforth,  as  they  have  been  during  the 
last  year,  be  a  charge,  not  upon  the 
parish,  but  upon  the  whole  union.  An- 
other subject  of  very  great  importance  has 
been  forced  upon  my  attention  since  I  have 
been  in  of^e.  Almost  every  Gentleman 
must  have  heard  the  complaints  that  have 
been  made  throughout  the  whole  country 
on  the  subject  of  vagrancy  ;  so  that  I 
doubt  not  I  shall  find  a  ready  acquiescence 
in  the  proposition  that  it  is  impossible  to 
leave  the  law  of  vagrancy  upon  the  footing 
on  which  it  now  stands.  I  have  promised 
many  hon.  Gentlemen,  whose  forbearance 
towards  me  I  now  beg  gratefully  to  ac- 
knowledge, that  I  would  not  allow  the  Ses- 
sion to  pass  without  detailing  to  the  House 
the  whole'  scheme  which  I  had  prepared 
for  the  purpose  of  remedying  this  great 
evil.  But  perhaps  the  House  will  extend 
their  indulgence  to  me  a  few  days  more, 
when  I  teU  them  that  I  have  prepared  a 
circular  letter  to  the  poor-law  guardians, 
by  which  I  hope  some  stop  may  be  put  to 
that  evil.  I  repeat  what  I  have  formerly 
said,  that  I  don't  think  it  is  an  evil  which 
can  be  remedied  by  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
I  do  not  think  that  the  principle  of  reliev- 
ing vagrancy,  as  far  as  it  is  laid  down  by 
law,  can  be  altered  for  the  better,  or  that 
its  efficacy  can  be  increased.  I  think  that 
the  law  is  strong  enough.  What,  in  my 
opinion,  is  wanted,  is  a  different  spirit 
in  the  administration  of  the  law  ;  and, 
above  all,  a  different  spirit  on  the  part 
of  those  who  are  charged  with  the  en- 
forcement of  the  law.  The  whole  sys- 
tem of  vagrancy  having  become  so  intole- 
rable an  evil,  and  so'  great  a  scandal  to 
the  country,  has  been  very  much  the  result 
of  an  injudicious  administration  of  the  law 
for  the  last  seven  or  eight  years.  I 
think  no  other  exposition  of  the  law  could 
be  given  than  that  which  was  given  seven 
or  eight  years  ago.  But,  the  law  hav- 
ing been  expounded  in  that  way,  it  has  un- 
fortunately created  a  tendency  to  a  great 
deal  too  much  laxity  in  its  administration. 
My  opinion  is,  that  while  the  general  right 
of  the  vagrant  to  demand  relief  remains  as 
it  is,  it  is  impossible  to  remedy  the  evil  by 
any  minor  alteration  of  the  law.  But  I  do 
think  that  a  great  and  sensible  alteration 
in  the  extent  of  the  evil  may  be  made  by 
a  wiser  and  more  discriminating  course  in 


the  administration  of  the  laws.  It  has 
been  my  object  to  induce  the  officers  of 
the  different  unions  to  administer  the  law 
with  proper  spirit  and  discrimination— 
taking  upon  themselves  the  responsibility 
of  refusing  relief  where  undoubtedly  it 
ought  not  to  be  given.  I  have  assured 
them  that  if  they  will  administer  the  law 
in  a  discriminating  and  honest  spirit,  I  will 
take  upon  myself  the  responsibility  of 
whatever  they  may  do  that  shall  tend  to 
prevent  the  increase  of  so  monstrous  and 
formidable  an  evil.  I  will  lay  a  copy  of 
my  circular  letter  before  the  House,  There 
is  one  question  respecting  vagrancy  which 
has  been  forced  upon  my  attention  from  all 
parts  of  the  country,  and  with  respect  to 
which  it  is  necessary  to  make  an  alteration 
in  the  law — I  refer  to  the  incidental 
charge  of  vagrancy.  That  charge  is  now 
thrown  upon  the  parish  in  which  the  va- 
grants apply  for  relief.  In  99  cases  out 
of  100  the  applications  are  made  in  the 
single  parish  in  which  the  workhouse  is 
situated,  or  in  which  the  relieving  oflfioer 
happens  to  live.  I  have  received  loud 
complaints  against  this  portion  of  the 
working  of  the  poor-law.  The  ratepayers 
on  whom  these  applications  are  made  say 
it  is  by  no  act  of  theirs  that  the  workhouse 
happens  to  be  in  their  parish;  it  is  by  the 
act  of  the  union;  neither  is  it  by  any  act 
of  theirs  that  the  relieving  officer  has  his 
residence  in  their  parish;  he  is  employed 
and  appointed  by  the  union.  It  generally 
happens  that  the  relieving  officer  lives  in 
the  principal  town  or  village  of  the  union 
for  general  convenience,  and  yet  the  whole 
charge  of  vagrancy  is  thrown  upon  that 
one  parish.  I  need  not  attempt  to  im- 
press upon  the  House  what  an  extra- 
ordinary expense  this  must  entail  upon 
that  particular  parish.  It  is  astonishing 
the  number  of  snifts  that  are  resorted  to 
by  the  different  parishes  to  relieve  them- 
selves of  these  burdens,  and  to  throw  them 
upon  their  neighbours.  All  the  arts  and 
contrivances  of  a  regular  warfare  are  easily 
and  speedily  acquired  and  put  in  motion. 
In  one  town  in  the  west  of  England  it  waa 
found  extremely  inconvenient  by  one  parish 
to  have  these  applications  made  upon  them 
by  vagrants.  The  relieving  officer  resided 
in  that  parish.  It  was  therefore  arranged 
that  he  should  be  provided  with  a  house 
rent-free.  They  got  him  a  house,  but  it 
was  on  the  other  side  of  the  street,  and  in 
a  neighbouring  parish.  The  relieving  offi- 
cer went  to  his  new  domicile,  and  he  in- 
stantly transferred  to  the  new  parish  the 


791 


Poor  Law  Union 


{  COMMONS  }        Charges  (No.  2)  BiU.        792 


whole  burden  of  the  vagrants.  This  ex- 
pense is  a  yery  severe  charge  upon  the 
particular  parish,  and  a  very  unjust  charge. 
But  there  is  another  great  evil,  and  that 
is  that  the  wholo  administration  of  the 
poor-law  is  now  in  the  hands  of  the  board 
of  guardians.  It  is  they  who  appoint  the 
officers  and  regulate  the  mode  in  which  re- 
lief is  to  be  given.  But  the  board  of  guar- 
dians, as  a  board  of  guardians,  has  no  in- 
terest in  preventing  vagrancy — it  all  falls 
on  the  parish.  But  the  parish  cannot  ap- 
point the  officers,  nor  can  they  improve  the 
present  system  that  regulates  vagrancy; 
the  result  therefore,  has  been  very  severe 
to  individual  parishes,  particularly  in  the 
north  of  England,  where  the  evil  is  very 
much  felt,  and  where  the  ratepayers  are 
willing  to  go  to  any  expense  to  suppress 
vagrancy.  But,  with  all  their  willingness, 
they  have  felt*  themselves  unable  to  do  it, 
because,  at  the  union  boani,  they  have 
been  outvoted  by  the  guardians  who  repre- 
sented parishes  tliat  are  not  at  all  inter- 
ested in  putting  an  end  to  vagrancy.  I 
think,  therefore,  that  upon  these  two 
grounds — first,  the  injustice  of  the  burden, 
and,  secondly,  the  necessity  of  imposing 
the  administration  of  the  law  on  the 
shoulders  of  those  who  alone  have  the 
power  of  putting  down  vagrancy — it  is  ab- 
solutely nece^^ary  that  the  charge  of  va- 
grancy should  be  made  a  union  charge.  The 
question  then  arises  as  to  the  mode  of  as- 
sessing that  charge.  The  charge  in  each 
parish  was  made  a  part  of  the  establish- 
ment chan^?.  Now,  hon.  Gentlemen  are 
awan>  of  the  mode  in  which  the  different 
parishes  make  thoir  contributions  to  the 
establishment  charge  of  the  union.  They 
ane  made  without  any  reference  to  the 
amount  of  the  rateable  property  in  the 
parish,  but  entirely  in  ivference  to  the 
avm^  of  it*  wist  expenditure.  At  the 
period  of  passmg  the  new  poor-law  it 
was  settled  that  the  expenses  of  certain 
^tabl)shment5^  shoiild  be  borne  by  the  dif- 
fermt  parishes  of  a  union  in  common:  and 
it  WAS  sottlotl  that  thitso  establishment 
rharjros  should  W  contributed  to  in  pro- 
portion to  the  oxpenditwro  on  the  pot^r  and 
the  sick  in  eaeh  parish,  on  the  avcrsjre  of 
the  three  years  imme*iiatoly  proeo^iini:  the 
passinv:  of  the  law.  The  avorace  so  tAken 
is  called  the  arora^  of  the  psrish.  Ac- 
cording to  the  proportion  of  that  amownt 
each  parish  eor.t  ri Sntes  to  tho  ostAblish- 
wient  ehariTCs  of  the  union.  Now,  it  does 
appear  t^  me  that  to  throw  the  charce  of  ir- 
remorable  paupers  and  laWnrers  into  the 


calculation  of  these  proportions,  is  quite 
contrary  to  the  principles  of  justice.  The 
principle  upon  which  the  establishment 
charges  are  placed  on  the  averages  is  this — 
that  when  a  workhouse  was  built  and  officers 
were  appointed  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  of  a 
union,  it  was  but  fair  that  each  parisn  of  that 
union  should  contribute  to  the  expense  in 
proportion  to  the  number  of  paupers  which 
it  brought  as  inmates  of  the  workhouse,  or 
which  were  subject  to  the  care  and  super- 
intendence of  the  officers.  But  the  charges 
for  irremovable  paupers  and  for  vagrants 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  proportion  of 
the  pauperism  of  each  parish.  Suppose, 
for  instance,  parish  A  has  been  exceed- 
ingly well  managed — its  pauperism  very 
small,  and  its  average  consequentlj  veiy 
little — then  suppose  parish  B  to  be  ill- 
managed,  or  by  some  unfortunate  circom- 
stance  its  pauperism  to  be  very  great,  its 
charge  for  relief  very  heavy,  and  its  ave- 
rage very  high,  and  consequentlj  its  con- 
tribution to  the  establishment  charges 
twice  or  three  times  the  amount  of  pansh 
A.  Now,  all  the  relative  rates  imposed  on 
account  of  the  establishment  charges  on 
these  two  parishes  are  on  a  scale  of  strict 
justice.  But  when  a  heavy  charge  for  va- 
grancy falls  on  a  third  parish — ^parish  C — 
or  when  a  heavy  charge  on  account  of  per- 
sons who  have  become  irremoTable  in 
parish  C  are  thrown  upon  the  nnion  altoge- 
ther, what  equity  is  there  then  in  this  pro- 
portion of  the  establishment  charges  ? 
It  is  fair  to  call  upon  me  to  contribnte 
twice  as  much  to  those  charges  if  my  pao- 
perism  requires  twice  as  much  help  from 
the  establishments;  but  it  is  perfectly  nn- 
fair  to  say  that  for  that  reason  I  am  to  be 
charged  twice  as  much,  because  mj  parish 
has  all  the  vagrancy  of  the  three  parishes 
— a  matter  with  which  I  have  notoing  on 
earth  to  do.  Upon  the  parish  whidi  is 
alroady  heavily  burdened,  yen  place  a 
double  charge  for  the  expenses  of  the  miioa 
establishments:  while  the  parish  the  bor- 
dens  of  which  aro  eomparativdj  light,  yov 
hardly  ohar^  at  all.  I  have,  accordingly, 
found  ti.at  this  p.aTt  of  the  Bill  has  given 
rise  to  a  p»d  deal  of  complaint.  But  this 
p^v.nt  is  so  wdl  stated  in  a  paper  whidi  I 
have  recoirei  from  a  gentiemait  whose 
nierii«  an^  acknowledged  by  all  who  know 
him,  ATsd  who,  I  bdicTc,  is  wfSL  known  to 
Vv'U,  Sir — 1  mean  Mr.  Hawley,  who  was 
fonvicrly  a  mapstrate  in  Hampshire  or 
SnTTcv,  and  who  has  been  for  some 
yi\ar$  a  poor-law  ins pector  in  the  noi^  of 
£?idand  —  that  I  cannot  do  hetter  titmxt 
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read  it  to  tho  House.  That  gentleman 
says — 

*' As  the  Act  10  and  11  Victoria,  cap.  110, 
will  expire  on  the  1st  of  October  next,  when  the 
charge  for  the  relief  to  the  irremovable  poor  will 
be  again  thrown  on  the  parishes  of  their  resi- 
dence, the  Legislature,  when  that  time  arrives, 
would  no  doubt  consider  it  expedient  to  renew  its 
provisions,  in  the  absence  of  any  intention  of  in- 
troducing the  Bill  now  under  consideration.  Of 
the  justice  and  policy  of  that  Act  there  can  be  no 
doubt — the  dissatisfaction  created  by  the  retros- 
pective effect  of  the  9th  and  10th  Victoria,  cap. 
66,  created  universal  dissatis&ction  in  all  the 
larger  towns  in  the  country,  which  was  only  allay- 
ed by  distributing  the  burden  which  it  had  impos- 
ed on  individual  parishes  over  the  whole  union, 
and  fixing  the  charge  on  the  establishment;  the 
relief  thus  afforded  to  the  parties  most  aggrieved 
has  not,  however,  given  general  satis^MJtion,  and 
the  ratepayers  in  the  largest  and  most  pauperised 
parishes,  where  the  averages  have  been  increased 
by  bad  management  and  profuse  expenditure,  ob- 
ject that  they  are  unfairly  called  upon  to  bear  a 
disproportionate  share  of  a  charge  for  paupers  be- 
longing to  parishes  with  which  they  have  no  con- 
nexion, and  in  a  mode  which  inflicts  a  species  of 
penalty  for  internal  mismanagement  by  means  of 
a  foreign  impost.  It  is,  indeed,  evident  that  the 
levying  of  contributions  from  the  union  fund,  in 
such  cases,  upon  the  principle  by  which  that  fund 
is  now  created,  is  a  grievous  evil  to  the  contribu- 
tors, and  some  modification  of  the  existing  mode 
of  raising  it  would  probably  have  been  demanded 
in  the  event  of  the  revival  of  the  Act  above  re- 
ferred to  in  its  present  shape.  The  plan  proposed 
by  your  BiU  for  the  remedy  of  the  evil  appears 
calculated  to  give  general  satisfaction  ;  and  no 
method  for  creating  a  union  fund  for  the  payment 
of  this  charge,  as  well  as  for  that  for  the  relief 
of  vagrants,  can  be  better  devised  than  that  of 
an  uniform  union  contribution,  assessed,  not  in 
reference  to  past  payments,  but  on  the  rateable 
value  of  every  parish." 

Upon  these  grounds  I  propose  that  a  union 
fund,  for  the  support  of  these  vagrants, 
should  he  raised  hy  equal  contrihutions 
from  the  rateable  property  of  the  union. 
This  change,  which  I  think  is  absolutely 
called  for  by  justice,  with  respect  to  va- 
grants, will  establish  for  the  first  time  a 
uniform  union  rate.  It  will  be  a  great  in- 
convenience if  there  are  two  principles  of 
contribution  to  a  common  fund  in  the 
union — one  on  the  principle  of  a  uniform 
and  equal  rate  of  assessment,  and  the 
other  upon  the  old  system  of  averages. 
That,  however,  would  not  decide  the  ques- 
tion whether,  upon  a  fair  consideration  of 
the  subject,  the  establishment  charges 
ought  to  be  maintained  upon  their  present 
footing  ?  The  next  question  to  consider 
is,  whether  two  kinds  of  union  rating 
ought  to  be  kept  up — one  upon  an  equal 
assessment  of  property;  the  other  upon 
the  old  system  of  averages — or  whether, 
once  for  all,  all  union  charges  should  be 


put  upon  a  uniform  system.  When  the 
Poor  Law  Bill  was  passed  it  was  impossible 
to  frame  the  rating  upon  any  other  system 
than  that  adopted.  To  have  done  so  would 
have  been  too  great  an  interference  with 
property,  and  would  have  cast  upon  the 
union  the  burdens  which  were  caused 
solely  by  the  mismanagement  of  particular 
parishes.  But  does  justice  require  that 
the  present  system  should  be  maintained 
after  fifteen  years'  experience  of  union 
government?  The  question  is  very  dif- 
ferent, considered  with  regard  to  the  period 
when  the  poor-law  was  introduced,  and 
the  present  time.  At  the  former  period 
whatever  evils  and  burdens  existed,  had 
grown  up  under  parochial  management; 
and  it  might  fairly  be  said  to  different 
parishes,  that  undue  burdens  which  might 
have  accrued  under  their  administration 
should  not  be  thrown  upon  the  general 
fund.  But  how  stands  the  case  now  ?  The 
administration  of  the  poor-law  has  ^been 
taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the  parishes. 
The  ratepayers  and  the  parish  officers 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  administration 
of  the  law;  it  has  been  in  the  hands  of  the 
union  officers;  and  now  particular  parishes 
can  no  longer  be  considered  altogether  re- 
sponsible for  the  whole  of  the  burdens 
which  they  may  bring  upon  the  union.  Be- 
sides, the  establishment  charges  are  not  of 
such  a  nature  that  they  ought  to  be  thrown 
upon  particular  parishes  in  proportion  to 
their  paupers  respectively  ?  They  are  of  two 
kinds.  The  first  is  the  expense  of  build- 
ing the  workhouse  and  maintaining  it;  the 
second  is  the  salaries  of  the  officers.  The 
expense  for  the  building  of  workhouses  is 
for  the  most  part  at  an  end — the  outlay  is 
already  made.  Nevertheless,  wherever 
there  are  the  remains  of  such  an  outlay,  I 
provide  for  it  in  the  Bill  by  a  section 
enacting  that  every  parish  shall  pay  its 
share  of  any  debt  still  due  for  the  building 
of  a  workhouse.  As  regards  the  second 
establishment  charge,  the  salaries  of  of- 
ficers, can  it  be  maintained  that  the  ser- 
vices of  these  officers  are  required  in  pro- 
portion to  the  pauperism  existing  in  each 
parish  ?  I  think  not.  Take,  for  instance, 
the  clerk  to  the  guardians;  his  duties  are 
with  the  guardians  in  respect  to  all  the 
parishes  alike,  such  as  the  general  corre- 
spondence with  the  Poor  Law  Board,  the 
attendance  on  meetings  of  boards  of  guar- 
dians, making  out  returns  to  Parliament 
— all  these  matters  have  reference  to  un- 
pauperised  as  well  as  pauperised  parishes, 
and  are  services  to  the  union  generally. 
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and  not  to  particnlar  parishes.  Take  an- 
other class  of  officers — ^the  medical  officers. 
Practically,  what  has  medical  relief  in  this 
oonntry  come  to  he  ?  Can  it  he  said  to 
he  a  mere  poor-law  charge  ?  I  think  not. 
I  helieye  that  the  general  system  of  the 
administration  of  medical  relief  has  got 
very  mnch  to  he  a  system  of  relief  hy  pa- 
rishes to  the  working  classes  of  the  coun- 
try, and  that  it  will  not  he  found  in  many  pa- 
rishes that  the  honest  and  independent  work- 
man who  has  suffered  from  long  and  severe 
illness  is  ahle  to  pay  for  medical  attendance 
out  of  his  own  means;  ou  the  contrary, 
generally  he  has  to  apply  to  the  parish  for 
medical  relief.  In  tnat  case  this  item  of 
expense  affects  the  unpauperised  equally 
with  the  pauperised  parishes.  It  seems, 
therefore,  that  the  medical  charge  is  one 
which  ought  not  to  he  in  proportion  to  the 
numher  of  paupers  in  a  parish.  One 
charge,  ohviously  parochial,  is  the  salary 
of  the  master  of  the  workhouse.  Now,  on 
what  principle  do  Gentlemen  regard  the 
workhouse  ?  As  a  test  of  pauperism  ?  Do 
they  think  that  a  person  seeking  parish  re- 
lief is  deterred  from  it  hy  going  into  the 
workhouse  ?  It  appears  to  me  that  an  un- 
unpauperised  parish  derives  more  henefit 
from  the  existence  of  a  workhouse  than 
the  pauperised  parish  itself.  In  fact,  a 
line  cannot  he  drawn  as  to  the  amount  of 
services  rendered  hy  the  different  officers 
in  the  different  parishes;  and  in  fairness 
and  policy  the  charge  of  their  salaries 
ought  to  he  home  hy  the  union  generally  : 
every  parish  in  the  union  and  every  rate- 
payer in  each  parish  contrihuting,  not  ac- 
cording to  the  hurdens  upon  each  particu- 
lar parish,  hut  in  proportion  to  property 
and  the  amount  of  means  he  had  to  hear 
the  general  hurden  with.  This  would  he 
an  important  step  towards  putting  an  end 
to  the  system  pf  averages,  under  which 
have  grown  up  the  most  intolerable  frauds. 
Unfortunately,  in  the  administration  of  the 
poor-law,  reduction  in  charges  has  not  al- 
ways been  obtained  by  very  legitimate 
means.  Last  Session  a  good  deal  was 
heard  about  an  abuse  which  prevails  wide- 
ly over  England,  and  is  one  of  those  into- 
lerable grievances  which,  if  allowed  to  go 
on,  will  bring  the  whole  system  of  the  re- 
lief of  the  poor  about  our  ears.  I  allude 
to  the  system  of  clearing  parishes,  in  cases 
in  which  one  person  is  the  proprietor  of  the 
whole,  or  nearly  the  whole,  of  a  parish,  and 
in  which,  instead  of  legitimate  means  be- 
ing taken  for  the  relief  of  the  poor,  or  en- 
avours  being  made,  by  giving  them  em- 


ployment or  otherwise,  to  lessen  the  bur- 
den of  paupers,  the  shorter  and  simpler 
method  is  adopted  of  shifting  them  to  other 
places;  and,  by  allowing  cottages  to  fall 
down,  or  by  pulling  them  down,  to  drive 
them  into  parishes  where  property  is  more 
divided.     This  evil  has  agitated  the  coun- 
try, caused  complaints  against  the  whole 
system  of  the  present  law,  and  given  rise 
to  demands  for  changes  so  large  and  ex- 
tensive as  materially  to  interfere  with  the 
effectual  administration  of  the  law.     Any- 
thing tending  to  this  evil  must 'he  put  a 
stop  to.     In  truth,  the  whole  system  of 
averages  is  one  of  fraudulent  squabbling. 
In  some  places  the  whole  burden  is  soiight 
to  be  shifted  upon  others.     In  other  pa- 
rishes they  made  private  rates;  two   or 
three  occupiers  agreeing  that  they  should 
support  the  paupers  without  letting  them 
go  into  the  workhouse,  and  levying  private 
rates  for  that  purpose.     Under  this  sys- 
tem great  frauds  are  perpetrated,  and  the 
averages  unduly  diminished.      The  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  have  struggled  against 
these  frauds,    by  directing  an   assistant 
commissioner  to  take  all  these  private  rates 
into  account.   I  have  also  discouraged  them 
as  much  as  possible,  and  I  would  rather  put 
the  law  on  a  different  footing  altogether, 
than  allow  the  evils  to  be  remedied  accord- 
ing to  the  equitable  notions  of  any  irre- 
sponsible gentlemen  whose  equity  might 
degenerate  into  caprice.     These  are  tiie 
grounds  upon  which  I  propose  to  make  the 
third  change  contained  in  this  Bill,  and  to 
place  the  establishment  charges,  as  well  as 
the  other  charges,  on  a  common  footing, 
and  to  raise  a  common  union  fund  by  a 
general  union  rate,  apportioned  on  the  pro- 
perty of  the  whole  of  the  union.     The  dif- 
ficulty with  those  who  wished  to  establish 
this  union  rate  had  been  the  great  want  of 
uniformity  in  the  present  assessment  of 
property  to  the  poor-rate;  and  when  the 
question  was  before  started  this  was  put 
forward  as  an  insuperable  objection.     If 
property  in  one  parish  be  assessed  at  a 
rack-rent,  and  property  in  another  parish 
at  only  half  its  value,  it  is  obvious  that  the 
one  escapes  its  legitimate  burden.      [An 
Hon.  Member  :  That  would  be  contrary  to 
the  Parochial  Assessment  Act.]  But  there 
are  difficulties  in  the  way  of  enforcing  that 
Act,  and  in  many  instances  it  has  not  been 
acted  upon.     It  would  not  be  doing  justice 
to  ground  the  rate  upon  the  parochial  as- 
sessments.    In  the  Bill  I  first  brought  in, 
I  endeavoured  to  guard  against  this  evil 
by  allowing  each  union  to  form  its  own 
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rate;  and  I  did  bo  under  the  impres- 
sion, from  all  that  had  passed  in  the 
Committee,  and  all  that  I  had  heard  from 
other  quarters,  that  there  was  no  other 
general  contrihution  on  which  parochial 
property  was  fairly  assessed.  I  have, 
however,  made  some  inquiries  as  to  whe- 
ther the  present  assessment  for  the  county 
rate  might  he  made  the  hasis  of  uniform 
union  rating,  and  have  received  some  in- 
formation on  the  suhj^t  from  the  reports 
of  inspectors  whom  I  desired  to  inquire  in 
what  counties  there  had  heen  a  recent  va- 
luation made  under  the  County  Rates  Act; 
in  what  counties  such  an  one  had  heen  ac- 
tually ordered,  or  was  in  progress;  and 
whether  a  rate  of  such  standing  had  heen 
modified  in  such  a  manner  as  to  give  ge- 
neral satisfaction.  I  do  not  insist  upon 
the  positive  accuracy  of  this  information; 
hut  I  find  there  are  only  four  counties  in 
England,  and  six  in  Wales,  in  which  a  proper 
county  rate  does  not  exist,  or  is  not  in  pro- 
cess of  heing  made.  The  English  coun- 
ties are  Buckinghamshire,  Shropshire, 
Suffolk,  and  Westmoreland.  Of  the  first 
two  I  am  not  sure;  and  in  fact  the  only 
county  of  which  I  am  very  sure  is  that  un- 
happy and  henighted  county,  Suffolk.  But 
even  there  the  straw  was  heginning  to 
move,  and  the  country  gentlemen  had 
discussed  the  suhject  at  their  quarter-ses- 
sions, and  the  effect  of  certain  charges 
thrown  upon  the  county  rates  had  heen  to 
compel  them  to  think  of  forming  a  new, 
just,  and  satisfactory  valuation.  My  wish 
is  to  elicit  from  Gentlemen  whether  they 
can  impugn  the  prohahility  of  the  county 
rate  heing  a  satisfactory  hasis  for  the 
union  rate.  I  propose  hy  this  Bill,  as  a 
general  principle,  that  the  union  charges 
should  he  hased  upon  the  valuation  of  each 
parish  in  the  union  to  the  county  rate;  and 
I  propose  to  establish  an  uniform  union 
rate,  upon  which  these  three  charges  shall 
be  thrown  —  establishment  charges,  va- 
grants, and  irremovables.  Questions  of 
details  will  be  more  advantageously  dis- 
cussed in  Committee;  but  1  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  5th  Clause, 
concerning  which  there  has  been  some  ex- 
citement. I  beg  the  House  to  observe  that 
this  clause  is  purely  an  exceptional  one, 
which  has  been  suggested  as  a  means  of 
putting  an  end  to  a  mischievous  doubt  that 
existed  as  to  the  effect  of  the  Poor  Removal 
Act.  The  clause  is  merely  declaratory, 
and  explains  the  law  as  it  now  stands.  It 
has  been  suggested,  however,  that  it  would 
have  a  particular  effect  in  the  case  of  Irish 


vagrants,  which  I  do  not  contemplate.  But 
if  hon.  Gentlemen  will  leave  this  clause  en* 
tirely  out  of  their  consideration  while  dich 
cussing  the  Bill,  I  shall  be  prepared  in  Com- 
mittee to  meet  objections  to  this  particular 
clause,  either  by  modification  or  the  intro« 
duction  of  other  clauses.  The  clause,  how- 
ever, is  not  necessarily  involved  in  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  BiU,  which  can  be  discussed 
without  reference  to  it.  But,  besides  this 
objection  in  detail,  I  anticipate  a  grave  ob- 
jection to  the  principle  and  object  of  the 
Bill.  It  will  be  said  that  this  measure 
cannot  be  discussed  without  looking  to  the 
general  question  of  substituting  union  ratea 
for  parish  rates.  It  will  be  contended  thai 
I  have  admitted  the  principle  of  union 
rates;  and,  to  quote  language  which  has 
been  used  to  me  in  private,  that  I  have  lei 
in  the  small  end  of  the  wedge.  But  if  sen- 
timents such  as  that  were  to  prevail  in 
these  days,  we  shoidd  be  likely  to  bring 
all  our  old  institutions  about  our  ears.  If 
the  reasons  I  have  stated  justify  the  prin- 
ciple of  union  rating  to  the  extent  to  which 
I  propose  to  carry  it,  the  House  should  not 
be  deterred  from  doing  what  is  right  on  a 
practical  question  by  the  fear  that  the 
principle  might  be  carrried  too  far,  and  ap- 
plied to  cases  to  which  it  ought  not  to  be 
applied.  Those  Gentlemen  who  resist  the 
application  of  a  good  and  just  principle, 
fairly  admissible  in  a  particular  case,  be- 
cause they  dread  ulterior  consequences,  are 
very  likely  to  raise  up  a  feeling  in  the 
community  which  will  lead  to  that  very 
principle  being  rashly  and  too  hastily  ap- 
plied. When  those  who  so  much  fear  to 
let  in  the  small  end  of  the  wedge  succeed 
in  resisting  it,  the  result  generally  is  that 
the  wedge  was  often  forced  in  butt-end 
foremost.  By  what  I  am  about  to  say  I 
fear  that  I  shall  lower  myself  in  the  opin- 
ion of  many  enlightended  reformers  in  this 
country.  [Habeas  Corpus  (Ireland)  Sus- 
pension Bill. —  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  here  interrupted  hy  the  Usher  of  the 
Black  Mod,  who  summoned  the  House  to 
the  House  of  Lords,  to  hear  the  Royal 
Assent  given  to  the  above  Bill.  On  the 
House  returning,  the  right  hon.  Gentle^ 
man  resumed.]  1  fear  that  after  this 
short  respite  I  must  continue  the  humi- 
liating confession  which  I  was  about  to 
make  when  I  was  cut  short  by  the  Usher 
of  the  Black  Rod.  I  should  willingly 
avail  myself  of  any  opportunity  to  avoid 
making  such  a  confession,  but  I  fear  I 
cannot.  I  fear,  then,  I  shall  lower  myself 
in  the  opmion  of  many  good  practical  re« 
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formers  by  admitting  that  I  have  not  yet 
become  a  convert  to  the  doctrine  that  it 
would  be  advisable  to  substitute  union  or 
any  other  system  of  chargeability  upon  a 
larger  area  for  the  old  system  of  parochial 
chargeability.  No  doubt  the  opinions  I 
had  formed  on  this  point  were  somewhat 
shaken  at  the  period  of  the  inquiry  before 
the  Committee  on  the  Law  of  Settlement 
last  year;  but,  great  as  some  thought  were 
the  evils  of  the  present  system,  I  confess 
I  was  not  prepared  to  encoui^ter  what  I 
believe  to  be  the  great  risk  of  substituting 
union  for  parochial  chargeability  to  the 
poor.  It  appears  to  me  to  be  of  the 
greatest  moment  in  the  administration  of 
the  poor-law  to  render  the  condition  of  the 
poor  in  eveiy  part  of  England  peculiarly  a 
matter  of  interest,  as  well  as  a  matter  of 
feeling,  to  those  who  by  property  or  by 
vicinity  have  influence  over  that  condition 
of  the  poor;  and  I  should  be  very  loth  to 
assist  in  any  change  which  would  at  once 
deprive  the  proprietors  and  occupiers  of 
estates  in  parishes  of  that  interest  they 
now  have  in  upholding  the  condition  of  the 
poor.  I  admit  all  the  evils  so  forcibly 
brought  before  the  House  by  the  evidence 
taken  by  the  Committee  on  the  Law  of 
Settlement.  I  think  the  present  law  of 
settlement  and  power  of  removal  of  the  poor 
involve  great  hardship;  I  trust  that  a  long 
time  will  not  elapse  without  Parliament 
relieving  the  poor  from  that  great  evil;  and 
I  feel  confident  tha*  Parliament  will  be 
able  to  remove  it.  But,  I  still  believe  that 
that  change,  so  bettering  the  condition  of 
the  poor,  may  be  made  without  interference 
with  the  general  principle  that  the  charge 
of  the  resident  poor  should  bo  thrown  upon 
the  particular  parish  in  which  they  have 
resided  for  a  length  of  time.  But  at  the 
same  time,  whilst  I  approve  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  parochial  rating,  I  do  not  mean  to 
say  that  I  can  contend  with  a  growu|i^el- 
ing  against  it,  entertained  by  menWgreat 
practical  good  sense  in  this  House  and  in 
the  country  most  interested  in  a  proper 
system  of  rating,  who  are  friendly  to  an  ex- 
tension of  the  area  of  chargeability;  I  can- 
not struggle  against  such  a  feeling  unless  I 
could  succeed  in  putting  the  law  of  parochial 
chargeability  upon  a  just  and  satisfactory 
footing.  It  is  not  enough  to  say  that  we 
dislike  union  rating,  or  national  rating, 
or  any  other  mode  of  rating;  we  can- 
not disguise  from  ourselves  that  there 
is  a  general  feeling  amongst  boards  of 
flfuardians  and  through  the  country — ex- 
t    in    the   large    towns,    and    in   the 


open  and  populous  parts  of  the  oountry 
— ^in  favour  of  imion  rating;  that  there  is 
a  desire  to  remedy  the  evil  of  the  present 
system,  which  is  charged  with  so  much  in- 
justice and  cruelty,  by  extending  the  area 
of  chargeabiUty,  and  I  think  you  cannot 
uphold  the  principle  of  parochial  charge- 
ability  unless  you  modify  it  so  as  ta  reach 
the  evil,  and  satisfy  the  just  claims  of  the 
country.  I  have  thought  it  to  be  my  duty 
to  read  every  thing  which  appears  in  every 
coimtry  newspaper  I  can  get  hold  of  which 
has  any  relation  to  the  general  Btat<>  of 
feeling  with  regard  to  the  administiation 
of  the  poor-law;  and  I  have  found  that 
there  is  a  very  strong  and  prevalent  feel- 
ing, and  a  general  opinion  throughout  the 
country,  that  there  is  a  great  ohjectiou  to 
the  existing  area  of  rating.  There  is  a 
very  wide  opinion  prevailing  in  favour  of  a 
union  rating,  and  there  is  a  growing  opin- 
ion, I  regret  to  say,  in  favour  of  what  ap- 
pears to  me  a  dq^ngerous  and  impractioable 
scheme,  namely,  a  national  rating.  I  ad- 
mit that,  upon  abstract  principles  of  jus- 
tice, a  national  rate  may  be  defended;  but 
you  cannot  attempt  to  carry  such  a  prin- 
ciple into  effect  without  opening  a  door  to 
serious  evils;  without  doing  one  of  two 
things — either  you  must  allow  every  board 
of  guardians  to  dip  its  hands  into  the 
pockets  of  the  country,  careless  of  the 
amount  of  charge,  knowing  that  the  Ooa- 
solidated  Fund  would  be  able  to  pay;  or 
you  must  do  away  with  all  local  control 
over  the  funds,  and  let  the  national  rate 
be  administered  by  national  administrators 
alone.  I  trust  that  these  considerations 
will  induce  Parliament  to  resist  a  national 
rate.  I  cannot  disguii^  from  myself  that 
there  is  a  very  great  &id  popular  agitation 
going  on  in  the  country  for  the  purpose  oi 
inducing  Parliament  te  adopt  a  national 
rating.  I  am  sorry  to  say,  that  in  many 
country  gentlemen  and  farmers  I  have  found 
a  fatal  tendency  to  favour  a  chargeability 
which  I  consider  national.  Upon  these 
grounds,  I  propose  to  the  House  to  adopt 
a  modified  system  of  union  rating.  I  do 
not  want  to  abandon  the  principle  of  pai#L 
chial  chargeability;  but  if  you  wish  to  up- 
hold the  principle,  there  should  be  the 
means  of  throwing  the  charge  over  as 
large  an  area  as  the  union,  where,  upon 
principles  of  justice  and  policy,  the  charge 
should  be  borne  by  all  parts  of  the  union. 
Another  part  of  the  Bill  relates  to  extra- 
parochial  places  charged  with  the  support 
of  the  poor.  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
abuses  have  arisen  from  this  cause;  and. 
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at  all  eventSf  it  appeajv  to  be  a  matter  of 
complaint  tlirougnout  the  country.  In 
some  of  these  extra-parochial  places — such 
as  cathedral  closes  and  small  farms — the 
number  of  patipers  may  be  small ;  but 
where  half  a  parish,  as  in  Leicester,  in- 
habited by  knitters,  is  extra-parochial,  a 
number  of  these  men,  when  out  of  work, 
will  walk  over  the  boundary  into  the  ad- 
joining parish,  which  will  be  encumbered 
with  them.  I  wish  to  make  these  extra- 
parochial  places  chargeable  for  their  own 
poor,  unless  the  ratepayers  prefer  to  be 
joined  to  a  parish.  I  trust  the  House  will 
consent  to  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill; 
and  I  think  the  principles  of  the  Bill  will 
receive  the  general  assent  of  the  country. 
I  move  that  this  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time. 

Mr.  HENLEY  was  sure  the  House 
would  share  with  him  in  the  feelings  of 
thankfulness  they  owed  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  the  clear  and  lucid  manner 
in  which  he  had  gone  through  the  whole 
of  this  difficult,  complex,  and  intricate  sub- 
ject, and  the  frankness  with  which,  it  ap- 
peared to  him,  he  had  stated  his  views  and 
that  of  the  Government,  upon  a  subject 
which  was  at  once  difficult,  and  inter- 
esting to  all  persons  in  the  community. 
He  could  not,  however,  agree  altogether 
in  some  of  the  principles  which  Ithe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  laid  down,  and  he 
would  point  out  what  seemed  to  him  some 
inconsistency  in  those  principles;  but  if  he 
differed  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  result  which  he  thought  his  measure 
had  a  tendency  to  produce,  it  was  not 
from  disrespect  to  his  judgment.  Ho  (Mr. 
Henley)  perfectly  concurred  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  thinking  that  a  greater 
principle  than  the  mere  question  of  pecu- 
niary interest  was  involved  in  this  subject. 
If  they  looked  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
last  fourteen  years  they  would  perceive  the 
effects  of  the  parochial  system,  from  which 
ho  had  never  been  able  to  see  any  possible 
reason  for  departing,  unless*  we  adopted  a 
national  rate.  He  was  a  member  of  the 
Committee  which  sat  last  year  with  respect 
to  this  subject,  and  his  views  were  based 
upon  what  he  had  heard  in  evidence  before 
that  Committee.  The  burden  of  the  sup- 
port of  the  poor  was  thrown  upon  some  de- 
scriptions of  property  with  an  inequality 
which  was  very  considerable,  and  showed 
the  absolute  necessity  of  a  proper  assess- 
ment. Why  should  not  one  description  of 
property  be  as  heavily  taxed  as  another  for 
the  relief  of  the  poor  ?     It  was,  in  his  opi- 
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nion,  very  difficult  to  say  why  a  coal  mine 
should  be  taxed,  and  a  lead  mine  exempt* 
ed.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  at« 
tempted  to  generalise  the  question,  but  he 
had  produced  no  argument  to  show  that  a 
wider  area  ought  to  be  adopted  with  re- 
gard to  assessment;  and  it  therefore  did 
not  appear  why  a  pauper,  who  resided  in 
parish  A,  should  be  supported  by  parish  B. 
This  was  a  measure  of  a  most  important 
character,  and  one  which  could  not  possi« 
bly  be  remedied  by  tinkering  and  tamper- 
ing constantly  with  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  dealing  with  extra-parochial 
property,  had  exemption  in  the  inns  of 
court.  Why  so?  They  had  several  servantg 
to  attend  upon  them,  and  provide  for  their 
luxuries;  but  those  servants  generally  lived 
in  other  parishes,  so  that  the  mode  of 
treating  them  approached  pretty  nearly  to 
the  clearance  system.  Upon  what  prin- 
ciple, then,  was  it  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman could  exclude  the  inns  of  court,  and 
heavily  tax  other  possessors  of  property  ? 
He  did  not  see  any  i^eason  why  one  species 
of  extra-parochial  property  should  be  treat- 
ed differently  from  another.  The  old  sys- 
tern  had  been  objected  to,  and  it  had  its 
faults;  but  the  new  system  appeared  to 
work  weU  for  some  time,  as  **  a  new  broom 
sweeps  clean."  However,  it  soon  appear- 
ed, that  when  destitution  of  a  certain  de- 
scription was  complained  of,  and  when 
numbers  of  destitute  persons  were  found 
going  about  the  country,  and  when  the 
newspapers  complaining  of  it  made  the  cir- 
cumstances more  generally  known,  a  dif- 
ferent mode  of  treatment  was  adopted  for 
town  and  country.  A  great  increase  of 
vagrancy  had  taken  place  lafter  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Act,  to  which  he  had  alluded. 
Now,  vagrants  deserved  a  very  peculiar 
treatment  in  matters  of  legislation  and  po- 
lice, for  there  were  many  causes  in  opera- 
tion which  would  tend  to  cause  the  prac- 
tice of  vagrancy,  and  induce  persons  to 
adopt  it  as  a  profession;  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  deserving  and  suffering  persons  might 
become  vagrants  under  the  pressure  of  dis- 
tress. One  class  of  vagrants  learned  at 
tramp-houses  all  the  arrangements  which 
regulated  the  workhouses,  and  they  went 
out  to  beg  with  this  feeling,  that  if  they 
did  not  obtain  money  enough  for  the  day, 
they  had  a  refuge  in  the  workhouse.  Many 
of  the  cases  of  distress  were  simulated* 
but  many  were  real,  for  there  was  unfor- 
tunately a  great  deal  of  real  distress 
abroad.  The  worst  feature  in  the  simu- 
lated distress  was,  that  it  was  the  poor 
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who  Ntiffrtroil  frmri  it,  fur  ihay  wcro  moro  |  in  some  cases  even  more  than  Hui^  it  was 
i|U|ioM<«l  to  r«iii<iv<t  ilwt  diMtronH^;*!  of  the  {  Tcry  hard  to  turn  round  and  say — yoa  shall 


poor  llmii  tlio  woiililiy.  'IMioy  w<!ro  luiar 
ilJNti'UNti,  mtil  pitifil  it;  wliiUt  tlio  woulthy, 
iNfiitjl  liotUir  itiforrriisil,  woro  tnoro  oautiouH 
anil  (i)iiir^  in  tlio  diM(»oHiil  of  tlioir  roliof. 
Tim  jiriiMiint  NyHtnni  of  roliof  liy  rolioving 
olllitnrN  liftd  tlilN  ilofrutt  in  tho  rural  (Hm- 
ti'ltitN,  iifinioly,  tlifil  tlio  odionrN  hod  Huch 
illHtitiimm  to  trnvol,  that  thny  froquontly 
ari'lvctil  lit  tho  pliuMt  in  iho  ovoning  whoro 
tlio  IHMM'  w(«ro  awaiting  ndinf,  and  l)oing 
Jiuloil  antl  tlriMl  from  their  dny'n  oooupa- 
tlnn,  (hi\y  did  not  \n\y  Hufliciont  nttontion 
to  thci  (didniH  of  tho  a|)|dioAntH.  Ilo  thoup;ht 
thai  tho  dooliiion  \\\w\\  tho  iipplioatiouB  for 
dUiiH^H  onxlit  to  ho  nioro  a  ntattor  of  po- 
Hoo  than  at  prt»»ont,  Thoro  wu«  another 
vorv  Important  it\ihjoot  which  ho  would  di- 
nvt  tho  attontionof  tho  authorltitM  to,  and 
that  wan  tho  fnot  that  thonunloof  iuatruot> 
iwff  tho  otHoorn  of  tho  workhou»o»  in  tho 
diHohar^tt)  of  thoir  thitio«  waa  not  judioiouA, 
llowovor  tWliu|r  a  man  mijrht  ho,  honiiirht 
^HHs^tuo  oaj»o  haixloutn)  hy  praotioo  and  cus- 
tom* and  tho  ot^Vvtaof  that  »hould  W  cari^ 
l\d),v  ^uai>hsl  at^^iuAt.  It  \va41  far  oasior 
to  dt^al  with  »*a*t^*  owo  hy  ono  timn  when 
U\cv  w^^w  n^ot  with  in  ^arl^^  uumWr*,  At 
|M\VH'Ut  tho  VAi^ranl  \s*wld  ^^*  fnm\  ono 
>ik\^Khou»o  to  Auoihor;  ami  ho  thought  that 


bo  equally  taxed  for  the  mamtenance  of 
thoRO  establishments  which  yon  do  not 
want  with  those  who  do  want  them.  In 
his  consideration  that  was  an  unjust  prin- 
ciple. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated 
tho  case  as  if  he  were  laying  the  tax  for 
tho  first  time;  but  he  ought  to  hare  con- 
sidered that  these  parishes  have  home  the 
expense  of  expensive  establishments,  which 
wore  of  no  service  to  them,  and  ihej  had 
thus  considerably  reduced  the  rates  in  the 
highly  pauperised  districts.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  next  referred  to  the  workhouses. 
Gentlomcn  were  accustomed  to  say  that  the 
workhouse  afforded  a  great  test  and  means 
of  distinguishing  between  the  induatriona 
destitute  and  the  idle  vagrant.  The  poor- 
law  guardians  were  in  the  habit  of  putting 
forward  this  doctrine;  but  let  ihem  take 
tho  case  of  an  idle  man,  and  they  would 
find  that  the  workhouse,  so  far  firom  being 
a  test,  enabled  him  to  defy  them.  Take 
tho  ordinary  rate  of  wages,  saj  lOt.  a 
week,  with  a  family  of  six  persona,  the 
whole  amount  of  wages  does  not  exceed, 
if  it  reaches,  20s.,  and  that  only  if  tlMj 
are  all  employed.  On  this  he  ia  able  to 
support  the  fismily;  hut  if  he  goea  into 
the  workhouse,  you  cannot  maintain  him 
under  1^.  a  week.  If  he  is  pot  out 
of  employmeDt«  he  does  not  eaie-^^-he 
will  ni>t  stir  himself  to  seek  it  in  ano- 
msrrhea  to  tbe 


•ho  char«^^  o^^jjht  to  W  thn»wn  on  a  lwr>^>^^ 

ai>>a  a^  r^\<:5ii>W\l  \^^;;frant^.     He  would  fur- 

M^)4^  an   oxAunOo  of  his  xiow  in  this  n^* 

*^svt.     \Vo  *t\*piy\l  ortnw>  at  tho  |Hiblio    thor  place:  otf  the  fdloi 

o\\HM\iKS   atsl   thouj::^  x*^j:t*«\\v  wa*  not '  Vvud  of  guaidianf :  he 

^'i'^wss  ^1  w**  aX'.tt  to  ii  :u  ii*  rcUtion  to 

t^Kv  o\^viN$^t«r\*      "t*  a  r.^AM  wx^ro  to  ^.-^ 

t>\^«   4  :xv»^N\v  io  I  xVSNivn,  *'M  on  thx^  w;fc]» 

xV>*v;  'x^^i^^v  ^;Vv    rvsvr\  wh\   »iKVi'c 

,-.>^-  \v^r^x>:  a:  A*Ni  t^^*^  a;*^  v.nv\^  tKjiri  arss 

\vvsv  *"  vvtt  a  <V<^  *•  ^-^^  V  •"i-^  i     T'JMivrv 


xWtitcte  jNvr  persKw:  in  he  goes  to  the 
workhv'uso,  ;b<e  parish  is  put  to  ihm  ex- 


r«eci$e  \>f  I  Sf.  a  vML  until  it  is  i 


Mkcf  it, 

Xov.  he 


S:vi.^  *.***  tK."  ioscrs:'  ^Wi 


VtJ 


?wv*\*<yt  ex* 

i,xxv\  vK*  >j  ^.N*xv  '^x'wK  iX'  i'VfvW  5:;^^,* 

it  *.\\v  *.Ti.  ^<r\.>i  \u   ^v  A*     y,'Arx      V,* 


a:si  l>^r^Jbr«  takes  kirn  o«c 
S^^::p^i  tb^  H,«3^  to  reoKmhei 
«v£Y  rsM  :x4<t3a?T  <aaes:  he  ] 

rccvc  x-aoer  tkb  »r!«m  a£a«Aed  nsi 
-f  r<r  7cviBi:.xnt  v  n>f  i£if  aad  tfe  < 

Ven  as>i  >frscs  a.-^izsat4M  wick  ' 

w*^  w,-ic*£  >rf*r  iiat  - 

«-r v-^^)  Ttf  >ju  xaaaf.     He  aeji  caaae  is  As 

;  iv^&ct.mt  .*c  rsso^.  w^j^^  w^s  sit  #s«ksflBe 

.V  -.sra:«f!nw  i:&ui!rr      ^K  mbAsis  of  tiia 

)»ikL  .\2-.*«   Tw^T  s  ftivr:  2nM  nss 
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amended,  he  was  of  opinion  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  only  partially  escaped 
from  the  difficulties  which  surrounded  him. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  in  ar- 
gument that  if  he  had  persevered  in  his 
former  proposition,  that  he  would  have 
Buhjected  the  unions  to  the  expense  of  a 
re-rating;  and  he  was  so  persuaded  such 
would  he  the  case,  that  he  introduced  an 
alteration.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
endeavoured  to  apply  a  partial  remedy, 
and  that  remedy  was  county  rating.  No 
one  would  deny  that  county  rates  are  un- 
equal. No  one  helieves  that  they  are 
equal.  It  is  almost  impossihle  to  arrive  at 
an  equal  rate  over  the  whole  county.  He 
helieved  that  if  they  were  to  make  exten- 
sive inquiries  among  the  ratepayers  of  a 
county,  they  would  find  that  the  good 
sense  of  the  ratepayers,  knowing  the  diffi- 
culty of  the  suhject,  had  acquiesced  in  the 
rule,  where  they  were  aware  that  endea- 
▼oiurs  hadbe^i  nmde  to  put  the  rating  upon 
a  footing  of  equality.  It  would  bo  impos- 
sible to  make  it  equal :  when  the  surveyor 
had  gone  half  way  through  the  county, 
different  circumstances  would  arise,  and 
he  would  have  to  begin  again.  Again, 
different  men  formed  different  estimates  of 
the  value  of  propertv,  and  that  was  the 
reason  of  the  inequahty  which  prevailed  in 
the  system  of  parochial  assessment.  These 
are  the  difficulties  which  stand  in  your  way, 
and  you  will  be  resting  on  an  unsound  basis 
if  you  think  county  rating  is  equal.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated,  that  he 
will  take  county  rating  as  his  basis,  save 
when  the  union  ran  into  two  counties;  but 
he  had  not  given  the  House  any  informa- 
tion as  to  the  reasons  upon  which  he 
arrived  at  that  determination.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  have  stated  to  the 
House  what  number  of  unions  did  nm  into 
two  counties.  For  all  they  knew  to  the 
contrary,  the  number  of  unions  which  did 
so  formed  the  great  proportion;  he  be- 
lieved, however,  that  they  were  as  one- 
fourth  to  the  whole  number.  [Mr.  BuL- 
LER :  I  believe  that  they  are  only  one- 
tenih.]  In  the  southern  part  of  the  county 
where  he  lived,  there  were  four  unions,  and 
three  out  of  the  four  ran  into  two  counties. 
At  all  events,  they  ought  to  have  been  in- 
formed what  proportion  they  bore  to  the 
others.  He  considered,  in  highly-pauper- 
ised parishes,  where  the  duties  of  the  offi- 
cers were  proportionally  greater  than  in 
the  others,  the  salaries  of  the  medical 
staff,  the  relieving  officers,  and  the  clerks 
•hould  be  augmented.     The  right  hon. 


Gentleman  had  made  a  very  strong  state* 
ment  to  the  House  upon  what  he  called 
the  clearance  system;  but  he  did  not  think 
the  facts  of  the  case  warranted  him.  In 
his  opinion,  the  real  state  of  the  case  was, 
that  no  additional  buildings  had  been 
erected  to  meet  the  wants  of  an  increased 
population.  But  the  House  should  remem- 
ber that  the  clearance  system  involved  the 
actual  pulling  down  of  dwelling-houses  with- 
out building  others  for  the  accommodation 
of  the  increasing  population.  But  the  want 
of  additional  buildings  to  meet  the  exi- 
gency of  the  increase  arose  from  the  fact 
that  sufficient  accommodation  already  ex- 
isted for  those  engaged  upon  the  land; 
and  they  had  it  pretty  substantially  demon- 
strated that  decreasing  the  population 
would  not  generally  increase  the  wages 
of  those  so  employed,  as  there  were  ordi- 
narily a  certain  number  of  labourers  per- 
manently employed,  whose  wages  would 
not  rise  or  fall,  or  be  subject  to  such  fluc- 
tuation. He  thought,  therefore,  that  the 
term  was  inadvertently  used.  He  believed 
he  had  stated  the  real  cause  of  the  congre- 
gation of  the  poor  to  the  larger  towns,  and 
he  was  certain  that  if  they  took  the  popu- 
lation returns,  which  gave  the  number  of 
houses  in  the  coimtry,  they  would  find  that 
in  the  great  majority  of  cases  no  decrease 
had  taken  place.  He  wished  also  to  say  a 
few  words  respecting  private  rates  and 
highway  rates.  He  considered  that  some 
misunderstanding  might  arise  if  the  matter 
were  allowed  to  rest  under  the  sweeping 
condemnation  placed  upon  them  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  was  allud- 
ing to  the  fact  of  some  of  the  poor  being 
maintained  by  private  and  highway  rates. 
In  the  part  of  England  where  he  lived,  a 
great  deal  of  misery  had  been  alleviated  by 
the  means  of  these  rates,  which  had  been 
thus  so  unscrupulously  condemned.  The 
House  should  recollect  the  very  stringent 
nature  of  the  orders  of  the  poor-law  guar- 
dians. Take  the  case,  for  instance,  of  a 
poor  man,  with  a  wife  and  four  or  five  chil- 
dren, unable  to  get  work.  Under  any  cir- 
cumstances his  wages  would  have  been, 
when  in  employment,  eight  or  nine  shil- 
lings, and  in  winter  even  lower  than  that. 
Some  persons  think  that  if  these  persons 
go  into  the  poor-house,  that  they  would  be 
provided  for;  but  inquiries  had  sufficiently 
demonstrated  that  if  the  poor  were  thus 
drafted  off  the  land,  the  wages  of  those 
who  remained  would  not  be  increased. 
The  great  number  of  persons  who  accept 
the  relief  afforded  by  the  officer,  which 
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averages  from  3^.  to  35.  6<^.,  were  con- 
demned to  sit  at  home,  and  almost  starve 
upon  it,  while  by  the  help  of  these  rates 
the  poor  man  was  enabled  to  earn  from  65. 
to  7f.,  and  thus  was  enabled  to  maintain 
himself  in  a  state  of  comparative  comfort. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman contemplated  this  class  of  cases 
when  he  gave  utterance  to  his  sweeping 
denunciation.  The  House  should  not  be 
inveigled  by  the  soft  persuasion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  this  was  a  little 
measure.  Why,  as  sure  as  six  and  six 
make  twelve,  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
would  be  extended  far  beyond  what  might 
be  now  contemplated.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  not  be  the  person  to  ex- 
tend it;  but  there  were  others  who  would 
be  glad  enough  to  avail  themselves  of  it. 
Great  alterations  of  the  present  kind 
should  not  be  made  bit  by  bit;  if  they  were 
to  be  made,  they  ought  to  be  considered  as 
a  whole,  and  treated  as  such.  Of  this  he 
was  sure,  if  there  was  one  mode  more  than 
another  by  which  they  could  shake  confi- 
dence in  the  acts  of  that  House,  it  would 
^6  by  going  on  year  after  year  shifting 
these  burdens  from  one  class  to  another, 
and  thus  interfering  with  the  value  of  pro- 
perty in  no  slight  degree.  By  this  perpe- 
tual shifting  and  changing,  they  produced 
a  soreness  in  men's  minds,  which  at  some 
time  or  another  would  drive  them  to  make 
an  organic  change  in  order  to  get  at  the 
end  of  the  chapter;  and  the  end  of  the 
chapter  would  be  the  imposition  of  a  na- 
tional rate.  The  Removal  Bill,  introduced 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  was  one  of  those  by  which  he 
expected,  in  some  sense,  to  equalise  the 
burdens  which  pressed  upon  the  agricid- 
tural  interest;  that  was  a  measure,  be  it 
remembered,  which  the  agricultural  in- 
terest did  not  demand;  on  the  contrary, 
they  were  averse  from  it;  but  the  ink  is 
scarcely  dry  which  printed  that  Act  of 
Parliament,  before  you  come  down  to  the 
House  with  an  Act  to  undo  all  you  have 
done  before,  and  to  inflict  an  additional 
burden  upon  the  agricultural  interest  by 
making  them  sharers  in  that  which  here- 
tofore had  been  borne  in  a  larger  propor- 
tion by  the  towns;  and  the  Removal  Bill, 
held  out  as  an  advantage  to  the  agricul- 
tural interest,  made  the  lever  for  depriving 
them  of  one,  and  for  charging  them  with 
additional  burdens.  He  had  listened  with 
great  attention  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man; but  he  must  confess  that  he  did  not 
see  any  good  or  sufficient  reasons  for  the 


Bill.  He  did  not  see  why  the  parishes 
which  had  been  most  relieved  should  throw 
off  their  shoulders  the  burdens  rightfully 
laid  on  them,  and  burden  those  parishes  by 
which  they  had  been  assisted.  Nor  did  he 
see  any  reason  why  the  Removal  Bill« 
enacted  for  one  purpose,  should  be  made 
the  lever  for  another;  neither  did  he  see 
any  force  in  the  reasons  by  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  endeavoured  to  justify  this 
shifting  of  burdens;  or,  dealing  with  the 
question  of  vagrancy,  why  it  was  not  put 
under  the  provisions  of  some  establishment 
competent  to  deal  with  it,  and  why  they 
should  not  have  a  national  charge  for  it» 
and  treat  it  as  all  other  crime  was  treated* 
They  would  never  be  able  to  draw  a  dis- 
tinction between  the  vagrant  and  the  reallj 
destitute  poor,  unless  vagrancy  was  treated 
as  an  offence.  These  were  the  reasons 
why  he  could  not  consent  to  support  the 
Bill.  He  thought  it  would  be  opening  the 
doors  for  the  entrance  of  future  evila— 
breaking  down  the  whole  parochial  system. 
He  moved  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  seoond 
time  that  day  six  months. 
Debate  adjourned. 

SCHLESWIG-HOLSTEIN. 
Mr.  DISRAELI  wished  to  address  an 
inquiry  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  with  regard  to 
negotiations  which  were  at  present  taking 
place,  or  had  taken  place,  between  Den- 
mark and  Germany,  under  the  noble  Lord's 
mediation.  The  House  would  i^coUeet . 
that  he  had  brought  the  question  of  the 
hostilities  between  those  Powers  before  the 
House  in  the  month  of  May;  and  at  a  snh- 
sequent  period  the  King  of  Denmark,  with 
a  view  of  terminating  those  hostilities* 
signed  an  armistice  with  great  reluctance, 
as  the  terms  of  it  were  not  very  &T<miw 
able  to  his  crown  and  kingdom,  and  the 
signature  of  it  was  unsatisfactory  to  his 
subjects.  But  the  king  was  inflneneed  by 
feelings  which  would  be  appreciated  in  this 
country,  and  was  especially  anxious  to  ter^ 
minate  a  conflict  which  was  injurious  to 
the  commerce,  not  only  of  his  own  country* 
but  particularly  of  England.  The  amus* 
tice  having  been  signed  under  those  circnm* 
stances  by  the  King  of  Denmark,  it  was 
brought  to  Berlin,  where  it  was  signed 
and  ratified  by  the  King  of  Pnisua,  and 
he  believed  mainly  through  the  auspiees  of 
the  Crown  of  Sweden,  and  the  aotiTity  and 
intelligence  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Seci^ 
tary  for  Foreign  Affairs.  The  Hoose, 
then,  would  be  surprised  to  learn  that  this 
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armistice,  thus  signed  and  ratified,  had 
heen  repudiated  hy  the  Prussian  general; 
and  after  that  sacrifice  on  the  part  of  the 
King  of  Denmark  he  had  the  mortification 
of  finding  the  armistice  thrown  in  his  face, 
and  Europe  had  the  mortification  of  learn- 
ing that  hostilities,  so  ruinous  to  commerce, 
were  ahout  to  he  recommenced.  Now,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  nohle  Lord  whether  he 
had  any  communication  to  make  to  the 
House  on  that  almost  unprecedented  occur- 
rence in  diplomatic  negotiations;  whether 
he  had  received  any  communication  from 
the  Prussian  Minister  resident  at  the  Court 
of  St.  James's  explanatory  of  those  cir- 
cumstances; whether  it  were  the  fact  that 
the  King  of  Prussia,  under  the  new  consti- 
tution which  at  present  prevailed  in  Ger- 
many— and  which  not  even  the  King  of 
Prussia  himself  seemed  to  understand — 
had  informed  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  he  had  no  authority  to  sign  and  ratify 
that  armistice;  and  whether  he  had  inform- 
ed Her  Majesty  that  in  consequence  of  his 
finding,  to  his  astonishment,  that  he  was 
deprived  of  those  sovereign  attrihutes,  he 
intended  to  terminate  any  further  diplo- 
matic communications  hetween  his  Court 
and  the  Cabinet  of  St.  James's  ?  Those 
were  questions  which  he  was  sure  the 
noble  Lord  would  answer  with  all  that  ful- 
ness of  detail  which  was  called  for  by  a 
subject  so  interesting  to  the  public;  and  he 
trusted  the  noble  Lord  would  be  able  to 
hold  out  a  hope  to  the  commercial  Interests 
of  this  country  that  there  was  a  prospect 
of  terminating  the  contest  between  Den- 
mark and  Germany  in  a  manner  which 
should  be  generally  satisfactory  to  Europe, 
and  advantageous  to  the  interests  of  com- 
merce. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  had  great 
pleasure  in  giving  to  the  hon.  Member  and 
the  House  such  explanation  as  was  iu  his 
power  to  convey  with  regard  to  the  very 
interesting  and  important  matter  to  which 
his  observations  applied;  and  he  trusted 
that  the  general  result  of  his  answer  would 
be  more  encouraging,  if  not  satisfactory, 
than  perhaps  the  anticipations  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  might  have  led  the  House  to 
expect.  The  great  difficulty  which  had 
arisen  in  those  negotiations  had  sprung 
from  the  circumstance  of  there  being  so 
many  different  parties  to  be  consulted,  and 
in  consequence  of  their  being  at  a  distance 
from  each  other,  rather  lengthened  delays 
taking  place  in  making  the  necessary  com- 
munications preparatory  to  their  assenting 
to  an  arrangement    .  What,  in    a  few 


words,  had  taken  place  was,  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  proposed  to  the 
two  parties — Germany  and  Denmark — 
articles  of  an  armistice,  which  contained 
also  the  principles  of  the  basis  of  a  perma- 
nent settlement.  As  that  appeared  to  the 
parties  concerned  to  involve  questions 
which  might  lead  to  lengthened  discus- 
sions, the  Prussian  Government  had  sent 
an  officer  in  their  confidence  to  Malmoe 
to  be  in  personal  communication  with 
the  Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs  of  the 
King  of  Sweden,  as  a  friendly  mediator, 
and  the  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  of  the 
King  of  Denmark;  and  they  had  arranged 
matters  for  an  armistice,  not  including 
those  principles  of  the  basis  of  a  permanent 
settlement  which  had  been  comprised  in 
his  (Lord  Palmerston's)  proposal.  Those 
articles  so  agreed  upon,  but  not  signed, 
as  the  hon.  Member  supposed,  by  the 
organs  of  Sweden,  Denmark,  and  Pi-ussia, 
had  been  approved  by  the  Danish  Govern- 
ment, and  sent  to  Berlin,  where  objections 
having  been  taken  to  some  of  the  details, 
modifications  were  thought  requisite,  and 
the  Prussian  officer  had  been  sent  hack 
with  the  articles,  and  those  modifications 
had  been  accepted.  Undoubtedly  it  was 
reasonable  to  suppose  that  the  articles  of 
the  armistice  were  thus  finally  concluded, 
and  would  be  signed.  But  when  the 
Prussian  Government  had  sent  orders  to 
the  general  commanding  in  Schleswig  to 
sign  the  armistice,  in  conjunction  with  the 
military  commander  of  the  Danish  forces, 
that  officer  started  a  difficulty  with  regard 
to  the  position  in  which  he  conceived  him- 
self placed,  both  with  reference  to  his  own 
Government  and  to  the  government  of  the 
Confederation  which  had  been  recently 
constituted  at  Frankfort.  He  need  not 
trouble  the  House  by  going  into  further 
details  on  the  subject;  but  he  might  safely 
from  communications  which  he  had  receiv- 
ed that  morning  from  Berlin,  hold  out  a 
hope  that  those  difficulties — which  were 
difficulties  in  form  rather  than  in  substance 
— were  likely  to  bo  got  over;  and,  notwith- 
standing the  delay  which  had  taken  place, 
ho  felt  a  confident  hope  that  the  armistice 
would  be  signed  and  concluded.-  There 
might  be  a  question  of  certain  modifica- 
tions, but  he  trusted  the  two  parties  would 
come  to  an  agreement  in  substance  on  the 
articles  of  the  armistice.  There  would 
then  remain  the  main  question  to  be 
settled,  and  that  main  question  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  still  continue 
their  good  offices  to  arrange;   and  when 
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hostilities  should  permanently  cease  he 
trusted  the  two  parties  would  hring  to  the 
consideration  of  that  further  question  that 
spirit  of  mutual  conciliation  without  which 
no  satisfactory  arrangement  could  he  at- 
tained. 

VICE-ADMIRALTT  COURTS  IN  THE 
COLOMES. 

Captain  PECHELL  inquired  what  steps 
had  heen  taken  to  put  an  end  to  the  ahuses 
that  have  taken  place  in  the  seyeral  Vice- 
Admiralty  Courts  of  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hcrpe,  St.  Helena,  Sierra  Leone,  and  New 
South  Wales  ? 

Mb.  ward  was  not  in  a  condition  to 
giTe  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  any 
information  on  the  subject  of  the  fees  and 
charges  of  the  Vice  Admiralty-Court  of 
Sidney.  With  regard  to  the  charges  of 
the  other  courts,  the  subject  had  been  fully 
inrestigated,  and  it  had  certainly  been 
much  easier  to  discorer  the  existence  of 
the  eril  of  which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman complained,  than  to  devise  a  re- 
medy for  it.  Among  those  who  had  been 
appHed  to  to  investigate  this  subject  was 
Dr.  Lushington.  The  fees,  which  were 
filed  by  the  Act  of  the  2nd  William  IV., 
cap.  51,  were  moderate;  and  if  the  charges 
had  been  limited  to  those  fees,  there  would 
have  been  no  ground  for  complaint.  The 
jiMlge  received  a  fee  of  IL  10*.  upon  each 
case,  the  r^istrar  a  fee  of  4/.,  and  the 
other  officers  of  the  court  fees  amounting 
in  the  whole  to  IL  \5s.  But  the  danger- 
ous part  of  the  system  was  this,  the  judge 
had  the  power  of  awarding  expenses  to  the 
agent  of  the  captors;  and  the  agent  of  the 
captors  in  return  possessed  the  power  of 
waiving  aU  objections  to  the  exaction  of 
fees  by  the  judge,  and  thus  many  fees 
were  iUegally  exacted.  The  remedy  pro- 
posed by  Dr.  Lushingt<m  was  to  allow 
the  captors  to  have  the  right  of  having 
their  agent's  bill  taxed  by  the  registrar  of 
the  High  Court  of  Admiralty. 

RIVER  STEAJtfBOATS. 
Mr,  C.  LUSHINGTON  asked  the  Pre- 
»dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  whether  it 
waks  his  intention  to  take  any  steps  to  pre- 
vent the  overloading  of  the  passenger 
steamlxxits  plviuij  on  the  Thames  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  by  the 

provisions  o{  the  Steam  Navigation  Act  all 

steamK\it     prvpriotors    were   direoted    to 

Asmit  to  the  Board  of  Trade  every  six 

tks  a  report  of  the  conditivHi  of  their 

b;  but  this  Act,  ahitoogh  it  inflicted 


a  penalty  on  the  proprietors  of  steam 
sels  navigating  the  sea  for  n^ectiiig  to 
make  such  a  return,  inflicted  no  penalty 
whatever  on  the  proprietors  of  steamboats 
navigating  rivers  for  such  neglect.  The 
Board  of  Trade  took  the  only  means  in 
their  power  to  prevent  the  oocorrenoe  of 
accidents,  by  writing  to  all  the  proprietors 
of  the  river  steamboats,  reminding  tliem 
of  the  necessity  of  making  such  a  return, 
and  cautioning  them  that  if  they  neglected 
to  do  so,  and  any  accident  shotdd  happen, 
they  would  probably  be  visited  with  seTere 
punishment.  He  believed,  however,  that 
it  would  be  his  duty  to  ask  the  Home  to 
adopt  some  more  stringent  measure  fat  tiie 
regidation  of  the  river  steamboats. 

CASE  OF  SIR  J.  T.  CLARIDGE. 
Mr.  GLADSTONE   rose  to  move  aa 
Address,  setting  forth — 

''That  bj  an  Order  in  Couieil,  whiek  his  lata 
Majesty  was  pleased  to  approve  on  the  IMh  dajr 
of  December,  1831,  Sir  John  Thomas  Claridge» 
then  Recorder  of  Prince  of  Wales's  Isla&d^  was  re- 
moved from  the  said  office  on  aeeoont  of  aa  'irri- 
tation betireen  the  Local  Govenunent  aad  himt' 
self/  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Lords  of  the 
Committee  of  Conncil,  acting  jndieially  ia  tiM 
case,  was  '  principaUj  to  be  attributed '  to  tha 
conduct  of  the  said  Local  Government  and  of  the 
Home  Authorities : — Also  setting  forth  that  it  far- 
ther appeared  to  their  Lordships  in  their  inimti 
gation  of  the  ease,  *  that  no  impuftatiQa  iwitA  an 
the  capacity  or  integrity  of  Sir  J.  T.  Qaridga  ia 
the  exercise  of  his  judicial  functions,  so  as  to  pK«- 
dude  his  Majesty  from  employing  him  ia  his  aer- 
rice  in  some  other  judicial  sitnatioo  ; '  aad  ptaj^ 
inf  that  Her  Majesty,  graciously  takhig  iato  < 
sideration  the  expectations  which  the  1 
said  Order  in  Council  were  cakolated  to  > 
may  be  pleased  to  direct  that  Sir  J.  T.  Clari^ge 
may  receire  an  appointment  in  Her  Majealj's  ser- 
rice  of  such  a  class  as  to  Her  Majesty  ahsll  smib 
meet.** 

He  had  moved  for  a  copy  of  that  Ordor  in 
Council  six  davs  ago,  bat  it  had  not  jei 
been  laid  on  the  table  of  the  House;  mw- 
ever,  it  was  aecnratdv  set  forth  m  ihe 
terms  of  his  Motion,  and  he  might  saj  tfaaft 
that  Order  in  Coimcil  constitiited  hSm  ease. 
Sir  John  Thomas  Claridge  had,  in  tiio 
vear  IS25,  been  appointed  to  the  reeoiderw 
ship  of  Prince  of  Wales's  Island.  Some 
vears  af^enraids  six  charges  had  been 
made  against  him  bv  the  Court  of  Diree* 
tors  of  the  East  India  Companj.  Those 
charges  had  been  relinTed  to  the  Com* 
mittee  ei  the  Piivr  Coimcfl,  conesmniA. 
ing  with  what  was  now  denominated  tiM 
Judicial  C^Numittee  of  the  Privj  Conn- 
oil;  and  as  onlv  two  of  those  ebni|pee 
had  been  persevered  in,  he  shonld  bnire 
oalj  to  deal  with  two  of 
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The  first  charge  was,  that  Sir  John 
Thomas  Claridge  had  refused  to  execute 
the  duties  of  his  office  until  he  should  have 
ohtained  from  the  local  government  a 
guarantee  for  the  payment  of  a  certain 
amount  of  salary;  and  the  other  charge 
was  that  he  had  refused  to  proceed  to  Sin- 
caporer  and  Malacca  for  the  trial  of  offen- 
ders unless  the  local  government  would  pay 
his  expenses.  The  Committee  of  Council 
decided  that  although  Sir  J.  T.  Claridge 
was  not  justified  in  the  measures  to  which 
he  had  recourse  to  enforce  the  payment  of 
his  charges,  or  the  expenses  of  his  going 
his  circuit,  yet  their  Lordships  were  in- 
clined to  think  that  the  local  government 
was  not  justified  in  refiising  to  allow  him 
his  charges,  and  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Court  of  Directors  to  provide  for  the  pay- 
ment of  his  expenses,  and  that  Sir  John 
Thomas  Claridge  had  acted  from  a  mis- 
taken view  of  his  duty.  It  appeared, 
therefore,  that  the  local  government  were 
to  hlame  as  well  as  Sir  J.  T.  Claridge. 
The  Order  in  Council  went  on  to  state,  that 
in  consequence  of  the  irritation  which  ex- 
isted hetween  the  local  government  and 
Sir  J.  T.  Claridge,  it  would  he  advisable 
that  he  should  he  removed,  but  that  he  had 
been  guilty  of  no  act  which  should  incapa- 
citate him  from  serving  the  Crown  here- 
after in  a  judicial  capacity.  Therefore  he 
had  been  dismissed,  not  as  a  punishment, 
hut  on  grounds  of  public  policy  and  as  a 
solution  of  a  public  dilemma.  No  imputa- 
tion rested  on  his  character;  and  from  the 
wording  of  the  Order  in  Council,  an  ex- 

Eectation  had  been  raised  in  his  mind  that 
e  should  be  employed  again,  which  ex- 
pectation had  not  been  fulfilled.  He  did 
not  bring  forward  this  Motion  as  a  party 
question,  or  as  a  charge  against  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  opposite.  There  had  been 
several  Presidents  of  the  Board  of  Control 
since  these  occurrences  had  taken  place, 
all  of  whom  had  neglected  the  claims  of 
Sir  J.  T.  Claridge.  He  had  brought  for- 
ward this  Motion  entirely  on  public  grounds. 
The  independence  of  the  Judges  in  Eng- 
land was  secured  by  the  fact  of  their  hold- 
ing their  offices  for  life;  but  in  the  colonies 
they  were  liable  to  dismissal  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  the  only  security  they  had 
for  the  independence  of  the  colonial  judges 
was  the  appeal  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council,  and  the  recommendation  of 
that  Committee  should  be  always  attended 
to.  If  they  valued  the  independence  of 
the  colonial  judges  he  besought  them  to 
agree  to  this  address. 


Sib  J.  C.  HOBHOUSE  would  not  go 
further  into  the  subject  than  the  specie 
wording  of  the  Motion  required.  He  had 
no  more  to  do  with  the  case  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself.  The  appointment 
had  taken  place  twenty  years  ago,  and  he 
had  nothing  to  do  with  it,  and  had  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  matter  at  all  ex- 
cept having  been  so  unfortunate  as  to  have 
had  a  long  and  by  no  means  agreeable  cor- 
respondence with  that  gentleman.  The 
whole  accusation  against  him  was,  that  he 
had  not  thought  proper  to  recommend  this 
gentleman  for  an  Indian  judgeship.  [Mr. 
Gladstone:  For  any  colonial  judgeship.] 
He  had  no  power  to  recommend  him,  except 
to  an  Indian  judgeship.  But  he  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  how  it  happened 
that  during  the  five  years  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  been  in  office,  he  had 
overlooked  the  claims  and  the  merits  of  Sir 
J.  T.  Claridge  ?  How  came  it  that  while 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  held  the  office  of 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  he  had  never 
bestowed  a  judgeship  on  this  gentleman  ? 
How  came  it  that  the  injustice  of  this  case 
had  not  burst  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man until  he  (Sir  John  Hobhouse)had  had 
the  misfortune  to  become  for  the  second 
time  the  correspondent  of  Sir  J.  T.  Cla- 
ridge ?  He  considered  that  the  proviso  in 
the  Order  in  Council  on  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  laid  so  much  stress 
was  somewhat  extra-judicial.  It,  however, 
did  not  go  the  length  of  recommending 
him  for  employment,  but  it  merely  stated 
that  he  was  not  incapacitated  from  being 
employed.  There  was  nothing  whatever 
to  impugn  the  character  of  Sir  J.  T.  Cla- 
ridge, who  had  been  appointed  by  an  able 
and  excellent  man,  Mr.  Charles  Wynn;  but 
neither  was  there  anything  that  gave  him 
any  claim  to  any  other  appointment.  He 
had  nothing  to  say  against  the  character 
of  Sir  J.  T.  Claridge,  but  he  would  rather 
not  make  him  a  judge.  When  the  case 
was  heard  before  the  Privy  Council,  the 
Members  of  the  Committee  were  Lord 
Brougham,  Lord  Goderich,  and  Mr.  Charles 
Grant;  and  if  they  had  entertained  so  de- 
cided an  opinion  as  to  the  propriety  of  the 
reappointment  of  Sir  J.  T.  Claridge,  how 
came  it  that  they  had  not  reappointed 
him  ?  Lord  Brougham  had  conveyed 
extra-judicially  to  Sir  J.  T.  Claridge  that 
it  had  been  the  intention  of  the  Committee 
in  their  decision  to  give  a  triumph  to  nei- 
ther party.  Shortly  afterwards  Sir  J,  T. 
Claridge  had  made  a  communication  to 
Lord  Brougham,  to  which  he  received  no 
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answer.  He  was  not  more  fortunate  in  a 
second  application;  and  the  third  time  he 
received  an  answer  that  was  hy  no  means 
satisfactory.  So  little  did  Lord  Brougham 
think  himself  called  upon  to  do  anything 
for  the  reinstatement  of  Sir  J.  T.  Claridge, 
that  when  he  applied  for  a  silk  gown,  Lord 
Brougham  thought  it  right  to  refuse  even 
that  small  favour.  Since  the  dismissal 
of  Sir  John  Claridge,  the  office  of  President 
of  the  Board  of  Control  had  heen  held  suc- 
cessively hy  Lord  Glenelg,  hy  himself  (Sir 
J.  C.  Hohhouse),  hy  Lord  Ellenhorough, 
hy  Lord  Fitzgerald,  hy  the  Earl  of  Ripon 
(who  had  heen  a  member  of  the  Committee 
which  had  investigated  the  case) ;  and  then 
he  again  had  the  misfortune  to  be  com- 
pelled to  make  the  speech  on  this  case 
which  he  was  then  addressing  to  the  House. 
He  could  not  see  how  the  House  of  Com- 
mons could  in  anywise  interfere  in  the  case, 
and  that  seemed  to  be  the  real  difficulty 
felt  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wanted  the  House  of 
Commons  to  ask  the  Crown  to  give  an  ap- 
pointment to  Sir  J.  T.  Claridge;  had  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  any  precedent  to 
show  for  such  a  case  ?  He  rather  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not;  on  the 
contrary,  he  could  recollect  when  a  Motion 
had  been  made  in  that  House  on  a  former 
occasion  to  address  the  Crown  to  grant  a 
pension  to  a  gentleman,  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Tamworth  strongly 
opposed  it,  on  the  ground  that  it  would  be 
an  interference  with  the  Royal  prerogative, 
and  that  it  should  be  left  to  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  Government.  But,  supposing 
that  the  House  of  Commons  addressed  the 
Crown  on  the  case  of  Sir  J.  T.  Claridge, 
and  that  the  Crown  gave  him  an  appoint- 
ment, who  would  be  responsible  in  that 
case  ?  It  would  not  be  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Control,  or  the  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies,  or  the  Prime  Minister;  for 
one  and  all  these  might  urge  that  they 
could  not  do  so  consistently  with  their 
views  of  the  public  service,  or  that  they 
had  no  appointments  of  the  nature  required 
in  their  gift.  In  that  case  the  conse- 
quence would  be  that  there  would  be  no 
redress  for  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
House  of  Commons  occasionally  inter- 
fered to  remove  a  man  from  a  situation 
— to  remove  a  Judge  or  a  Mmister — but 
never  to  appoint  him.  It  would  be  mani- 
festly unconstitutional,  and  the  greatest 
danger  to  the  public  service  might  ensue 
from  its  interference  with  the  judicial  office. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  House  would 


not  agree  to  the  Motion.  He  wished  it 
was  in  his  power  to  come  to  some  other 
conclusion  on  the  subject,  and  to  be  able 
to  say  that  Sir  J.  T.  Claridge  was  the 
fittest  person  to  be  appointed  as  judge  in 
India  or  elsewhere;  but  he  could  not  gire 
such  an  answer.  He  trusted,  therefore, 
as  no  good  could  come  of  it,  eitherto  the 
House  or  to  Sir  J.  T.  Claridge,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  press  his 
Motion  to  a  division. 
Motion  withdrawn. 

COLONIAL  GOVERNMENT. 

SiRWILLIAMMOLESWORTH:*Sir, 
in  submitting  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House  the  Motion  of  which  I  haye  given 
notice,  I  must  entreat  the  indulgence  of 
the  House;  for  the  nature  and  extent  of 
the  subject  will  compel  me  to  trespass  at 
some  length  upon  its  patience.  My  object 
is,  in  the  first  instance,  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  amount  of  the 
colonial  expenditure  of  the  British  empire; 
and  in  so  doing,  I  shall  endeayour  to  es* 
tablish  the  following  positions :  1st.  That 
the  colonial  expenditure  can  be  diminished 
without  detriment  to  the  interests  of  the 
empire.  2ud.  That  the  system  of  colonial 
policy  and  government  can  be  so  amended, 
as  to  ensure  more  econonucal,  and  altoge^ 
ther  better,  government  for  the  coloiues. 
And,  lastly,  that  by  these  reforms  the  re- 
sources of  the  colonies  would  be  deyelopcd, 
they  would  become  more  useful,  and  thdr 
inhabitants  more  attached  to  the  British 
empire. 

In  speaking  of  colonies,  I  do  not  intend 
to  include  under  that  term  the  territories 
which  are  governed  by  the  East  India  Com- 
pany; but  shall  confine  my  remarks  to 
those  foreign  possessions  of  the  Crown 
which  are  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Ca> 
lonial  Office.  Notwithstanding  this  limita^ 
tion,  the  colonial  empire  of  Great  Britain 
contains  between  four  and  ^ve  millions  dT 
square  miles — an  area  equal  to  the  whole 
of  Europe  and  British  India  added  toge- 
ther. Of  this  vast  space,  about  one  mil* 
lion  of  square  miles  have  been  divided  into 
forty  different  colonies,  each  with  a  sepa- 
rate government :  four  of  them  are  in  Ln- 
ropc,  five  in  North  America,  fiflecn  in  the 
West  Indies,  three  in  South  America,  fiyid 
in  Africa  and  its  vicinity,  three  among  the 
Asiatic  islands,  and  five  in  Australia  and 
New  Zealand.  The  population  of  these 
colonics  does  not  exceed  5,000,0(X):    of 
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this  number  about  2,500,000  are  of  Euroh 
pean  race;  of  whom  about  500,000  are 
French,  about  350,000  are  lonians  and 
Maltese,  a  few  are  Dutch  or  Spaniards, 
and  the  remainder,  amounting  to  about 
1,600,000,  are  of  English,  Irish,  or  Scotch 
descent.  .  Of  the  2,500,000  inhabitants  of 
the  colonies  who  are  not  of  European  race, 
about  1,400,000  are  Cingalese,  and  other 
inhabitants  of  Ceylon,  and  1,100,000  are 
of  African  origin.  In  1844  (the  last  com- 
plete return)  the  declared  value  of  British 
produce  and  manufactures  exported  to  the 
colonies,  amounted  to  about  9,000,000^. 
sterling.  The  whole  colonial  expenditure 
of  the  British  empire  is  about  8,000,000^. 
sterling  a  year;  one  half  of  which  is  de- 
frayed by  the  colonies,  and  one  half  by 
Great  Britain.  That  portion  of  the  colo- 
nial expenditure  which  is  defrayed  by  Great 
Britain,  consists  of  military,  naval,  civil, 
and  extraordinary  expenditure. 

First,  the  net  military  expenditure  by 
Great  Britain,  on  account  of  the  colonies 
(including  ordnance  and  commissariat  ex- 
penditure) was  returned  to  Parliament,  for 
the  year  1832,  at  1,761,505^.;  for  the  year 
1835-36,  at  2,030,059^.;  and  for  the  year 
1843-44  (the  last  return)  at  2,556,91 9^., 
an  increase  between  1832  and  1843  of 
795,41 4^  The  present  military  expendi- 
ture is  probably  about  the  same  as  it  was 
in  1843-44;  for  the  military  force  in  the 
colonies  amounts  at  present  to  about  42,000 
men  (exclusive  of  artillery  and  engineers), 
or  to  about  three-eighths  of  the  whole  mili- 
tary force  of  the  British  empire  (exclusive 
of  the  army  in  India).  For  this  amount  of 
force  we  shall  have  to  vote  this  year,  first, 
in  the  Army  Estimates  for  the  pay,  cloth- 
ing, &c.,  of  42,000  men,  and  for  the  fo- 
reign staff,  about  1,500,000^;  secondly, 
in  the  Ordnance  Estimates  for  the  pay  of 
the  artillery  and  engineers  (which  I  will 
suppose  to  be  the  same  as  in  1843-44),  for 
Ordnance  establishments,  barracks,  fortifi- 
cations, and  stores  in  the  colonies,  about 
550,000^. ;  and  thirdly,  in  the  Commissariat 
Estimates  for  commissariat  services,  provi- 
sions, forage,  fuel,  light,  &c.,  in  the  colo- 
lonics,  about  450,0002. :  in  all,  about 
2,500.0002,,  which  will  be  the  direct  mili- 
tary expenditure  by  Great  Britain,  on  ac- 
count of  the  colonies,  for  this  year.  To 
form  a  fair  estimate  of  the  whole  military 
expenditure  by  Great  Britain,  on  account 
of  the  colonies,  for  one  year,  it  would  be 
necessary  to  add  to  this  sum  of  2,500,0002. 
a  very  considerable  sum,  on  account  of  re- 
liefs>  military  establishments  at  home,  and 


other  matters,  which  are  in  part  required 
in  order  to  keep  up  so  large  a  military  force 
in  the  colonies.  It  is  evident,  therefore* 
that  I  shall  under-estimate  the  military  ex- 
penditure by  Great  Britain,  on  account  of 
the  colonies,  when  I  set  it  down  at  only 
2,500,000/.  a  year. 

Secondly,  with  regard  to  the  naval  ex- 
penditure by  Great  Britain  on  account  of 
the  colonies.  At  present  we  have  about 
235  ships  in  commission,  with  a  comple- 
ment not  much  short  of  40,000  men.  Of 
these  ships,  about  132,  with  a  complement 
of  about  25,000  men,  are  on  foreign  sta- 
tions :  some  in  the  Mediterranean,  some  on 
the  North  American  and  West  Indian  sta- 
tion, some  off  the  west  coast  of  Africa  and 
the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  others  in  the 
Chinese  and  Indian  seas,  or  protecting 
our  interests  in  New  Zealand.  Now,  the 
House  will  remember  that,  in  every  de- 
bate that  has  taken  place  this  year  on  the 
estimates,  the  extent  of  our  colonial  em- 
pire, and  the  new  colonies  which  are  spring- 
ing up  in  Australia,  New  Zealand,  and  the 
Chinese  and  Indian  seas,  were  among  the 
chief  causes  assigned  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  the  city  of  London,  and 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Shef- 
field, for  the  enormous  amount  of  the  naval 
force  of  Great  Britain,  and  for  the  increase 
of  that  force,  which  has  doubled  both  in 
magnitude  and  cost  during  the  last  thir- 
teen or  fourteen  years.  I  may,  therefore, 
without  exaggeration,  assume  that  at  least 
one-third  of  the  ships  on  foreign  stations — 
that  is,  one-fifth  of  the  ships  in  commission 
— or  forty-five  ships,  with  a  complement  of 
about  8,000  men,  are  maintained  on  ac- 
count of  the  colonies.  Now  I  infer  from 
the  estimates,  and  from  the  returns  pre- 
sented to  the  House,  that  these  ships  will 
cost  the  country  annually,  for  wages  and 
victuals  of  crews,  wear  and  tear  of  vessels 
and  stores,  more  than  700,0002.  In  addi- 
tion to  this  sum,  we  shall  have  to  vote  this 
year,  in  the  Navy  Estimates,  65,0002.  for 
naval  establishments  in  the  colonies,  an- 
other 65,0002.  for  naval  works  and  repairs 
in  the  colonies,  and  181,0002.  for  freight 
and  other  matters  connected  with  the  con- 
veyance of  troops  to  the  colonics.  These 
sums,  added  together,  will  give  a  total  of 
above  1,000.0002.  sterling  as  the  direct 
naval  expenditure  by  Great  Britain,  on 
account  of  the  colonies  for  one  year.  To 
form  a  fair  estimate  of  the  whole  naval  ex- 
penditure by  Great  Britain,  on  account  of 
the  colonies  for  one  year,  it  will  be  ne- 
cessary to  add  to  this  sum  of  1 ,000,0001 
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2^K;/KKj/.  for  extraordioArj  expenses,  the 
tot  a)  flircct  expenditure  bj  Great  Britain 
on  Muutnui  of  the  colonies,  would  amount 
to  At  liiAHt  four  millions  a  year;  and  I  am 
iiKtlirHiil  Ut  think  that  this  is  very  much 
loNH  thnn  the  actual  annual  cost  of  the  co- 
Iniiiim  to  (iroat  Britain.  Now,  I  beg  tbe 
II (Minn  to  obnorvo,  that  the  declared  yalne 
of  Uritiiih  produce  and  manufactures  ex* 
portinl  (o  tbo  colonics  in  the  year  1844  was 
nino  luillioiis  sterling,  including  tbe  one 
luillioirH  worth  of  exports  to  Gibraltar, 
wluob  Aro  sont  to  Gibraltar  to  be  amug- 
I^IihI   into   Spain.     Therefore   the  expen- 
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pel  UB,  contrary  to  everj  sound  principle 
of  warfare,  to  scatter  instead  of  concen- 
trating our  forces.  Therefore,  in  the  event 
of  a  really  serious  struggle,  they  would, 
like  other  outposts,  in  all  probability,  be 
abandoned  to  their  fate.  Moreover,  it  is 
evident  that  we  can  only  retain  possession 
of  them  as  long  as  we  have  the  dominion 
of  the  seas;  but  having  the  dominion  of 
the  seas,  I  cannot  see  why  we  should  cover 
all  of  them  with  fortifications,  and  fill  all 
of  them  with  troops.  I  believe  a  wiser 
generation  will  hold  wiser  opinions  with 
regard  to  the  utility  of  these  possessions. 
I  will,  however,  for  the  present,  suppose 
that  some  of  them  are  of  some  use  to  the 
country,  and  proceed  to  tell  the  Hou^e 
what  they  cost  us. 

First,  Gibraltar  and  Malta :  in  1843-4 
the  total  expenditure  incun*ed  by  Great 
Britain  on  account  of  these  stations  was 
366,0002.  About  the  same  sum  is  ex- 
pended upon  them  every  year,  for  their 
garrisons  consist  of  between  five  thousand 
and  six  thousand  men  (exclusive  of  artil- 
lery and  engineers),  and  considerable  sums 
are  annually  expended  on  building  and  re- 
pairing fortifications,  naval  works,  &c.  It 
is  stated  in  the  navy  and  ordnance  esti- 
mates of  this  year,  that  the  works  now  in 
progress  in  these  two  colonies  will  cost  us 
460,0002.  I  will  not  ask  whether  they  are 
worth  the  price  we  pay  for  them.  But  I  do 
question  the  utility  of  protecting  the  Ionian 
Islands  with  two  thousand  five  hundred 
troops,  at  a  cost  to  this  country  of  about 
130,0002.  a  year,  which  is  somewhat  more 
than  the  declared  value  of  our  exports  to 
those  islands  in  1844.  When  England 
first  became  the  protecting  sovereign  of 
the  Ionian  States,  it  was  on  the  express 
condition  that  a  portion  at  least  of  their 
military  expense  should  be  borne  by  the 
States;  the  sum  to  be  paid  was  subse- 
quently fixed  at  35,5002.  a  year.  In  1842 
the  Ionian  States  were  122,0002.  in  ar- 
rear;  and  I  believe  the  arrears  are  still 
greater  at  present.  We  have  spent  large 
sums  on  military  works  at  Corfu,  and  a 
grant  of  12,8732.  is  to  be  proposed  this 
year  to  complete  some  of  these  works. 
Therefore  our  military  stations  in  the  Me- 
diterranean require  about  eight  thousand 
troops,  and  they  cost  us  at  least  half  a 
million  a  year,  exclusive  of  any  portion  of 
the  expense  of  the  fleet  in  the  Mediterra- 
nean. That  fleet,  on  the  average  of  the 
last  five  years,  has  consisted  of  twenty- 
three  ships,  with  a  complement  of  5,000 
men,  the  expense  of  which,  for  wages, 


victuals,  wear  and  tear,  may  be  reckoned 
at  half  a  million  a  year.  The  declared 
value  of  our  exports  to  these  stations  is 
about  1,400,0002.,  of  which  nearly  a  mil- 
lion  is  a  smuggling  trade  through  Gibral* 
tar  into  Spain. 

I  next  proceed  to  the  Bermudas.  Since 
the  Peace  we  have  expended  there  upwards 
of  600,0002.  (exclusive  of  the  cost  of  con- 
vict labour)  on  navy  and  ordnance  works 
alone ;  and  it  is  now  estimated  that  to 
complete  these  works  a  further  sum  of 
160,0002.  will  be  required.  At  the  Ber- 
mudas  there  is  a  garrison  of  one  thousand 
two  hundred  men,  at  a  cost  (exclusive  of 
the  expense  for  convicts)  of  about  90,(X)02. 
a  year.  Now,  what  is  the  use  of  such 
costly  establishments  aqd  fortifications  on 
these  worthless  rocks  ?  It  is  said  that  the 
Bermudas  are  useful  as  a  means  of  aggres* 
sion  against  the  United  States,  and  that 
we  have  garrisoned  them  and  fortified 
them  lest  the  United  States  should  take 
possession  of  them.  I  believe  the  United 
States  would  not  accept  of  them  as  a  gift. 
They  are  chiefly  used  as  a  comfortable  re- 
sidence for  the  admiral  on  the  North 
American  station,  for  whom  it  is  proposed 
to  build  a  house  at  a  cost  of  about 
15,0002. 

I  next  proceed  to  St.  Helena,  which 
costs  us  in  civil  and  military  expenditure 
about  40,0002.  a  year,  and  to  the  colonies 
on  the  western  coast  of  Africa,  which  in  a 
similar  manner  cost  us  about  52,0002.  a 
year.  These  colonies  are  not,  strictly 
speaking,  military  stations,  nor  are  they 
of  much  commercial  importance ;  their 
main  object  is  to  impede  the  slave  trade. 
The  fleet  which  we  had  last  year  upon  this 
station  consisted  of  twenty-four  ships,  with 
259  guns,  and  a  complement  of  2,781 
men,  and  its  cost  was  returned  to  Par- 
liament for  wages,  victuals  of  crews, 
and  wear  and  tear  of  ships,  at  301,6282. 
a  year.  Besides  these  sums  we  generally 
expend  about  80,000/.  a  year  on  other 
matters  connected  with  what  is  called  the 
suppression  of  the  slave  trade.  There- 
fore, at  least  half  a  million  a  year  is  the 
direct  expenditure  by  Great  Britain  in  the 
vain  attempt  to  put  a  stop  to  that  traffic. 
It  may  not  be  proper  to  include  all  this 
under  the  head  of  colonial  expenditure; 
but,  nevertheless,  I  may  be  permitted  to 
express  my  belief  that  it  is  a  most  useless 
expenditure,  and  to  recommend  Parliament 
to  abandon  it,  together  with  the  colony  of 
Sierra  Leone,  and  the  other  stations  on 
the  west  coast  of  Africa,  and  thus  to  saye 
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the  eonntry  an  ouUaj  of  at  least  450»0002. 
a  year. 

I  DOW  arrive  at  the  colony  of  the  Cape 
of  Good  Hope  (the  area  of  which  is  con- 
siderably liu^r  than  that  of  the  united 
kingdom).  It  may  be  looked  upon  as  a 
commercial  colony  as  well  as  a  military 
station.  As  a  commercial  colony,  it  is 
not  of  much  importance.  In  1844,  the 
declared  Talne  of  our  exports  to  it  was 
only  458,0002. »  and  our  imports  from  it 
were  258,000i.  The  difference  was  made 
up  by  the  military  expenditure  of  Great 
Britain,  which  for  1843-4  amounted  to 
294,0002.,  or  more  than  fifty  per  cent  on 
cor  exports.  In  that  year,  the  number 
of  troops  in  the  colony  was  2,951  rank 
and  file;  last  year,  the  number  was  at  one 
time  5,470  rank  and  file.  This  increase 
was  in  consequence  of  the  Kaffir  war;  and 
for  the  same  reason  the  fleet  on  this  sta- 
tion was  increased  to  nine  ships,  with  a 
complement  of  1,700  men,  which  fleet 
most  have  cost  this  country  at  the  rate  of 
170,0002.  a  year.  For  that  war  we  have 
alreadT  paid  1,100,0002.,  and,  in  all  pro- 
liabOity,  800,0002.  or  900,0002.  more  will 
be  required  to  close  the  account.  The 
Home  will  not  be  astonished  at  this  cxpcn- 
ditare  when  it  is  informed,  in  the  words  of 
Sir  Harrj  Smith,  '*  that  in  the  last  bit  of 
a  bmsh  with  a  Kafir  chief  called  Sand- 
iiiDi,  56,«Xk»2.  were  expended  in  waggon 
lure  alone."  One  word  with  regard  to 
that  war,  for  it  is  a  striking  instance  of 
the  pranks  that  colonial  governors  can 
jilax,  of  the  little  control  that  the  Secre- 
XMTv  k£  State  for  the  Colonies  can  exercise 
over  them,  and  of  the  danger  to  wliieh 
till*  conntrv  is  perpetually  exposed,  under 
the  presem  colonial  system,  of  having  vast 
Bums  of  money  expended  upon  a  worthless 
colony.  The  Cape  of  Good  Hope  is  the 
Algeria  of  England.  The  Kafir  war  which 
bab  just  terminated  was,  I  believe,  the 
fourth  in  the  last  thirty  years.  The  one 
which  ]»receded  it  is  said  to  have  cost  this 
country  half  a  million  sterling.  All  these 
wars  have  originated  from  nearly  the  same 
cause,  namely,  cattle  stealing  along  a  fron- 
tier of  u]>wards  of  700  miles.  Sometimes 
the  Kafirs  stole,  or  were  accused  of  steal- 
ing, the  cattle  of  the  colonists;  the  colo- 
nists retaliated;  then  they  came  to  blows; 
bloi>d  was  shed;  the  colonial  government 
intfrfered;  a  large  expenditure  of  public 
money  ensued,  to  be  paid  for  out  of  the 
imperial  treasury.  This  was  the  case  in 
the  last  war.  With  regard  to  the  origin 
of  that  war,  thoro  is  a  great  difference  of 


opinion.  Some  persons,  apparently  with 
great  reason,  ascribe  it  to  the  discontinu- 
ance of  the  system  of  Sir  B.  D 'Urban, 
and  the  adoption  of  the  mistaken  poliey 
of  the  missionaries  ;  and  they  maintain 
that  the  war  was  inevitable,  and  only  too 
long  delayed  by  attempts  to  conciliate  the 
Kafirs.  •  Other  persons,  with  much  show 
of  reason,  ascribe  its  origin  and  its  ill  suc- 
cess to  the  haste  and  indiscretion  of  the 
Governor,  Sir  P.  Maitland.  However  tlua 
may  be,  the  immediate  cause  of  the  war 
was  this  :  a  Kafir  on  the  frontier  atole  an 
axe.  He  was  arrested  and  sent  off  to 
prison.  On  the  road  a  rescue  was  attempt- 
ed; a  conflict  ensued;  on  the  one  side  a 
Kafir,  on  the  other  side  a  Hottentot  con- 
stable were  slain,  and  the  prisoner  was 
rescued.  Application  was  then  made  to 
certain  Kafir  chiefs  to  give  up  the  offen- 
ders. They  refused,  on  the  grounds  that 
the  colonial  authorities  were  not  entitled 
by  treaty  to  send  a  Kafir  to  prison  for 
such  a  trifle  as  stealing  an  axe,  and  that 
the  blood  of  the  Hottentot  had  been  paid 
for  in  the  blood  of  the  Kafir  first  killed; 
and  they  entreated  the  Governor  not  to  be 
in  haste  with  forces,  but  to  have  a  talk 
about  the  matter  and  try  to  understand  it. 
However,  the  Governor  at  once  haatened 
to  the  frontier;  by  his  orders  Kafiriand 
was  invaded;  but  every  arrangement  was 
so  ill  made  that  our  troops  were  repalaed; 
twice  our  baggage  waggons  were  cut  off; 
and  the  victorious  Kafirs,  in  their  turn,  in- 
vaded the  colony.  For  months  Sir  P. 
Maitland  lived  in  the  bush,  enduring  (ae- 
cording  to  his  own  account)  unheard-of 
hardships,  when  he  was  very  properly  an- 
perscded.  Great  was  the  amazement  and 
indignation  of  his  successor.  Sir  Henry 
Pottinger,  at  the  state  of  afiairs  which  he 
discovered  in  the  colony.  He  deolaref 
that  he  cannot  give  an  '*  adequate  idea  of 
the  confusion,  unauthorised  eiponae,  and 
(as  he  believed)  attendant  peculation  which 
had  obtained.*'  In  that  peculation  it  is 
rumoured  that  men  of  high  station  were 
implicated.  Numerous  instances  of  reck- 
less expenditure  are  stated  in  Sir  Henry's 
despatches.  One  of  a  settlement  on  the 
Kat  River,  where  the  few  inhabitants  were, 
on  the  plea  of  defending  the  frontier,  re* 
coiving  rations  at  the  rate  of  21,0001.  a 
Y04ir.  Another  in  the  vicinity  of  a 
st^ition  called  Block  Drift,  where  ta> 
tions  had  been  regularly  given  to  a 
number  of  Kafirs,  who  had  been  fight- 
ing against  us.  Sir  Henrj  attempted 
to  put  a  stop  to  tiiese  abuses;  and  tha  wir 
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seemed  to  be  drawing  to  a  close,  when, 
unfortunately,  fourteen  goats  were  lost. 
They  were  tracked  across  the  frontier  into 
the  territory  of  a  Kafir  chief;  he  was  re- 
quired to  restore  them,  and  to  give  up  the 
supposed  thief.  Twelve  of  the  goats  were 
immediately  sent  back;  but  the  chief  de- 
nied all  knowledge  of  the  other  two,  and  of 
the  thief,  if  there  were  one.  Sir  Henry 
Pottinger  was  not  satisfied.  He  ordered  a 
secret  expedition  into  Kafirland,  to  sur- 
prise the  chief  in  question.  The  expedi- 
tion, as  usual,  failed;  the  chief  escaped; 
the  troops  retreated,  after  having  killed  a 
few  Kafirs,  and  carried  off  some  head  of 
cattle;  and  the  war  was  kindled  afresh. 
Throughout,  Sir  Henry  Pottinger  was 
thwarted  by  a  divided  command;  and  the 
greater  portion  of  his  troops  were  unsuited 
for  the  service  which  they  had  to  perform. 
For  instance,  old  officers  of  tho  Peninsula, 
accustomed  to  regular  warfare,  were  intent 
upon  displaying  their  strategic  skill  in  a 
contest  with  savages;  heavy  dragoons, 
mounted  upon  chargers,  armed  with  rifles 
impossible  to  load  on  horseback;  and  Eng- 
lish regiments,  with  their  ordinary  clothing 
and  accoutrements,  had,  under  the  burning 
sun  of  Africa,  to  attack  Kafirs  skulking  in 
a  bush  all  but  impenetrable  to  Europeans. 
In  such  a  war,  seven  British  regiments, 
with  artillery  and  engineers,  were  not  a 
match  for  half  the  number  of  naked  sa- 
vages armed  with  assegais.  The  war 
would  never  have  been  brought  to  a  close, 
had  it  not  been  for  the  colonial  corps,  who, 
composed  of  Hottentots,  led  on  by  brave 
and  energetic  young  English  officers,  fol- 
lowed the  spoor  of  the  Kafirs,  captured 
their  cattle,  and  hunted  them  down  like 
wolves.  By  these  means.  Sir  Henry  Pot- 
tinger brought  the  war  to  a  close  just  as 
he  was  succeeded  by  Sir  H.  Smith.  Sir 
H.  Smith,  in  addition  to  other  marvellous 
feats,  has  made  the  Kafir  chiefs  kiss  his 
foot,  has  proclaimed  himself  their  only  In- 
kosi  Inkulu  (great  chief),  and  has  added, 
on  the  north  of  the  colony,  some  40,000 
square  miles  (about  the  size  of  England) 
of  as  barren  a  desert  (to  use  the  words  of 
the  surveyor  general)  as  is  to  be  found 
upon  the  earth's  crust.  Thus  the  loss  of 
one  axe  and  two  goats  on  the  frontier  of 
the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  has  cost  this  coun- 
try a  couple  of  millions  sterling.  I  attach 
no  blame  to  Lord  Grey  or  his  predecessor 
on  account  of  this  war;  it  is  clear  from 
their  despatches — I  trust  they  will  pardon 
me  for  saying  it — that  they  were  helpless 
and  Ignorant;  and  I  believe  Lord  Grey  was 


as  much  astonished  as  any  man  when  he 
heard  the  amount  of  the  bill  to  be  paid»  I 
warn  the  House,  however,  that,  under  the 
existing  system,  there  is  no  reason  what* 
ever  why,  every  four  or  five  years,  there 
should  not  be  a  sunilar  war,  with  a  similar 
bill  to  pay.  For,  with  a  frontier  of  about 
700  miles  in  extent,  causes  of  war  with 
the  neighbouring  savages  will  perpetually 
recur.  In  the  colony,  such  a  war  is  most 
popular,  and  is  wished  for  on  account  of 
the  lavish  expenditure  of  Great  Britain; 
and  every  effort  is  made  to  prolong  its  du- 
ration. There  is  but  one  means  of  secu* 
ring  our  purses  for  the  future,  namely,  by 
withdrawing  our  troops  from  the  frontier, 
and  letting  the  colonists  distinctly  under- 
stand that  they  must  defend  themselves, 
and  pay  the  cost  of  such  defence.  Then 
they  will  have  the  strongest  motives  to 
prevent  the  commencement  and  to  hasten 
the  termination  of  a  Kafir  war.  In  return 
for  so  doing,  they  should  receive  free  in- 
stitutions, and  have  complete  control  over 
their  own  expenditure.  Then  1,000  troops 
would  be  a  sufficient  garrison  for  Cape 
Town;  and  in  ordinary  years,  there  might 
be  a  saving  at  the  Cape,  in  military  expen- 
diture alone,  to  the  amount  of  at  least 
200,000^.  a  year.  If,  however,  public 
money  be  to  be  spent  at  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope,  it  would  be  better  both  for  this 
country  and  for  the  colony  that  it  should 
be  spent  on  emigration.  I  believe  that 
about  10^.  a  head  is  sufficient  to  defray 
the  expense  of  sending  emigrants  to  that 
colony.  Now,  the  direct  military  expendi- 
ture by  Great  Britain  on  account  of  the 
colonies  is  at  the  rate  of  601.  a  year  for 
each  soldier  in  the  colonies.  Therefore,  if 
we  were  to  reduce  our  military  force  at 
the  Cape  by  1,500  men,  and  were  to  send 
there,  in  their  stead,  9,000  emigrants  a 
year,  there  would,  in  all  probabihty,  be  a 
reduction  in  our  expenditure  on  account  of 
that  colony;  and  the  rapid  increase  of  po- 
pulation would  enable  the  colonists  to  guard 
their  frontier  effectually  against  the  Kafirs. 
From  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  I  proceed 
to  the  Mauritius,  which  may  likewise  be 
looked  upon,  to  a  certain  extent,  as  a  com- 
mercial colony.  The  declared  value  of 
the  exports  to  it  of  British  produce  was 
285,000^.  in  1844.  The  whole  expendi- 
ture by  Great  Britain  in  1843-44  on  ac- 
count of  this  colony  was  92,000/.  I  should 
think  that  it  costs  somewhat  more  at  pre- 
sent; for  we  have  about  2,000  troops  at  the 
Mauritius,  and  we  are  going  to  improve  the 
defences  of  the  island,  at  the  estimated  cost 
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of  150,0002.  Where  is  the  necessity  for 
keeping  this  amount  of  military  force  at 
the  Manritios?  Is  it  in  order  to  keep 
down  the  planters?  It  is  true,  they  are 
discontented  and  overburdened  by  taxation; 
hat  the  best  plan  would  be  to  bestow  upon 
them  free  institutions,  and  to  give  them 
complete  control  over  their  expenditure; 
then  1,000  men — which  was  about  the 
amount  of  the  military  force  in  that  colony 
in  1826— -would  be  an  ample  garrison^ 

From  the  Mauritius  I  should  proceed  to 
Hong-Kong;  but,  first,  I  will  stop  for  a 
moment  at  Ceylon.  As  Ceylon  is  neither 
a  military  station  nor  a  colony  properly  so 
called,  but  is  a  subjugated  territory  of  the 
same  kind  as  our  possessions  in  India,  it 
appears  to  me  that  it  would  be  better  go- 
Tomed  by  the  East  India  Company  than 
by  the  Colonial  Office,  in  which  case  we 
should  have  nothing  to  pay  for  the  troops 
in  that  island.  In  1843-4,  the  milituy 
expenditure  by  Great  Britain  amounted  to 
110,0002.,  in  addition  to  a  military  expen- 
diture by  the  colony  of  nearly  70,0002. 
At  present,  the  military  force  in  Ceylon 
consists  of  4,000  troops,  including  colonial 
corps.  Now,  110,000/.  a  year  is  a  heary 
price  to  pay  for  a  colony,  the  declared 
value  of  our  exports  to  which  did  not  ex- 
ceed 240,0002.  in  1844.  It  is  true,  how- 
ever,  that  the  import  trade  from  Ceylon, 
atpeeially  of  coffee,  is  rapidly  increasing  in 
valae. 

I  now  arrive  at  Hong-Kong.  From  the 
1st  of  May,  1841,  when  we  took  posses- 
sion of  that  island,  up  to  the  30th  Sep- 
tember, 1846,  we  have  expended  upon  it 
314,0002.,  exclusive  of  the  sums  derived 
from  the  local  revenue.  I  find  in  the  Navy, 
Ordnance,  Commissariat,  and  MisceUane- 
ous  Estimates  for  this  year,  that  Hong- 
Kong  appears  under  sixteen  different  heads, 
for  sums  amounting  in  all  to  94,5142.;  to 
which  must  be  added  the  expense  of  pay- 
ing, clothing,  &c.,  of  1,200  troops,  which 
must  amount  to  at  least  40,0002.  a  year. 
Therefore  Hong-Kong  bids  fair  to  be  a 
costly  colony,  as,  indeed,  it  ought  to  be, 
when  the  salary  of  the  Governor  is  6,000/. 
a  year.  I  should  likewise  observe,  that  to 
the  account  of  Hong-Kong  should  be  added 
a  portion  of  the  expense  of  the  fleet  in  the 
Chinese  and  Indian  seas,  which  consists  at 
present  of  about  twenty-five  ships,  with  a 
complement  of  about  4,500  men,  and  which 
must  cost  at  least  450,0002.  a  year.  There- 
fore the  total  direct  expenditure  by  Great 
Britain  in  the  Chinese  and  Indian  seas 
cannot  be  less  than  600,0002.  a  year.     As 


the  East  India  Company  has  a  fleet  of  ita 
own  to  defend  its  own  possessions,  the 
greater  portion  of  this  expenditure  is  on 
account  of  the  trade  with  China,  which,  on 
the  average  of  the  last  four  years,  did  not 
exceed  2,000,0002.  a  year  in  British  pro- 
duce and  manufactures. 

Next,  I  have  to  inform  the  Hoose  ihat 
Labuan  appears  this  year  for  the  first  time 
in  our  estimates,  as  yet  only  in  the  Miscel- 
laneous Estimates,  for  the  sum  of  9,8272., 
2,0002.  of  which  is  the  saUry  of  lua  Ex- 
ceUency  the  Rajah  Brooke,  of  Sarawak,  to 
whose  dominions  in  Borneo  we  have  this 
year  appointed  a  consul  at  tiie  salary  of 
5002.  a  year.  Now,  as  in  these  matters 
the  first  step  is  all  the  difficulty,  we  may 
expect  in  a  year  or  two  to  see  Labvan, 
Sarawak,  and  perhaps  in  their  train  .some 
half-dozen  other  Bomeon  principalities, 
holding  conspicuous  places  in  the  Aitoj, 
Navy,  Ordnance,  as  well  as  Misoellaiieous 
Estimates.  Then  we  shall  build  banaoka 
and  fortifications,  and  garrison  tbon  widi 
a  few  troops.  The  troops  will  create  a  de- 
mand for  a  small  quantity  of  British  pro- 
dnce  and  manufactures.  To  proteet  the 
trade  thus  arising,  a  ship  or  two  of  war 
will  be  stationed  in  the  neighbonrliood. 
Thus,  in  proportion  to  the  increase  of  the 
public  expenditure,  will  be  the  increase  of 
the  traffic,  till  at  length  we  shall  be  in- 
formed that  the  British  merchant  is  eany- 
ing  a  flourishing  conmierce  with  these  set- 
tlements, at  the  usual  cost  to  the  nation  of 
ten  shillings  in  every  pound  sterling  of  her 
exports.  This  is  the  most  approved  Colo- 
nial Office  fJEishion  of  colonising  and*  erea- 
ting  a  colonial  trade — very  different  from 
the  old  English  mode. 

I  will  now  conclude  the  catalogue  of  the 
military  stations  with  the  Falkland  Islands. 
On  that  dreary,  desolate,  and  windj  spot, 
where  neither  com  nor  trees  can  grow, 
long  wisely  abandoned  by  ns,  we  have, 
since  1841,  expended  upwards  of  35»000l.; 
we  have  a  civil  establishment  there  at  the 
cost  of  5,0002.  a  year;  a  Oovemor  wbo 
has  erected  barracks  and  other  **  ne 
sary  "  buildings,  well  loop-holed  for 
ketry;  and  being  hand  up  fbr  oa^,  be 
issued  a  paper  currency,  not,  bowe?er» 
with  the  approbation  of  the  Colonial  Ofltoe. 

Thus  it  appears  that  our  twelve  militaiy 
stations  and  Ceylon  contain  ahoat  32»000 
troops;  and  that  portion  of  their  civil  and 
military  expenditure  which  is  defrmjed  bj 
Great  Britain  amounts  to  at  least  1,300,000(. 
a  year,  exclusive  of  extraordinaiy  expendi- 
ture for  Kafir  wars,  Ao.,  wfaiehy  on  Ae 
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average  of  the  last  ten  years,  may  be  put 
down  at  much  more  than  100,0006.  a  year. 
To  these  sums  must  be  added  a  portion  of 
the  cost  of  the  four  large  fleets  which  are 
stationed  at  or  in  the  yioinity  of  the  mili- 
tary stations,  namely,  on  the  Mediterra- 
nean, the  African,  the  Cape,  and  the  Chi- 
nese stations.  These  fleets  consist  at 
present  of  ninety-three  ships,  with  a  com- 
plement of  18,000  men,  and  must  cost  a 
million  and  a  half  a  year  for  wages  and 
victuals  of  crews,  and  wear  and  tear  of 
vessels. 

What  I  propose  to  the  House  is  this : 
to  withdraw  our  military  protection  from 
the  Ionian  States;  to  dispense  with  our 
stations  and  fleet  on  the  west  coast  of 
Africa;  to  reduce  our  establishments  at 
the  Cape  and  the  Mauritius,  and  to  be- 
stow upon  those  colonies  free  institu- 
tions ;  to  transfer  Ceylon  to  the  East 
India  Company;  to  keep  a  sharp  watch 
over  the  expenditure  for  Hong-Kong, 
Labuan,  and  Sarawak;  and  to  acknow- 
ledge the  claim  of  Buenos  Ayres  to  the 
Falkland  Islands.  Then  10,000  men,  in- 
stead of  22,000,  would  be  sufficient  to 
garrison  the  military  stations  in  the  fol- 
lowing manner ;  6,000  for  Malta  and  Gib- 
raltar ;  4,000  for  Bermuda,  the  Cape,  the 
Mauritius,  and  Hong-Kong.  If  this  were 
done,  there  would  be  a  reduction  in  mili- 
tary and  naval  expenditure  to  the  amount 
of  at  least  a  million  a  year  for  the  military 
stations  alone. 

I  now  come  to  the  colonies,  properly  so 
called,  which  have  been  planted  in  North 
America,  the  West  Indies,  and  Australasia. 
For  what  purposes,  I  ask,  were  colonies 
originally  planted  by  England?  What 
benefit  does  this  country  derive  from  her 
dominion  over  her  colonies  ?  Our  ances- 
tors would  have  answered  these  questions 
in  the  following  manner.  They  would 
have  told  us,  how  a  little  more  than  two 
centuries  ago  some  of  the  inhabitants  of 
this  island,  being  uneasy  at  home,  had 
migrated  to  America;  they  were  prudent 
and  energetic  men,  of  the  true  Anglo- 
Saxon  breed,  which  is  best  fitted  to  wage 
war  with  the  savage  and  the  forest;  and 
being  left  alone,  Siey  flourished;  and  in 
the  course  of  a  few  years,  without  costing 
one  farthing  to  this  country,  they  became 
a  numerous  and  a  thriving  people.  Then 
the  shopkeepers  and  other  traders  of 
England  wished  to  secure  their  custom, 
and,  according  to  the  notions  of  the  day, 
they  petitioned  Parliament  that  the  colo- 
nista  should  be  confined  to  the  EngliBh 


shop;  first,  for  buying  all  the  goods  th^ 
wanted  in  Europe;  secondly,  for  selling  aU 
such  parts  of  their  colonial  produce  as  the 
English  traders  might  find  it  convenient  to 
buy.  Parliament  acceded  to  this  request. 
Tbence  the  old  system  of  colonial  mono* 
poly,  which  was  the  sole  end  and  aim  of 
the  dominion  which  England  assumed  over 
her  colonies.  To  maintain  that  monopoly 
and  that  dominion,  vast  sums  were  expend- 
ed, costly  wars  were  waged,  and  huge  mili- 
tary and  naval  establishments  were  k«pt 
up;  but  it  was  always  supposed  that  the 
expense  thus  incurred  was  repaid  by  the 
benefits  derived  from  the  monopoly  of  the 
colonial  trade.  I  will  not  attempt  to  strike 
the  balance  of  past  profit  or  loss.  It  is 
evident,  however,  that  with  the  abandon- 
ment of  colonial  monopoly,  the  arguments 
in  favour  of  colonial  dominion,  which  were 
derived  from  that  monopoly,  must  likewise 
be  abandoned.  Now,  to  monopoly  free  trade 
has  succeeded,  and  the  last  relio  of  the  co- 
lonial system,  in  the  shape  of  the  naviga* 
tion  laws,  is  about  to  perish.  Our  colonies 
are  free  to  trade  with  whom  they  will,  and 
in  what  manner  they  will.  Therefore,  they 
will  only  trade  with  us  when  they  can  dio 
so  more  profitably  with  us  than  with  other 
countries.  Therefore,  as  far  as  trade  is 
concerned,  the  colonies  are  become  virtu- 
ally independent  States,  except  that  they 
may  not  enact  laws  to  restrain  their  inha- 
bitants from  buying  from  us,  or  selling  to 
us,  if  it  be  for  their  interest  so  to  do.  It 
is  evident,  however,  that  if  the  colonies 
were  independent  States,  they  never  would 
be  so  foolish  as  to  prevent  their  inhabit- 
ants from  selling  to  us;  but  it  may  be  said 
that  they  might  be  so  foolish  as  to  prevent 
their  inhabitants  from  buying  from  us.  If 
this  be  all  the  mischief  which,  as  far  as 
trade  is  concerned,  is  to  be  apprehended 
from  the  colonies  becoming  independent 
States;  then  it  follows  that  all  the  benefit 
which,  as  far  as  trade  is  concerned,  we 
derive  from  the  sums  which  we  expend  on 
colonial  dominion,  consists  in  the  power 
which  we  thereby  possess  of  averting  the 
possibility  of  the  colonies  enacting  hostile 
tariffs  against  our  produce  and  manufac- 
tures. The  amount  of  this  benefit  must 
evidently  depend  upon  the  value  of  our 
export  trade  to  the  colonies.  Now,  the 
declared  value  of  the  export  of  British  pro- 
duce and  manufactures  to  the  North  Ame- 
rican, West  Indian,  and  Australasian  colo- 
nies for  the  year  1844  (last  complete  re- 
turn) was  about  6,000,000Z.;  the  direct 
expenditure  by  Great  Britain,  on  account 
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of  those  colonics,  cannot  be  less  than  two 
millions  sterling  a  year.     I  ask,  is  it  worth 
our  while  to  spend  a  couplc][of  millions  a 
year  to  guard  against  the  possibility  of  a 
diminution  in  an  export  trade  of  6,000,0002. 
a  year?     I  put  this  question  to  any  mer- 
cantile man :  would  it  be  worth  his  while 
to  pay  6s.  Sd,  in  the  pound  on  the  value  of 
his  goods,  to  secure  that  those  goods  shall 
freely  compete  with  the  goods  of  other  na- 
tions in  the  markets  of  the  North  American, 
West  Indian,  and  Australasian  colonies? 
And  if  it  be  not  worth  his  while,  is  it  worth 
our  while  to  pay  it  for  him  ?     This  is  un- 
doubtedly a  great  and  marvellous  empire, 
in  many  respects  unparalleled  in  history, 
but  in  no  respect  more  marvellous  than 
with  reference    to    its  colonies.      Every 
other  nation  has  attempted,  in  some  shape 
or  form,  to  draw  tribute  from  its  colonies; 
but  England,  on  the  contrary,  has  paid 
tribute  to  her  colonies.     She  has  created 
and  maintained,  at  an  enormous  expense, 
an  extensive  colonial  empire  for  the  sole 
purpose  of  buying  customers  for  her  shop- 
keepers.    This  (as  Adam  Smith  has  justly 
observed)  was  the  project,  not  of  a  nation 
of  shopkeepers,  but  of  a  Government  influ- 
enced by  shopkeepers.      It  may  be  said 
that  I  have  omitted  to  consider  the  value 
of  the  import  trade  from  the  colonies,  which 
is  equal  to  the  value  of  the  export  trade; 
but  no  one  fears  that  the  colonics  would, 
if  they  became  independent  States,  refuse 
to  sell  to  us;  they  would  only  be  too  happy 
80  to  do.     We  jdo  not,  therefore,  require 
colonial   dominion   in   order  to  buy  from 
them;  and  in  fact,  we  do  not  really  require 
colonial  dominion  even  to  sell  to  them ;  for 
if  we  buy  from  them,  it  would  be  for  their 
interest  to  receive  payment  in  our  produce 
and  manufactures,  if  cheaper  than  those  of 
other  countries,  and  that  interest  would  in 
the  long  run  prevail.     It  does  appear  to 
me,  therefore,  to  be  a  manifest  absurdity 
to  spend  vast  sums  of  money  on  colonial 
dominion  for  the  purpose  of  securing  free 
trade  with  the  colonies.     I  now  ask  is  this 
large  colonial  expenditure  by  Great  Britain 
necessary  in   order  to  maintain  the  con- 
nexion   between    Great   Britain   and    her 
colonies,  which  shall  secure  free  trade  be- 
tween them,  and  the  other  benefits  which 
I  do  believe  Great  Britain  may  derive  from 
her  colonies  ?     I  must  be  permitted  to  con- 
sider these  questions  separately  with  re- 
gard to  each  of  the  three  great  divisions  of 
the  colonies. 

In   the  North   American  colonies,    the 
military  force  amounts   to   about    9,000 


men.     The  military  expenditure  by  Great 
Britain,  for  the  year  1843-4,  was  698,0001. 
The  civil  expenditure  by  Great  Britaia  for 
the  same  year  was  34,0002. ;  this  sam  in- 
cluded an  annual  charge  of  about  12,0002. 
for  the  North  American  clergy,  and  of  about 
15,0002.  for  the  Indian  department.     The 
whole  direct  expenditure  by  Great  Britain 
for  that  year  was  returned  to  Parliament 
at  736,6912.     To  this  sum  must  be  added 
a  portion  of  the  expense  of  the  packet  ser- 
vice, which  costs  145,0002.  a  year;  and  a 
portion  of  the  expense  of  the  fleet  on  the 
North  American  and  West  Indian  station, 
which,  on  the  average  of  the  last  ten  years, 
must  have  cost  300,000/.  a  year.     When 
it  is  remembered  that  in  addition  to  these 
sums.    Parliament  specially  granted,    in 
the    interval    between    1838   and   1843, 
2,096,0462.  on  account  of  the  insnneetipn 
in  Canada;  in  1846,  50,0002.  to  8a£l^|| 
by  fire  at  Quebec  and  St.  John's;  and  ij 
other  years,  smaller  sums  on  aecoont  of 
Rideau    Canal,    canal    communicaiion    in 
Canada;  militia  and  volunteers  in  Canada, 
<S&c.  &c.,  which   in  the  interval  between 
1835  and  1847,  amounted  to  193,1741, 
it  follows  that  the  North  American  colo- 
nies have  cost  Great  Britain  at  the  rate  of 
at  least  a  million  sterling  a  year  during  the 
last  ten  years,  and  at  present  thw  mmi 
cost  at  least  800,0002.  a  year.     £^v,  on 
the  average  of  the  Ave  years  ending  with 
1844,  the  declared  value  of  British  pro- 
duce and  manufactures  exported    to  the 
North  American  colonies  was  2,6OO,000L 
a  year.      Is  it  worth  our  while  to  pay 
800,000^.  a  year,  that  is,  30  per  cent  on 
these  exports,  to  guard  against  the  possi- 
bility of  some  diminution  in  that  trade! 
For  what  purpose  do  we  keep  9,000  troops 
in  North  America  ?     Is  it  to  nroteot  the 
colonists  against  the  United  iSiates?     Bnt 
if  they  are  loyal  at  heart  they  are  strong 
enough   to   protect   themselyes;    if   thej 
are  disloyal,   twice  9,000  men   will  not 
keep  them  down.     But  suppose  thej  were 
to  separate  from  us,  and  to  form  indepen- 
dent States,  or  even  to  join  the  United 
States,  would  they  not  become  more  pro- 
fitable as  colonies  than  they  are  at  present! 
The  United  States  of  Amerioa  are,  in  the 
strict  signification  of  the  word,  still  ookh 
nies  of  Great  Britain,  as  Carthage  was  a 
colony  of  Tyre,  and  the  cities  of  Ionia  and 
Sicily  were  colonies  of  Greece;  for  the  w«d 
colony  does  not  necessarily  imply  depen- 
dency,   but    merely   a   commnnitj  com- 
posed of  persons  who  have  remoTed  from 
one  country  and  settled  in  another^  lor  te 
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purpose  of  enltlTaiing  it.  Now,  our  colo- 
nies (as  1  ynJl  term  them)  of  the  United 
Stitas  are  in  every  point  9f  view  more 
usefol  !•  us  than  all  our  other  colonies  put 
together.  In  1844,  we  exported  to  the 
United  States  produce  and  manufactures 
to  the  yalue  of  8,000,000{.;  an  amount 
equal  to  the  whole  of  our  real  export  trade 
to  all  our  colonial  dominions,  which  we 
geyem  at  a  cost  of  4,000,0002.  a  year; 
while  the  United  States  cost  us  for  consular 
and  diplomatic  services  not  more  than 
15,0002.  a  year;  and  not  one  ship  of  war 
is  required  to  protect  our  trade  with  the 
United  States;  in  fact,  a  British  ship  of 
war  is  very  rarely  seen  off  the  coasts  of 
the  United  States.  Again,  more  emi- 
grants go  directly  from  this  country  to  the 
United  States  than  to  all  our  other  colo- 
nies put  together.  In  the  last  ten  years, 
acconling  to  the  returns  of  the  Emigration 
Commissioners,  1,042,000  emigrants  left 
this  country,  of  which  number  552,000 
went  direoUy  to  the  United  States ;  how 
many  went  indirectly  through  Canada,  I 
cannot  undertake  to  say.  Last  year 
251,0000  persons  emigrated  from  Great 
Britam  to  North  America,  142,000  of 
whom  went  directly  to  the  United  States, 
the  remaining  109,000  to  the  colonies. 
At  present  it  is  considered  that  colonies 
are  chiefly  useful  as  affording  markets  for 
our  produce  and  outlets  for  our  population. 
It  is  evident  that  in  both  these  respects 
independent  colonies  are  as  useful  as  de- 
pendent ones.  I  do  not,  however,  propose 
to  abandon  the  North  American  colonies; 
but  if  we  are  compeUed  to  choose  between 
the  alternative  of  the  continuation  of  the 
present  vast  expenditure  and  that  of  aban- 
doning these  colonies,  it  is  evident  that  the 
latter  alternative  would  be  the  more  pro- 
fitable one  in  an  economical  point  of  view. 
But  I  maintain,  that  if  we  govern  our 
North  American  colonies  as  we  ought  to 
govern  them,  follow  out  rigorously  the 
principle  of  responsible  government,  and 
leave  them  to  manage  their  own  affairs, 
uncontroUed  by  the  Colonial  Office,  we  may 
with  safety  diminish  our  military  force  and 
expenditure,  and  they  will  willingly  con- 
tinue to  be  our  fellow- subjects. 

In  the  West  Indies  the  military  force 
amounts  to  about  six  thousand  men.  In 
the  year  1843-4,  the  military  expenditure 
was  513,3862. ;  the  civil  expenditure  was 
74,4622.  This  civil  expenditure  consists 
of  an  annual  charge  of  20,3002.  for  eccle- 
siastical establishments,  of  about  18,0002. 
for  the  salaries  of  governors*  and  of  about 
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35,0002.  for  the  salaries  of  stipendiary 
magistrates.  The  total  amount  of  the 
direct  expenditure  incurred  by  Great  Bri- 
tain, on  account  of  these  colonies,  for 
1843-4,  has  been  returned  at  593,8342., 
or  within  a  trifle  of  what  it  was  in  1835-6. 
But  in  order  to  form  a  fair  estimate  of  the 
whole  cost  of  these  cdlonies,  we  should  add 
to  this  direct  expenditure  a  portion  of  the 
expense  of  the  fleet  on  the  North  Ameri- 
can and  West  Indian  station,  which  fleet, 
as  I  have  already  stated,  must  cost  the 
countiy  at  least  300,0002.  a  year;  a  por- 
tion, likewise,  of  the  expense  of  the  packet 
service  to  and  from  the  West  Indies,  which 
is  contracted  for  at  240,0002.  a  year;  like- 
wise somethmg  on  account  of  the  risk  of 
the  non- repayment  of  loans,  such  as 
50,0002.  this  year,  on  account  of  the  hur- 
ricane in  Tobago;  166,0002.  which  the 
Colonial  Office,  somewhat  usurping  the 
ordinary  functions  of  Parliament,  promised, 
without  consulting  Parliament,  to  British 
Guiana  and  Trinidad  in  February  last;  and 
the  500,0002.  with  which  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  the  city  of  London  has 
Vainly  hopped  to  appease  the  West  Indian 
interest.  How  much  of  these  loans  will 
ever  be  repaid  ?  And  we  must  likewise 
add  the  cost  of  landing  captured  negroes 
free  of  charge  in  the  West  Indies  ;  I  have 
already  mentioned  the  cost  of  capturing 
them.  I  am  afraid,  therefore,  that  our 
West  Indian  colonies  wiU,  in  future,  cost 
this  country  directly  much  more  than 
700,0002.  a  year,  which  is  just  one-fourth 
of  the  declared  value  of  our  annual  exports 
to  these  colonies,  on  the  average  of  five 
years,  ending  1844.  And  that  export 
trade  is  decreasing,  and  will  decrease  ;  for 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  value  of 
West  Indian  property  has  greatly  dimi- 
nished. I  will  not  trespass  on  the  patience 
of  the  House  by  making  any  observations 
on  the  state  of  the  West  Indies,  as  that 
subject  was  so  fully  discussed  a  short  time 
ago.  I  will  merely  remark,  that  some 
West  Indian  proprietors  have  said  that  we 
must  either  restore  the  value  of  their  pro- 
perty, by  protecting  their  sugar,  or  they 
will  throw  off  our  dominion.  Now,  if  we 
must  choose  between  these  alternatives, 
there  can  be  little  doubt  which  would  be 
the  cheaper.  For,  if  we  were  to  abandon 
those  colonies,  there  would  be  a  direct 
saving  of  700,0002.  a  year,  and  no  pro- 
tecting duty  on  sugar.  In  fact,  if  we  were 
to  make  them  a  present  of  ten  millions 
sterling,  on  condition  of  their  becoming 
independent  States,  we  should  be  gainers 
2E 
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thorobj  to  the  amount  of  at  least  350,0002. 
a  year.  Though  I  utterly  disbelieve  that 
the  West  Indian  colonies  can  ever  be  of 
tho  slifi^htost  value  to  the  country,  as  colo- 
nies, for  their  climate  is  quite  unsuited  to 
our  race,  and  tliey  will,  in  all  probability, 
booome  negro  islands,  like  Haiti;  though 
tlicy  have  been  the  most  costly,  the  most 
worthless,  and  tho  worst  managed  of  our 
colonies,  a  perpetual  drain  on  the  pockets 
of  tho  people  of  England ;  yet  I  do  not 
propose  to  abandon  them,  except  at  the 
express  wish  of  tho  colonists.  I  should 
merolT  propose  to  reduce  our  military  force 
to  half  its  present  amount,  and  to  effect  a 
saving  of  about  300,000/.  a  year. 

In  the  Australian  colonies,  including 
New  Zealand,  the  number  of  troops  must 
at  prescoit  be  about  o,000  men;  and  the 
military  ej[}H>nditure  by  Great  Britain  must 
amount  to  about  270,000/.  a  year.  The 
civil  expenditure  by  Great  Britain  for  this 
year,  according  to  the  Miscellaneous  Esti- 
mates*  will  be  about  30,000/.  a  year. 
Then^fon\  the  direct  expenditure  by  Great 
Britain,  on  account  of  these  cvilonies.  must 
amount  to  at  least  300,000/.  a  year,  ex- 
elusive  of  such  ii^ms  as  14,402/.  for  tlie 
ahandv^nment  of  Lord  Stanley *s  cv>lony  of 
Xonh  Australia:  2U.936/.  which  we  ^t 
Kmu  and  fhon  gave,  in  consequence  of 
CokMwl  Gawler *s  exmvagances  in  Sooth 
Aus:rslia:  and  I  know  not  how  much  for 
the  f\'Hae»  of  Oapsaias  HoKsod  and  Fiuroy 
ia  Xew  Z^NsUad,  who  involved  ns  in  a  wmr 
w:ih  ihe  natives  which  is  still  going  on. 
Thx*  btil  has  noi  yos  Kva  seni  in.  Will 
>X\»>\<  ^^Tvr  ::  ?  I  Am  afraid  aoi :  for 
y»,sr:k»es  o!  iiin?o  rt\::TKnts  an?  qoanorpd 
:a  :ajw  K'xvooy  :  and  5iier>»  an^  thrv>e  or 
f*»ttr  siih«^  K>£  w*r,  wi:h  a  ^^.^alp!e**e^:t  of 
jiV>«i;  cijfcx  hursirwi  =:«!.  srd:ss>iK\i  o?  the 
^v'vsst.  Ta-et5*f  sid^^  ia:isj  c<:*5,  f.-*-  w:Jkge** 
rv«.*Tt>t,>flts^  wwir  aatvi  r^dur.  Jb^.,  aK:-jt 
HV.V»X  ji  y^AT.  Now.  tl^^'^  «jkvlan^  ri!:2e 
«*<  vvrr  e\>,'jr^s  n?  ;ibe  A^siril^a  coivMi2«e*. 
ott  ti^  Avvrij^v  cJ  5ih^  £▼*  yw^rs  t'-iicr 
l>44^  wj*  o*r.ly  I^.Vv.'XVi.  a  v«ir:  r«v 
tiat:^  d?W!x  >:::::?  «r.\rvci:::iTV  c^th-  a:  ^A*.'X«.V. 

N>.*w*  *i  i:*  v>eT^4i5  ii.i3  ai:5  oc-e  srr^'i^  svH- 
>h?c  ij  rv»; *^Tvc  vi  A i«r:kl*i»  ei'.vr*  r>  lew 

i'.ec  ^A^v  '.xvc::  r^**;.:  Tvc  i::t  New  Z*rxak3il 
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New  Zeahmd,  the  military  forcd  in  the 
Australian  colonies  might  be  reduced  to 
3,000  men.     . 

Thus,  it  appears  that  the  military  force 
in  the  North  American,  West  Indian,  and 
Australian  oolonies,  amounts  to  about 
20,000  men,  and  the  ^rect  enenditure 
by  Great  Britain,  on  account  of  theae  C(^ 
nies,  to  about  2,000,000/.  a  year.  I 
should  propose  to  reduce  that  foree  to 
10,000  men,  whereof  4,000  men  would  be 
sufficient  for  North  America,  3,000  for 
the  West  Indies,  and  3,000  for  Aus- 
tralia ;  and  then,  in  my  opinion,  less  than 
1,000,000/.  a  year  would  suffice  to  defray 
the  expenses  of  those  colonies  to  Great 
Britain. 

Therefore,  the  whole  reduction  wbidi  I 
should  propose  at  present  to  make  in  that 
portion  of  the  colonial  expenditure  wbieli 
is  defrayed  by  Great  Britain  is  2,000,0001. 
a  year.  I  should  effect  that  saTing  partlT 
by  a  reduction  of  22,000  men  in  the  mOi- 
tary  force  in  the  colonies ;  partly  bj  a  re- 
duction of  the  naval  and  civil  eqienditiire 
on  account  of  the  colonies  ;  and  partfr  bj 
removing  the  causes  which  have  led  to 
Canadian  rebellions,  Kafir  and  New 
land  wars,  and  the  like.  If  this 
accomplished,  sdll,  however,  the 
would  continue  to  cost  the  large  eoBi  of 
2,000,000/.  a  year;  but  I  bdieve  tiiat  m 
further  reduction  might  uhimald^  be  i 
on  account  of  the  commercial 
indeed,  they  might  cost  us  next  to  i 
if  we  gmve  thesi  complete 
ih««r  own  affairs,  on  condition  that  tfej 
shoaM  pay  their  own  expeiMes,  Tbe  uuB- 
I  aury  stations,  however,  must  always  be  m 
i  souree  of  great  expense:  and  if  ve  ifinin 
ihem  we  must  be  content  to  par  denri^  ler 
^  our  whtstle. 

6ef>re  I  leave  ^hb  snbjcct  1 1 
;!>^  attentioc  of  dn^  Hoew  te  a  ' 
Minate  o£  1-Nh  June  lasi^ 
LiK^is  of  the  T?easc*T  ecesplain  eC 
•iefcsy  in  reodertax.  aad  csfmallT  i 
::L;r.  v'ot.^atal  a<iK>uBt5w  Mt  Lords  i 
iii?se  frvai  Ceyl'.Hi.  ^fee  ] 
^.jufid  Islaois^  V;UL  IKtieaa 
New  S.Kith  Wii»  :  sad  ^ike  C^ 
jbco:c:i:i^  fr.ai  CVisau  tbe  Cafe  sf  Geed 
ilooe.  Vja  riknaen^s  Laai.  aad  Kev 
N:c:i  WjJe**  ;i>  w^>b  I 
fr«:oi  S:.  Liiu'sa.  S?aA 
Wj^jcera  Aiwcr»Ir^  My  Li»ds 
:3*e^  ac*.va:i5s  are  w  snaa^  in  art«iar 
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'-.'-try  v'-ji;ri»:(j  aknx:?  at* 
*^v  3.ft^  cm;ftutlT  beeir  i«rr 
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I  find  tbat«  there  are,  at  present,  in  the 
Audit  Office  the  unaudited  accounts  of  ten 
years  from  the  Mauritius;  of  eight  years 
n*om  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope;  of  six  years 
from  Ceylon  ;  and  of  four  or  five  years 
from  the  other  colonies  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred. It  is  evident  that,  with  such  de- 
lay, it  is  impossible  to  exercise  an  effectual 
check  over  colonial  expenditure. 

I  shall  now  proceed  to  the  consideration 
of  that  portion  of  the  colonial  expenditure 
of  the  British  empire  which  is  defrayed  by 
the  colonies  themselves.  A  return  has 
just  been  presented  to  the  House  of  that 
expenditure  for  the  last  year,  in  which  it 
could  be  made  up.  In  most  instances  it 
is  for  the  year  1845;  it  is  not  materially 
different  from  the  returns  for  previous 
years;  I  may,  therefore,  without  any  con- 
siderable inaccuracy,  assume  that  it  repre- 
sents the  ordinary  annual  expenditure  by 
the  colonies,  and  especially  for  the  year 
1845.  From  that  return,  it  appears  that 
the  total  expenditure  by  all  the  colonies — 
excepting  Ceylon,  and  the  stations  on  the 
west  coast  of  Africa,  for  reasons  which  I 
will  presently  state ;  and  likewise  the 
Ionian  Islands,  from  which  there  was  no 
return  —  was  about  3,350,000/.  for  the 
year  1845.  The  population  of  these  colo- 
nies was  about  3,400,000  ;  therefore,  the 
annual  expenditure  was  at  the  rate  of 
19«.  Sd.  per  head  of  the  population.  The 
rate  of  expenditure,  however,  varies  con- 
siderably in  different  colonies,  according 
to  the  form  of  local  government.  It  is 
greater  or  less,  according  as  the  colonists 
have  less  or  more  control  over  their  own 
expenses.  This  is  a  most  important  fact, 
to  which  I  wish  to  call  the  especial  atten- 
tion of  the  House.  I  have  instituted  a 
comparison  between  the  rate  of  expendi- 
ture of  those  colonies  which  have,  and 
those  which  have  not,  representative  as- 
semblies. From  that  comparison  I  have 
omitted  Ceylon,  because  Ceylon  is  not  a 
colony,  properly  so  called,  but  belongs  to 
the  class  of  our  Indian  possessions;  an^  it 
is  evident  that  a  rate  of  expenditure  which 
might  be  considered  trifling  for  a  popula- 
tion composed  chiefly  of  Europeans,  might 
be  excessive  for  a  population  of  the  Cin- 
galese and  Veddahs  of  Ceylon.  I  have 
likewise  omitted  the  colonies  on  the  west 
coast  of  Africa;  for  there  is  no  account  of 
their  population  on  which  any  reliance  can 
e  placed;  and  the  Ionian  Islands  have 
also  been  omitted,  because,  as  I  have  al- 
ready said,  their  expenditure  has  not  been 
returned  to  Parliament  in  the  return  in 


question.  With  these  omissions,  I  find 
that  the  rate  of  expenditure  of  the  colonies 
with  representative  assemblies  is  less  than 
one-half  of  the  rate  of  the  expenditure  of 
the  colonics  without  representative  as- 
semblies. The  colonies,  with  representa- 
tive assemblies,  have  a  population  of  about 
2,580,000,  and  their  expenditure,  in  1846, 
was  1,930,000/.,  or  at  the  rate  of  145.  lid. 
per  head  of  their  population.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  population  of  the  colonies,  with- 
out representative  assemblies,  was  about 
820,000,  and  their  expenditure,  in  1845, 
was  1,420,000/.,  or  at  the  rate  of  1/.  Hs. 
a  head  of  their  population,  or  18*.  7d.  a 
head  more  than  in  the  colonies  with  repre- 
sentative assemblies.  I  am  convinced  that 
this  great  increase  of  the  rate  of  expendi- 
ture in  the  Crown  colonies  is  mainly  to  be 
attributed  to  the  want  of  self-government ; 
for  it  is  most  apparent  when  the  rate  of 
expenditure,  in  each  class  of  colonies,  is 
examined  and  considered  separately. 

The  rate  of  expenditure  is  the  lowest  in 
the  North  American  colonies,  where  there 
is  the  greatest  amount  of  self-government ; 
in  fact,  since  the  last  insurrection  in  Cana- 
da, and  the  establishment  of  the  doctrine 
of  responsible  government,  Canada  has  be- 
come, in  most  respects,  an  independent 
State,  except  as  far  as  the  civil  list  is  con- 
cerned, and  except  that  it  is  now  and  then 
subjected  to  some  mischievous  and  foolish 
interference  on  the  part  of  the  Colonial 
Office.  Now,  the  expenditure  of  the  North 
American  colonies  in  1845,  was  1,134,000/., 
their  population  was  1,700,000;  therefore 
the  rate  of  expenditure  was  13^.  4d.  per 
head  of  the  population,  or  Is.  7d,  less  than 
the  average  rate  of  the  colonies  with  re- 
presentative assemblies.  But  it  should  be 
remarked,  that  of  the  1,134,000/.  expend- 
ed in  1845  by  the  North  American  colo- 
nies, 500,000  was  an  extraordinary  expen- 
diture by  Canada,  on  account  of  new  works 
and  buildings,  a  large  portion  of  which  was 
defrayed  by  a  loan.  If  a  portion  of  this 
loan  be  omitted,  as  it  ought  to  be,  from 
the  annual  expenditure,  then  the  rate  of 
expenditure  by  the  North  American  colo- 
nies for  the  year  1845  would  have  been 
nearly  the  same  as  it  was  for  the  year 
1842,  when  it  amounted  to  about  9*.  a 
head  of  the  population.  Though  this  rate 
of  expenditure  is  low  as  compared  to  our 
other  colonies,  yet  it  is  about  30  per  cent 
higher  than  that  of  the  United  States  for 
similar  purposes.  The  difference  mainly 
arises  from  the  high  scale  of  salaries  paid 
to  the  higher  functionaries  in  the  North 
2E2 
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American  colonicB.  GeDenllj  EpcakiDg/ 
those  fonctionaries  reeeire  from  three  to 
foor  times  the  amount  of  the  salaries  of 
similar  functionaries  in  the  United  States. 
For  instance,  in  the  Canadas,  with  a  popu- 
lation of  1,200,000,  the  Goremor  is  paid 
7,000{.  a  year;  in  the  United  States,  the 
Prendent  has  onlj  5,000/.  a  year,  and  no 
goremor  has  more  than  1,200/.  a  year; 
in  the  State  of  New  York,  with  a  popula- 
tion of  2,600,000,  the  Goremor  only  re- 
eeires  800/.  a  year.  Again,  the  Chief 
Justices  of  Upper  and  Lower  Canada  are 
p«d  1,500/.  a  year  each,  while  the  Chan- 
cellor and  Chief  Justices  of  the  State  of 
New  York  receive  only  800/.  a  year  each. 
The  puisne  Judges  of  Canada  receire 
1,000/.  a  year  each;  those  of  New  York 
only  200/.  a  year  each.  The  Govemor  of 
Nova  Seotia  is  paid  3,500/.  a  year;  the 
Goremors  of  New  Bmnswick  and  New- 
foundland are  paid  3,000/.  a  year  each. 
In  Massachusetts,  with  a  population  much 
larger  than  that  of  the  three  last  colonies 
added  together,  the  salary  of  the  Governor 
is  only  500/.  a  year.  In  fact,  the  four 
North  American  colonies  which  I  have 
just  mentioned,  pay  2,500/.  a  year  more 
for  the  salaries  of  their  four  Governors, 
than  the  thirty  States  of  the  Union  do  for 
their  thirty  Govemors.  Now  in  the  colo- 
nies the  salaries  are  fixed  hy  the  various 
civil  lists.  These  civil  lists,  being  removed 
for  a  series  of  years  from  the  control  of 
the  representative  assemblies,  are  perpe- 
tual causes  of  quarrelling  and  discontent; 
and  there  is  always  a  dispute  going  on  be- 
tween the  Colonial  Office  and  some  colony 
or  other  on  this  subject,  which  frequently 
leads  to  the  most  unpleasant  results.  For 
instance,  the  dispute  about  the  civil  list  of 
Canada  was  one  of  the  causes  which  ulti- 
mately led  to  the  insurrection  in  that  co- 
lony; and  at  present  the  Colonial  Office  is 
involved  in  a  civil-list  quarrel  with  British 
Guiana.  In  all  these  quarrels,  the  object 
of  the  Office  is  to  keep  up  the  pay  of  its 
functionaries;  and  the  object  of  the  colo- 
nists is  a  reduction  of  expenditure.  There 
can  be  no  doubt  that  the  salaries  of  the 
higher  functionaries  in  the  colonies  are  ex- 
cessive as  compared  to  the  standard  of  the 
United  States,  which  is  the  usual  standard 
of  comparison  in  the  colonies.  For  the 
irics  of  the  Governors  of  the  tliirty 
tes  of  the  Union  amount  in  all  to  but 
00/.  a  year;  therefore  the  average  is 
,  a  year  for  the  salary  of  each  Gover- 
Now  there  are  eighteen  British  co- 
8  which  pay  for  their  own  governors; 


their  salaries  amoant  in  all  to  72,000L  » 
year;  therefore  the  average  is  4,000L  « 
year  for  the  salary  of  each  of  these  Gorcr- 
nors — or  neariy  nine  times  the  rate  of  pftj 
in  the  United  States.  In  fact,  nine  cnii 
of  the  eighteen  Govemors  in  qnestion  re- 
ceive as  much  as,  or  more  than,  the  Pzeei- 
dent  of  the  United  States.  For  instanee, 
the  Govemors  of  Canada,  the  Manritins* 
and  Ceylon,  receive  7,000/.  a  year  each; 
the  Govemor  of  Jamaica  haa  6,5001.  a 
year;  and  the  Govemors  of  GilHaltar, 
Malta,  the  Ionian  Isles,  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope,  and  New  South  Wales,  hare  5,000{. 
a  year  each.  I  do  not  think  this  xmte  of 
pay  is  too  high  for  noble  Lords  and  other 
gentlemen  of  rank  and  connexion,  when 
they  undertake  the  duties  of  govemon  of 
the  colonies;  but  if  we  are  determined  to 
employ  such  persons  in  the  colonies,  we 
ought  to  pay  for  them  ourselTeB.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  we  insist  upon  the  «nl^^iff# 
paying  their  govemors,  it  appears  to  me 
that,  with  the  exception  of  the  mOitaij 
stations,  we  should  permit  the  eokmiea  to 
elect  their  own  govemors  and  other  func- 
tionaries, and  to  pay  them  what  salaries 
they  think  fit.  Such  was,  in  olden  times, 
the  constitution  of  our  cdomes  of  Rhode 
Island,  Connecticut,  and  Massadiussets. 
And  the  honour  and  distinction  attached 
to  the  office  of  govemor  would  induce  the 
best  men  in  the  colonies  to  serve  iist  mo- 
derate salaries.  If,  however,  the  colonists 
were  to  choose,  in  any  particular  case,  » 
person  unfit  to  be  a  govemor,  thej  imild 
be  the  sufferers;  they  would  have  no  one 
but  themselves  to  blame:  but»  as  I  will 
presently  show,  it  would  he  difficult  for 
them  to  make  a  worse  choice  than  the  Co- 
lonial Office  generally  makes. 

To  return  to  the  question  of  the  compa- 
rative rates  of  expenditure  in  those  edo- 
nics  which  have,  and  those  colonies  which 
have  not  representative  governments.  In 
the  West  Indies  the  colonies  with  r^re- 
sentative  assemblies  are  Jamaica,  die 
Leeward  Islands,  the  Windward  Islands 
— with  the  exception  of  St  Lucia— and 
the  Bahamas.  Their  population  is  about 
700,000;  their  expenditure  in  1845  was 
450,000^.,  or  at  the  rate  of  \2$.  lOdL  ner 
head  of  their  population;  the  rate  of  Ja- 
maica was  13;.  Now,  compare  this  rate 
with  that  of  the  West  Indian  colonies 
without  representative  assemblies,  name- 
ly, St.  Lucia,  Honduras,  Trinidad,  and 
British  Guiana — the  Combined  Court  of 
which  cannot  with  any  propriety  be  teemed 
a  representative  assembly — ^their  popola- 
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lion  is  about  190,000;  their  expenditure, 
ezclusire  of  the  cost  of  immigration,  was 
284,000?.,  or  at  the  rate  of  H.  9«.  a  head, 
or  more  than  twice  as  much  as  that  of  the 
West  Indian  colonies  which  have  represcn- 
tatiye  assemblies.  The  salaries  of  the 
higher  functionaries  in  the  West  India  co- 
lonies are  all  excessive,  as  compared  with 
the  standard  of  the  United  States.  Twelve 
governors  and  lieutenant-governors  receive 
29,000?.  a  year,  16,000?.  of  which  are 
paid  by  the  colonists  to  five  governors. 
As  I  have  already  observed,  the  Colonial 
Office  is  involved  in  a  civil-list  dispute  with 
British  Guiana.  In  consequence  of  the 
distressed  condition  of  that  colony,  at  the 
close  of  last  year,  the  elective  members  of 
the  Court  of  Policy  proposed  a  reduction 
of  25  per  cent  upon  all  salaries  above  700 
dollars  a  year.  The  Colonial  Office  re- 
fused to  accede  to  this  proposal;  and  the 
Governor  carried  the  estimates  for  the 
year  in  the  Court  of  Policy  by  the  exercise 
of  his  double  vote.  The  Combined  Court 
then  refused  to  vote  the  supplies  for  the 
period  required  by  the  Governor.  The 
Colonial  Office  has  retaliated  upon  them 
for  this  conduct  by  stopping  immigration 
to  British  Guiana,  and  by  refusing  the 
usual  licenses  to  carry  liberated  negroes 
from  Sierra  Leone  to  that  colony.  This 
unexpected  proceeding  has  occasioned  con- 
siderable inconvenience  and  loss  to  various 
shipowners  in  this  country,  who  complain 
that  no  reliance  can  be  placed  upon  the 
Colonial  Office  with  its  pei-petually  shifting 
regulations. 

The  Cape  of  Good  Hope  and  the  Mau- 
*ritius  have  each  of  them  about  the  same 
population,  namely,  160,000,  and  being 
Crown  colonies,  their  rate  of  expenditure 
is  about  the  same  as  that  of  the  Crown  co- 
lonies of  the  West  Indies,  namely,  II.  7$. 
a  head;  they  are  grievously  taxed,  especi- 
ally the  Mauritius.  As  I  have  already 
said,  the  Governor  of  the  Mauritius  has 
7,000?.  a  year ;  and  the  Governor  of  the 
Cape  has  as  much  as  the  President  of  the 
United  States. 

It  may  be  said  that  the  rate  of  expendi- 
ture is  higher  in  the  Crown  colonies,  be- 
cause, generally  speaking,  those  colonies 
are  more  thinly  peopled  than  the  colonies 
with  representative  assemblies.  It  is  per- 
fectly true,  that,  everything  else  being  the 
same,  the  rate  of  expenditure  in  a  thinly 
peopled  territory  will  generally  exceed  that 
of  a  thickly  peopled  one.  But  the  Crown 
colony  of  the  Mauritius  is  four  times  as 
densely  peopled  as  Jamaica,  yet  the  rate 


of  expenditure  in  Jamaica  per  head  of  the 
population,  is  less  than  one-half  what  it  is 
in  the  Mauritius.  Again,  the  Crown  co- 
lony of  Malta  is  one  of  the  most  densely 
peopled  spots  on  the  face  of  the  earth;  yet 
the  rate  of  expenditure  is  I65.  6<i.  a  head 
of  the  population,  or  twenty  per  cent  more 
than  that  of  the  plantations  in  the  West 
Indies;  or  nearly  double  the  ordinary  rate 
of  expenditure  in  the  thinly  peopled  North 
American  colonies.  Again,  Malta  is  more 
than  twice  as  thickly  peopled  as  the  Ionian 
States;  but  those  States  have  a  certain 
amount  of  self-government,  and  their  rate 
of  expenditure  iu  1840 — the  last  return 
which  I  have  been  able  to  get  at — was 
145.  'Sd.  a  head,  or  2s,  3d,  a  head  less 
than  that  of  Malta. 

Ceylon  is  the  only  apparent  exception 
to  the  rule,  that  the  rate  of  expenditure  of 
colonies  governed  by  the  Colonial  Office 
is  greater  than  that  of  the  self-governed 
colonies.  According  to  Sir  Emerson  Ten- 
nent  the  population  of  Ceylon  in  1846 
must  have  amounted  to  1,500,000,  and  the 
expenditure  in  that  year  was  498,000?.,  or 
at  the  rate  of  6s,  Id,  a  head  of  the  popu- 
lation. It  is  true  this  rate  of  expenditure 
is  lower  than  that  of  any  other  colony,  yet 
I  believe  it  will  be  found  to  be  extrava- 
gant when  the  nature  of  the  population  is 
considered.  For  it  ought  to  be  compared 
with  that  of  the  territories  governed  by  the 
East  India  Company,  which  are  inhabited 
by  an  analogous  population,  but  are  locally 
governed  by  men  carefully  selected  on  ac- 
count of  their  special  aptitude.  The  po- 
pulation of  those  territories  is  said  to  be 
about  93,000,000,  and  the  expenditure  on 
the  Average  of  the  five  years  ending  1844 
was  20,000,000?.  steriing,  therefore  at  the 
rate  of  4^.  3c?.  a  head  of  the  population, 
or  one- third  less  than  that  of  Ceylon. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  if  Ceylon  were 
transferred,  as  I  propose,  to  the  East  In- 
dia Company,  it  would  be  more  economi- 
cally governed  than  it  is  by  the  Colonial 
Office. 

Lastly,  with  regard  to  the  Australian 
colonies.  New  South  Wales  is  the  only 
one  which  has  a  representative  assembly 
of  any  kind.  *  It  commenced  its  existence 
in  1843,  and  immediately  caused  an  ex- 
traordinary diminution  in  the  expenditure. 
In  1841  the  free  population  of  New  South 
Wales  amounted  to  about  102,000,  and 
the  ordinary  expenditure,  exclusive  of  im- 
migration, was  350,000^.,  or  at  the  enor- 
mous rate  of  3^  4s.  a  head  of  the  popula- 
tion.    Iu   1843  the  Representative  As- 
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Kombly  At  onco  diminishod  tlio  expenditure 
for  the  flul)Heqiioiit  year  by  60,000^ ;  and 
in  1 84G,  when  the  free  population  amount- 
ed to  1 78,000,  the  expenditure  was  only 
254,000{.,  or  at  the  rate  of  IZ.  Ss.  a  head 
of  tlie  population.  This  extraordinary  re- 
duction in  the  rate  of  expenditure  may  be 
attributed,  to  a  certain  extent,  to  immi- 
gration ;  but  the  reduction  in  the  positive 
amount  of  expenditure  can  be  distinctly 
traced  to  the  commencement  of  local  self- 
l^ovonimont  in  1843. 
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Compare  the  rate  of  ex|>enditure  of  New 
Soutli  Wales  with  that  of  the  neighbouring 


in  a  mitigated  form.  The  colonists  will 
be  bitterly  disappointed  and  exasperated 
when  they  receive  this  information.  At 
present  they  are  discontented;  for  to  meet 
the  vast  expenditure  of  the  colony,  taxes 
have  been  imposed  which  the  judges  have 
pronounced  to  be  illegal ;  and  one  of  the 
judges  so  deciding  has  been  removed  bj 
the  Governor,  as  the  colonists  believe,  in 
consequence  of  his  decision ;  a  belief 
which,  from  the  statements  made  to  the 
House  by  the  hen.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  ap- 
be  unfounded.     The  colonists* 


pears  to 
colony  of  Van  Diomeu's  Land,  which  has  .  however,  will  have  every  reason  to  be  dis- 
in  vain  potitioncHi  for  a  roprosent^itive  as- !  satisfied  with  the  renewal  of  transportation, 
somhly.  In  1842  the  free  population  of  which  will  mar  their  prospects,  and  make 
that  colony  amounted  to  37,000«  and  on  '  them  forever  the  plague  spot  and  leproadi 
the  average  of  the  four  years  ending  with   of  Australasia. 

1844.  the  oxiH>udituro,  exclusive  of  immi- 1      In  the  other  Australian  colonies  which 
gration,  was  1G1«(HHV.,  or  at  the  enormous   have  not  representative  governments,  1 4 


rate  of  4^  6^,  a  head.  This  rate  of  ex- 
IH^nditun^  was  not  very  different  from  that 
of  the  kindred  colony  of  New  South  Wales 
prior  to  the  establishment  of  reprv^senta- 
tive  govenmiom;  but  it  was  more  than 
lhrot>  times  that  of  New  South  Wales 
after  the  establishment  of  representative 
s^ovemment.  It  must,  however,  be  ae- 
kuovlod^\l  that  the  didfen^noe  in  the  rate 
of  exponditurx>  of  the  two  colonies  may  be 
aiinbuted  iu  jv^ru  though  certainly  not  al- 
t«.>^^ther,  to  the  abolition  of  trausjvnation 
u>  New  South  Wales,  and  to  its  contlnu- 
aaof  in  its  wx^rsi  form  to  Van  Dienion*s 
La£hi.  The  IKmso  niav  remember  the 
appallla^  des^'Hpiiou  whioh  was  given  last 
yesar  o:  tao  Lxathsorue  moral  state  of  the 
ev^vWt  ^vyu:At:ou  of  that  cv^lony  arid  its 
def^^^s^lenx'y,  Norfolk  Islaad  ;  of  theLr 
h>kvcs  cHaios;  of  their  frightful  diseases: 
aufi  of  their  a;rw:ous  r^uruers^  h  was 
s5^*wa  that    tht^ 


uiic:ai-V>"    state 

pj 


o:  :^as 
ixvottv  was  >cv*^u::ti5  ax^t  p^i^^J  ^J  *^* 
rfce^*\ieJKV  of  tl:^*  the  a  S^'r^tary  v>f  S:a:e 
r,Nr  the  Ocloaie*,  Lord  S:a2.\\v — jvj«*y  ;y 
the  vji;s:r:jk:ta^i:::,'a:  of  ;h^  thosi  oov^rr.oc 
of  Vjt:i  riv-j^rcr's  I-Jir:-i.  $":  tarvlU'v  Wf^ 
:»o«;:  JCKi  iv*r^}f  hy  the  riiswovi*-::  of  th-e 
vhctt  v'ottivjtrsdi:::  ^c  N.rf.vk  l<IjirL-i.  \LJi;:r 
OjLili,>,  I:;  vVw$*.\:*ej:vV  ;f  ;»ivsc  CL^rr.c 
i'jscx^"J:r\'>^  ■;  >»is  jLL-Ow->^:>i  Ie-s;  v;Mr  w 
th^"  Vv,^v.--*',r  H-f  Vi:»  V.reziL.r's  L-Jjic.  Sir 
W,  iv-c.Si.-::,   '4>-jfc:  ,:  ^-as  th^'  L.;:c'^:;cii  :f 

V  c,^vi*',."^v>.:  il---jr-*ci:'i'c  ;  i:^*«i  ihji:  xa- 
cv^.vj:  ^irs  T\>;M'v>i  ^:;h  j:?*,*^:  sji:.^ 

*^^*ars  that   ',r*::>?cr^::'.a  's  '.,'    :c 


unable  to  state  with  accuracy  the  rate  of 
expenditure  per  head  of  the  popnlation. 
In  South  Australia,  at  one  time,  it  ex- 
ceeded lOl.  a  head  per  annimi;  and  the 
colony  became  utterly  bankrupt  through 
the  extravagance  of  its  Govenior,  Coloiiel 
Gawler.  We  had  to  liquidate  its  debts, 
partlv  bv  a  gift  in  1S42  to  the  amoont  of 
214,236/.,  and  bya  loan  of  S5,000L  This 
loan  will  be  repaid,  because  Sooth  Ana* 
tralia  is  becoming  rich  in  conseqoeaee  of 
the  discovery  of  mines.  With  regard  to 
these  mines,  it  is  said  that  the  Colmiial 
Ol£ee  has  created  great  disfiatiafaction  in 
this  colony  by  reserring  a  rojaltr  of  one- 
fifteenth  of  their  gnji&s  proidoce.  The 
llouso  is  probably  not  aware  that  i 
every  year  the  Colonial  O&e  i 
ohangv"  in  the  managvnhent  of  the  waste 
laiids  of  the  Aosualian  colonies*  vhidi 
afects  to  a  greatar  or  less  extant  the 
value  of  aH  landed  property  in  those  cq1»- 
:i:«:s.  For  is^taaee,  wish  nstenenee  to  i 
erals.  Originally  all  minerals 
served  to  tL«:  Crovru  and  only  the 
:•:  the  K-il  was  o^nveyvd  to  the 
Iu  coie  b.s;a=KV«  3r?w«v«r*  Lord  Badbmst* 
vh'cz  Seere«L;y  o£  Ssase  for  the  Cohmea^ 
Cfc^e  jlH  :c:^'  ccal  in  Xew  Sooth  Wales  to 
v:::e  cvCTary.  Ii  eeos^^oeoiee  of 
rvs*:rrak:j:vis^  3.«:  one  had  any 
st^arvilx^  fee  :r  i^  iiacovmac  ninai^ 
:Ii<--vr:i:\'  ::o  rjizies  w^re  iisieovmd,  or,  if 
*i  <o:t  i'rvvL  5a**y  wew  car^rxlbr  < 
Wirju^  x.w^T^r.  tie  iccie  Lccd  the  ! 
>;r  f:r  :i^  v:i:T  .c  Lcosica  ; 
•^-y  ,:  S:;^:;;  5jr  :i^  CvtuaiiAi^  he.  vich  1 
u.>^  jT.Vii  >c'!X;$e.  as  aoiK  pecviEEveii  i 
bxj%il:»;y  wC  sm:a 
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his  rule  all  minerals  wiBre  conveyed  to  the 
purchaser  of  the  soil.  Then  mines  were  dis- 
covered, especially  in  South  Australia;  and 
then,  to  the  astonishment  of  most  persons, 
the  Colonial  Office  determined  upon  reserv- 
ing a  royalty  upon  all  future  mines.  [Mr. 
Hawes  :  No,  no !  1  What !  Do  you  mean 
to  say  that  you  nave  in  no  instance  re« 
served  a  royalty  ?  [Mr.  Hawes  :  I  mean 
to  say  that  the  late  Colonial  Secretary, 
Lord  Stanley,  did  it.]  Well,  it  matters 
not  who  did  it.  The  consequence  is,  that 
the  previously  discovered  mines,  which  are 
nearer  the  coast,  and  therefore  can  be 
worked  with  less  expense,  will  have  to  pay 
nothing,  whilst  the  subsequently  discovered 
mines,  which  are  further  from  the  coast, 
and  therefore  more  expensive  to  work,  will 
have  to  pay  a  royalty  of  6|  per  cent  on 
their  gross  produce.  Such  a  measure  is 
bad  on  economical  grounds,  and  bad  also 
in  policy.  For  sound  policy  requires  that 
this  country  should  interfere  as  little  as 
possible  in  the  internal  affairs  of  its  colo* 
nies,  and,  above  all,  as  little  as  possible 
with  their  pockets.  The  policy  of  the 
noble  Lord  (the  Member  for  the  city  of 
London)  was  the  right  and  statesman-like 
one;  sell  your  land  to  the  colonists  and 
have  done  with  it.  Seigneuries  and  roy- 
alties are  relics  of  feudalism,  wholly 
unsuited  to  colonies.  Their  establish- 
ment is  another  instance  of  the  utter  ig- 
norance of  men  and  things  which  the 
Colonial  Office  generally  displays  in  its 
administration  of  the  colonies  ;  and,  to 
crown  the  absurdity,  the  Emigration  Com- 
missioners report  tnat  these  royalties  are, 
at  present,  not  worth  collecting  in  South 
Australia. 

Swan  River,  alias  Western  Australia, 
has  a  delicious  climate,  much  good  land, 
plenty  of  coal,  and  is  well  situated  for 
commerce;  it  might  have  proved  a  flourish- 
ing colony  by  this  time,  but  it  was  overlaid 
at  its  birth  by  the  Colonial  Office.  Its  ex- 
penditure exceeds  its  income,  and  we  have 
to  pay  seven  or  eight  thousand  pounds  a 
year  for  its  civil  government. 

Lastly,  New  Zealand.  I  do  not  know 
the  rate  of  expenditure  per  head  of  the 
population  in  that  colony.  Its  expenditure, 
however,  far  exceeds  its  income.  We  an- 
nually vote  between  twenty  and  thirty 
thousand  pounds  a  year  for  its  civil  go- 
vernment ;  exclusive  of  the  bill  which  we 
shall  have  to  pay  for  Maori  wars.  In  the 
course  of  the  last  two  years  we  have  voted 
that  236,000^  shall  be  lent  to  the  New 
Zealand  Company,  which  I  hope  will  be 


repaid  some  day  or  other.  In  that  colony, 
what  with  imbecile  governors  in  the  be- 
ginning, what  with  constitutions  pro- 
claimed and  suspended,  what  with  quarrels 
with  the  natives,  what  with  missionaries 
and  land  sharks,  there  has  been  a  state  of 
the  most  extraordinary  confusion;  yet,  I 
believe,  through  the  indomitable  energy  of 
our  race,  New  Zealand  will  ultimately  be- 
come a  flourishing  colony,  the  Britain  of 
the  Southern  Seas.  The  House  may  re- 
member that  in  1846  the  Colonial  Office 
imagined  a  nondescript  constitution  for 
New  Zealand,  and  sent  it  off  post  haste  to 
that  colony.  It  was  to  divide  New  Zealand 
into  two  provinces.  New  Ulster  and  New 
Munster.  Each  was  to  have  a  represen- 
tative assembly.  When  the  constitution 
arrived,  Governor  Grey  refused  to  bestow 
it  on  New  Ulster,  on  the  grounds  that  it 
would  enable  the  British  population  to  le- 
gislate for  and  tax  the  natives.  Therefore, 
Governor  Grey  suspended  the  constitution 
of  New  Ulster  till  he  could  receive  further 
instructions;  but  he  expressed  his  opinions 
in  very  strong  terms  that  the  inhabitants 
of  New  Munster  were  fit  for  a  constitution. 
When  this  intelligence  reached  the  Colonial 
Office,  Lord  Grey  immediately  proposed  to 
Parliament  a  Bill  (which  was  passed  about 
three  or  four  months  ago)  to  suspend  the 
constitution  of  both  provinces.  Now  I 
infer,  from  late  accounts  from  the  colonies, 
that  New  Munster  has  obtained  its  consti- 
tution ;  and  perhaps  its  representatives 
will  be  assembled,  and  will  be  hard  at 
work  legislating,  when  orders  will  arrive 
from  England  to  suspend  their  constitu- 
tion and  to  dismiss  them  with  ignominy. 
A  curious  farce  is  the  history  of  the  man- 
agement of  this  colony  by  the  Colonial 
Office.  This  same  nondescript  New  Zea- 
land constitution  was  sent  by  the  Colonial 
Office  to  New  South  Wales  for  the  colo- 
nists to  inspect,  and  to  see  how  they  would 
like  a  similar  one.  They  have  rejected  it 
with  scorn  and  contempt.  I  am  afraid. 
Sir,  that  the  present  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  notwithstanding  his  very 
great  abilities,  will  not  be  renowned  in 
future  history  as  either  the  Solon  or  Ly- 
curgus  of  Australia. 

I  think  I  have  sufficiently  established 
my  position  that,  in  every  portion  of  the 
globe,  the  British  colonies  are  more  econo- 
mically and  better  governed  in  proportion 
as  they  are  self-governed.  In  North 
America  the  various  States  of  the  Union 
govern  themselves  twenty-five  per  cent 
cheaper  than  the  Canadas  do,  which  are,  to 
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a  certain  p\tont,  under  the  control  of  tfic 
t'lilnn'nil  OtKco,  In  the  West  Indies,  the 
C'niwn  rnlonios,  whirh  are  governed  bj  the 
CuIoTiiai  Ottit'o  are  twice  as  heavily  taxed 
AS  the  plantations;  and  in  Australia,  and  in 


institutions,  languages,  laws,  customs, 
wants,  and  interests.  It  undertakes  to 
legislate  more  or  less  for  all  these  colo- 
nics, and  altogether  for  those  which  have 
no  representative  assemblies.     It  would  be 


tlio  Moditorranoan,  the  same   rule  holds    difficult  enough  to  discharge  all  these  fdne- 


goi>d.  These  facts  justifj  the  conclusion 
at  which  I  now  arrive,  that  the  greater  the 
amount  of  local  self-ijoveniraent,  and  the 
loss  thp  Colonial  OtHco  interferes  in  the 
internal  utfuirs  of  the  colonies,  the  more 
(voniMnically  and  the  bettor  the  colonics  will 
l»o  giwomod.  In  the  coiirje  of  tlio  last  ton 
roars  petitions  complainini;  of  Colonial  Of- 
lioo  gi.»vernment,  and  pravinj*  for  ropresent- 
ative  gDvominent,  have  been  presented  fnjm 
the  Capo  of  Gootl  Hope,  Now  South  Wales, 
Van  Piemen**  Land,  Western  Australia, 
South  Australia.  Xew  Zealand,  British 
Guiana.  Trinidad.  St.  Lucia,  and  Malta. 
The  pmyer  of  only  one  of  those  petitions 
has  bovMi  aooedod  to.  Xew  South  Wales 
has  obtained  a  mongrel  form  of  ropresent- 
ativv  sTov^mment,  which  must  soon  be 
amended,  though  not  in  the  fashion  pro- 
p^'sevl  by  tho  Colonial  <)tHco.  All  the  otlier 
poeirion*  have  boon  rojoctotl.     Xow  I  do 


tions  in  a  single  office,  if  all  the  colonies 
were  close  together  and  close  to  England; 
but  they  are  scattered  over  the  sm-nce  of 
the  globe  from  the  Arctic  to  the  Antarctic 
Pole.  To  most  of  them  sereral  months 
must  elapse,  to  some  of  them  a  whole  year 
must  elapse,  before  an  answer  to  a  letter 
can  be  received,  before  a  petition  can  be 
complied  with,  or  a  grievance  redressed. 
Therefore,  orders  which  are  issued  from 
the  Colonial  Office  in  accordance  with  die 
last  advices  from  a  colony  are,  in  innumer- 
able instances,  wholly  unsuited  to  the  state 
of  the  colony  when  the  orders  anrre;  hi 
some  cases,  questions  which  time  has  set- 
tled are  reopened,  forgotten  disputes  are 
revived,  and  the  tardy  interference  of  the 
Colonial  Office  b  felt  to  be  a  corse  even 
when  a  wrong  is  redressed.  In  other 
cases,  the  instructions  of  the  Colonial  Of- 
tioo  are  wisely  disregarded  by  the  gover- 


ui^c  assort  that  ^':ioli  i-f  these  coK^nios  would  .  nors,  or  rejected  with  derision  by  the  cclLo- 
dorivo  the  ?»amo  ani-^un:  of  benefit  from    nial  a3sembli»*s,  who  marvel  at  the  crass 
bu:    I   am  prepared  to  !  ignorance  of  their  transathmtic  rolers. 

..•_.    !      jjj  addition  to  its  other  aninoos  fime- 

tions,  the  Colonial  Office  is  required  to  as- 
;st  in  the  vain  attempt  to  suppress  ihe 


speak 


rreo  rasc:t«::ons: 

:Tiii:r.:a;n  ttia:  with  reprvsearative  govern-  i 

71005  orory  'ne  "f  thorn.  a;t  e\eepting  the 

\f.iant:  ■.!!*.  w.-r/d  have  bet?n  more  eeonomi- 

*r:ulj  and  l>or:or  .r^ vernal  than  thoy  have 

bet' a  or    an*    :r:vornod  bv   the   Colonial 

Offic-e. 

1:1  sayrnc  this  I  do  not  moan  to 
^'.di  disr.'sreet  oi:her  of  pa^: 
Sccfjrar.etj  .^f  >:a:o  rVr  :I;e  Colocios:  but 
""ror^  is  ::•-»  issonrial  dir:Tv:roo  bct^ocn 
-liem:  -i:o  «j"*:"-i  is  :Iir:uj:' '.••■::  t>.o  sazie. 
•v^oe^-'r  11,1  j  Je  :lio  7»;c::r..il  oLiv::.  0: 
'hiiz  *-^ro!ii.  !ii'*v:^ir.  I  io  iuTcr.d  :o  570a i 
-r-rii  li sTvs^ce c :  xrA  I  cxi  :  uo  c 0  in  ; us: i d - 
.vini'P.  'f  11  -  ^-^  .it'inc  K'cio  ".i:^*t  a:i:ht^rtios 
'1  --::s  ^»;ij    'z  'iio   '.:  usc.  '«•■•,''  ba~s'  .Mr'> 
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slave  trade  with  Anica:  and  it  has  like- 
wise the  difficult  task  of  administering'  a 
secondary  punishment  in  a  penal  colonj  at 
the  antipodes.     Xow.  if  is  were  possible 
or  presor.t  j  :or  asy  mortal  man,  to  discharge  the  duties 
of  such  aa  office.   \z  is   evident   that    be 
ou^ii:  tj  possess,  :10c  sierely  great  mental 
pow^jrs.  bu:  a  'on^  azd  indmate  acqnabkt- 
ar.ce  w::!i  :Iie  a5airs  of  the  dirfierent  eol»> 
zios;  2-e  *h''uld  be  bp:c;*ht  op  to  Ae  bos- 
::css.  ::  ihoiiM  be  the  study  of  his  life,  mnd 
be  *IioiiM  be  .irrciarcd   :a  a«KUimt  of  bis 
srccial  ATcitad-^  tj  >'cd'.:c!:  such  btuawaa. 
1<  tb  <  :::e  riie  r:r  seiecrb:^  Secretarres  ef 
Sra:.:  :*.*r  :!■:  'Joiici-.e*  ?     Xrrb.iiTg  «f  the 
v:::       ^b ; /    i.->    r-'tionZy   ,*l2*»en    bap- 
■•.L-L"-*  :—-z  -  :•:  .'b  -6>  :fTbe  rr}  .^reas  po- 
-  .L    "-^v.-/.  bo-      -  o.'.I  7.1  .-■:■.:*  1  ;>  s  :r  tbe  :c:er  Hjxse  of 
-   • :   >  ra : 0  :  •  -  : '  •    ":'  i.- ■  x*  .": : :  i 7..  i  ~^^:ey  **::aJi  tbisir  :fiee.  oft 
:.i:  *-*T.Tr:  .•r>ri      ■  ••:  i— -;^-».  >:r:-:  f  c^brossES  -ri.Tsrbs  cr  sql 
><  -.  Lit  :.•   *■  r-     -  :*•  :^  V-  -■-?*  t  T»?  -:^.-5  tbcr;  2a*r«  b^eit 

:- .:  •  -.:  i  :*  -.-  -o--    - :.: :  -•  ;-     "L  ■  .* :     - " . :    .r    lor-£    X  rrsBaabr, 

•■\L.-r: .-.:".     ■.:"  >.■■;•■  •     i-iT'  «■  -^ic'-  i-"*"  t::~   ■:  c"r:*^  iJurryi  aJ9 
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ihehr  abilities  for  the  benefit  of  their  conn- 
try  and  of  the  colonies;  but  I  feel  per- 
snaded  that  one-third  of  them  had  little  or 
no  acquaintance  with  colonial  affairs  prior 
to  their  acceptance  of  office;  just,  there- 
fore, as  they  were  beginning  to  learn  the 
wants  and  interests  of  the  more  important 
colonies,  and  to  acquire  the  first  rudiments 
of  colonial  lore,  they  were  succeeded  by 
some  other  statesman,  who  had  to  com- 
mence his  lessons  as  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  and  to  try  his  hand  in 
the  despotic  and  irresponsible  government 
of  some  score  or  so  of  dependent  States. 

In  fact,  the  Colonial  Government  of  this 
country  is  an  ever-changing,  frequently 
well-intentioned,  but  invariably  weak  and 
ignohint  despotism.  Its  policy  varies  in- 
cessantly, swayed  about  by  opposite  in- 
fluences; at  one  time  directed,  perhaps,  by 
the  West  India  body,  the  next  instant  by 
the  Anti-Slayery  Society,  then  by  Cana- 
dian merchants,  or  by  a  New  Zealand 
Company,  or  by  a  Missionary  Society :  it 
is  everything  by  turns,  and  nothing  long; 
Saint,  Protectionist,  Freetrader,  in  rapid 
succession;  one  day  it  orignates  a  project, 
the  next  day  it  abandons  it,  therefore  all 
its  schemes  are  abortions,  and  all  its  mea- 
sures are  unsuccessful;  witness  the  econo- 
mical condition  of  the  West  Indies,  the 
frontier  relations  of  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope,  the  immoral  state  of  Van  Diemen's 
Land,  and  the  pseudo-systematic  colonisa- 
tion and  revoked  constitution  of  New  Zea- 
land. 

Such  a  government  might  suit  serfs  and 
other  barbarians;  but  to  men  of  our  race, 
intelligent  and  energetic  Englishmen,  ac- 
customed to  freedom  and  to  local  self-go- 
Tcmment,  it  is  one  of  the  most  hateful  and 
odious  governments  that  can  well  be  ima- 
gined. It  is  difficult  to  express  the  deep- 
seated  hatred  and  contempt  which  is  felt 
for  the  Colonial  Office  by  almost  every  de- 
pendency subject  to  its  sway.  If  you 
doubt  this  fact,  put  the  question  to  the 
West  Indies  and  the  Mauritius;  put  the 
same  question  to  Van  Diemen*s  Land,  to 
New  South  Wales,  to  New  Zealand,  and 
your  other  Australian  colonies;  from  all 
of  them  you  will  receive  the  same  answer, 
and  the  same  prayer  to  be  freed  from  the 
control  of  the  Colonial  Office.  Even  the 
Canadas  are  not  content,  though  they  have 
responsible  government;  and  though,  in 
most  respects,  they  are  virtually  indepen- 
dent of  the  Colonial  Office,  yet  every  now 
and  then  the  Colonial  Office  contrives  to 
produce  irritation  by  stupid  interference  in 


some  question  of  minor  importance,  Buoh 
as  the  regulations  of  a  bankmg  bill,  or  the 
amount  of  a  petty  salary. 

Though  the  colonies  have  ample  reason 
to  complain  of  the  manner  in  which  their 
affairs  are  administered  by  the  Colonial 
Office  in  this  country,  they  have  still 
greater  reason  to  complain  of  the  gover- 
nors and  other  functionaries  who  are  sent 
by  the  Colonial  Office  to  the  colonies;  for, 
generally  speaking,  they  are  chosen,  not 
on  account  of  any  special  aptitude  for,  or 
knowledge  of,  the  business  they  will  have 
to  perform,  but  for  reasons  foreign  to  the 
interest  of  the  colonies.  For  instance, 
poor  relations,  or  needy  dependants  of 
men  having  polical  influence;  officers  in 
the  Army  or  Navy  who  have  been  unsuc- 
cessful in  their  professions;  briefless  bar- 
risters; electioneering  agents;  importunate 
applicants  for  public  employment,  whose 
employment  in  this  country  public  opinion 
would  forbid;  and  at  times,  even  discredit- 
able partisans  whom  it  is  expedient  to  get 
rid  of  in  the  colonies;  these  are  the  mate- 
rials out  of  which  the  Colonial  Office  has 
too  frequently  manufactured  its  governors 
and  other  functionaries.  Therefore,  in 
most  cases  they  are  signally  unfit  for  the 
duties  which  they  have  to  perform,  and 
being  wholly  ignorant  of  the  affairs  of  the 
colony  to  which  they  are  appointed,  they 
become  the  tools  of  one  or  other  of  the  co- 
lonial factions;  whence  perpetual  jealousies 
and  never-ending  feuds.  The  governors,  the 
judges,  and  the  other  high  functionaries,  are 
generally  on  hostile  teiTus.  The  governors 
remove  the  judges,  the  judges  appeal  to  ua 
for  redress;  every  year  a  petition  or  two 
of  this  kind  comes  under  the  consideration 
of  Parliament.  To  settle  such  questions 
the  Colonial  Office  has  just  created  a  new 
tribunal,  composed  of  an  ex- Indian  judge 
and  railway  commissioner,  and  of  an  ex- 
permanent  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies;  the  one  with  little  knowledge 
of  colonial  affairs,  the  other  famed  for 
years  as  the  real  head  of  the  colonial  sys- 
tem, and  therefore  reputed  to  be  the  evil 
genius  of  the  colonies.  It  would  be  easy 
to  cite  instances  which  have  occurred  dur- 
ing the  last  ten  years  which  would  illus- 
trate every  one  of  these  positions.  I  for- 
bear, however,  from  mentioning  names,  as 
the  facts  are  notorious  to  every  one  who 
has  taken  any  interest  in  colonial  affairs. 

It  is  no  wonder  that  the  colonics  are 
discontented,  and  that  they  arc  badly  and 
expensively  governed.  Is  there  any  re- 
medy for  this  state  of  things?     I  have 
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traced  the  evil  to  its  source  in  the  colonial 
system  of  the  Colonial  Office.  Can  that 
system  he  amended?  It  appears  to  me 
that  the  Colonial  Office,  as  an  instrument 
for  goyeming  the  colonies,  must  always  he 
far  inferior  to  any  mode  of  self-government 
hy  the  colonists.  For  it  is  evident  that  at 
least  in  ninety-nine  cases  out  of  every  hun- 
dred, the  colonists,  the  men  on  the  spot, 
must  he  hotter  judges  of  their  own  inter- 
ests than  honourahle  gentlemen  far  away 
in  Downing-street  can  possibly  be.  It  is 
evident,  likewise,  that  (though  the  empire 
at  large  has  a  deep  interest  in  the  good 
and  economical  government  of  the  colonies; 
though  all  of  us  here  present  are  most  sin- 
cerely desirous  that  the  colonies  should  be 
contented  and  happy),  yet  we  have  other 
things  to  do  besides  studying  colonial  af- 
fairs and  looking  after  the  Colonial  Office. 
Therefore,  the  Colonial  Office  is  virtually 
irresponsible;  it  may  play  what  pranks  it 
pleases;  it  is  only  when  we  have  to  pay 
for  a  Canadian  insurrection,  or  a  Kafir 
war,  that  an  outry  is  raised,  and  the 
Colonial  Office  is  called  to  account,  and 
then  there  is  not  above  a  score  of  us 
who  know  anything  about  the  subject, 
even  after  a  laborious  study  of  the  docu> 
ments  carefully  prepared  for  the  pur- 
pose hy  the  Colonial  Office.  Remember, 
likewise,  that  implicit  reliance  cannot  be 
placed  on  those  documents.  Some,  for 
instance,  are  long  didactic  despatches, 
written  for  the  sole  purpose  of  being  pre- 
scDted  to  Parliament,  not  intended  to  pro- 
duce any  specific  results  in  the  colonies; 
hut  full  of  well-turned  periods,  containing 
lofty  sentiments  and  apparently  statesman- 
like views,  calculated  to  gain  credit  for  the 
Office,  and  to  satisfy  the  minds  of  honour- 
able, ignorant,  and  confiding  Members, 
who  soon  afterwards  forget  all  about  the 
matter.  Again,  as  a  collection  of  materials 
for  enabling  the  House  to  form  a  judgment 
with  regard  to  colonial  affairs,  those  docu- 
ments are  not  to  be  trusted,  for,  generally 
speaking,  they  are  tainted  with  partiality, 
and  necessarily  so;  because  they  are  se- 
lected out  of  a  vast  mass,  on  account  of 
their  supposed  importance— of  that  im- 
portance the  Colonial  Office  is  the  sole  and 
irresponsible  judge — it  determines  without 
appeal  what  shall  be  produced  and  what 
shall  be  suppressed — in  so  doing,  it  must 
obey  the  unchanging  laws  of  human  na- 
ture, and  attach  greater  importance  to 
those  documents  which  confirm  its  views, 
and  less  importance  to  those  which  are  ad- 
verse to  its  opinions;  the  former,  therefore, 


obtain  its  special  care,  and  are  sure  to  be 
produced ;  the  latter  are  oomparativelj 
neglected,  and  liable  to  be  forgotten  and 
suppressed;  the  result  is  inevitable,  name- 
ly, partial  statements;  instances  of  human 
fallibility,  affording  incontestable  proofa  of 
the  impossibility  under  which  this  Hooee 
labours  of  forming  a  correct  judgment  with 
regard  to  colonial  affairs.  For  similar  rea- 
sons the  Colonial  Office  labours  under  a 
similar  difficulty,  because  the  statements 
made  to  it  by  the  colonial  authorities  must 
frequently  be  of  a  partial  character,  and 
at  times  wholly  untrustworthy;  yet  always 
months  and  sometimes  whole  years  elapse 
before  any  explanation  of  those  statements 
can  be  obtained.  Therefore  ignorance  and 
irresponsibility  are  the  characteristic  de- 
fects of  our  present  mode  of  governing  the 
colonies.  For  these  defects  there  is  no 
remedy  but  local  self-government. 

Hence  I  come  to  the  conclusion,  that  we 
should  delegate  to  the  colonies  'all  powers 
of  local  legislation  and  administration 
which  are  now  possessed  by  the  Col(Hual 
Office,  with  the  reservation  only  of  those 
powers  the  exercise  of  which  would  be 
absolutely  inconsistent  with  the  sovereign^ 
of  this  country,  or  might  be  directly  in- 
jurious to  the  interests  of  the  whole  em- 
pire. It  appears  to  me  that  the  powers 
that  ought  to  be  so  reserved,  are  few  in 
number,  and  could  easily  be  defined.  To 
determine  them,  it  would  be  necessary 
merely  to  consider  what  are  the  benefits 
which  this  country  may  derive  from  the 
colonies,  and  what  is  requisite  to  seoure 
the  continuous  enjoyment  of  those  benefits. 

Colonies  are  useful  either  as  affording 
markets  for  our  produce,  or  outlets  for  our 
population.  To  prove  their  utility  as  mar- 
kets, my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Lis- 
keard,  in  his  most  able  and  admirsUe 
speech  in  1843,  on  systematic  colonisation, 
showed  that  the  rate  of  consumption  of 
British  produce  and  manufactures,  per 
head  of  the  population,  was  very  much 
greater  in  colonies  than  in  other  coun- 
tries. Of  the  correctness  of  this  pouticii 
there  can  be  no  dobut.  In  1844,  Conti- 
nental Europe,  with  a  population  of  about 
220,000,000  of  inhabitants,  did  not  ooa- 
sume  more  than  24,000,0002.  worth  of  our 
produce  and  manufactures;  whilst  our  co- 
lonies (including  the  United  States),  with 
a  populatien  not  exceedinff  25,000,000, 
consumed  16,000,0002.  worth  of  our  goods. 
Therefore,  while  the  rate  of  consumption 
of  our  goods  did  not  exceed  2s.  2d.  a  head 
in  Continental  Europe,  it  amounted  to  8f. 
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a  bead  in  the  United  States,  12.  12;.  a 
head  in  our  other  colonies.  It  must,  how- 
ever, be  admitted,  that  a  considerable 
portion  of  our  trade  with  our  subject  colo- 
nies, consists  of  goods  sent  to  defray  the 
cost  of  our  establishments  there.  Making, 
however,  every  fair  deduction  on  that  ac- 
count, still  it  cannot  be  denied  that  thej 
are  excellent  markets  for  our  goods;  it  is 
very  unfortunate,  therefore,  that  they  cost 
us  so  much  as  16«.  a  head  of  their  popu- 
lation, for  government  and  defence,  as  that 
sum  must  absorb  the  greater  portion  of,  if 
not  all,  the  profit  of  our  trade  with  those 
colonies. 

To  show  the  utility  of  colonies  as  out- 
lets for  our  population,  I  may  refer  to  the 
reports  of  the  Emigration  Commissioners, 
from  which  it  appears  that  in  the  course 
of  the  last  twenty  years  1,673,803  per- 
sons have  emigrated  from  this  country,  of 
whom  825,564  went  to  the  United  States; 
702,101  to  the  North  American  colonies, 
127,188  to  the  Australian  colonies,  and 
19,090  to  other  places.  It  would  be  in- 
teresting to  know  what  has  been  the  cost 
of  this  emigration,  and  how  it  has  been  de- 
frayed. I  cannot  put  it  down  at  less  than 
20,000,000^.  sterling,  of  which  about 
1 ,500,0002.  were  paid  out  of  the  proceeds 
of  land  sales  in  the  Australian  colonies. 
This  emigration  has  varied  considerably  in 
amount  from  year  to  year;  from  the  mini- 
num  of  26,092  persons  in  1828,  to  the 
maximum  of  258,270  persons  last  year. 
If  averages  of  five  years  be  taken,  it 
appears  to  have  gone  on  steadily  increas- 
ing in  amount;  for  on  the  average  of  the 
five  years  ending  with  1832,  it  amounted 
to  60,000  persons  a  year;  ending  with 
1837,  to  66,000  persons  a  year;  ending 
with  1842,  to  86,000  persons  a  year;  and 
ending  with  1847,  to  121,000  persons  a 
year.  Therefore,  the  habit  of  emigrating 
is  confirmed,  and  becoming  more  powerful 
every  day;  and  therefore  colonies  are  be- 
coming more  useful  as  outlets  for  our  po- 
pulation. 

Therefore,  free  trade  with  the  colonies, 
and  free  access  to  the  colonies,  should,  in 
my  opinion,  be  the  sole  end  and  aim  of  the 
dominion  which  Great  Britain  still  retains 
over  her  colonies.  By  keeping  these  two 
objects  distinctly  in  view,  by  bestowing 
upon  the  colonies  all  powers  of  local  legis- 
lation and  administration  which  are  not 
absolutely  inconsistent  with  these  objects 
and  the  sovereignty  of  this  country,  I  be- 
lieve that  our  colonial  expenditure  might 
be  greatly  diminished  in  amount,  and  that 


our  colonial  empire  would  flourish  and  be* 
come  of  incalculable  utility  to  this  country. 

I  do  not  propose  to  abandon  any  portion 
of  that  empire.  I  only  complain  that  it  is 
of  80  little  use  to  us;  that  it  is  a  vast  traet 
of  fertile  desert,  which  cost  us  4,000,000Z, 
sterling  a  year,  and  yet  only  contains  i^ 
million  and  a  half  of  our  race.  Would  it 
not  be  possible  to  people  this  desert  with 
active  and  thriving  Englishmen?  Tq 
cover  it  with  communities  composed  c^ 
men  with  wants,  habits,  and  feelings  simi- 
lar to  our  own,  anxious  to  carry  on  with 
us  a  mutually  beneficial  trade?  In  this 
country,  every  trade,  every  profession,  and 
every  branch  of  industry  are  overstocked; 
in  every  quarter  there  is  a  fierce  competi- 
tion for  employment.  On  the  contrary,  in 
the  colonies,  there  is  an  equally  fierce 
competition  for  labour  of  every  kind.  Now, 
is  there  any  mode  of  bridging  over  the 
oceans  that  intervene,  so  that  our  colonies 
may  be  to  the  united  kingdom,  what  the 
backwoods  are  to  the  United  States  ?  If 
such  a  plan  could  be  devised,  if  it  could  be 
carried  into  execution,  it  might  tend  to 
solve  the  most  difficult  economical  problems 
of  England  and  of  Ireland. 

To  carry  such  a  plan  into  execution, 
two  things  would  be  requisite.  First, 
funds  wherewith  to  convey  the  poorer 
classes  to  the  colonies.  How  could  such 
funds  be  obtained  ?  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Sheffield,  the  hon.  Gentle^ 
man  the  Member  for  Gateshead,  and  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Liskeard,  have, 
in  their  numerous  and  able  speeches  upon 
this  subject,  told  us  that  sufficient  funds 
could  be  obtained  by  the  sale  of  waste 
lands,  according  to  the  well-known  plan  of 
Mr.  Wakefield.  I  hold  the  same  opinion, 
I  firmly  believe  that  with  continuous  and 
systematic  emigration,  sufficient  funds 
could  be  so  obtained.  But  I  will  suppose, 
for  the  sake  of  argument,  that  they  most 
be  obtained,  for  the  present,  from  some 
other  source.  Now,  I  ask  the  House  to 
consider,  first,  that  we  spend  four  millions 
sterling  a  year  in  the  colonies  on  Army, 
Navy,  Ordnance,  Commissariat,  Kafir  wars, 
Canadian  rebellions,  and  the  like;  secondly, 
that  for  half  four  millions — the  sum  which 
I  propose  to  save  by  a  reduction  of  colonial 
expenditure — we  might  send  annually  to 
Australia  150,000  persons,  and  to  Canada 
twice  that  number.  I  ask  the  House,  at 
the  expiration  of  ten  or  fifteen  years,  from 
which  of  these  two  modes  of  expending 
the  public  money  would  the  nation  derive 
the  greater  benefit  ?     Our  Army,  Navy, 
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classes  of  society  should  migrate  together, 
forming  new  communities,  analogous  to 
that  of  the  Parent  State.  On  such  princi- 
ples alone  have  successful  colonics  been 
founded  in  ancient  or  modem  times.  On 
such  principles  the  colonies  of  Greece  and 
of  New  £ngland  were  founded. 

For  instance,  from  the  overcrowded  ci- 


itio  gatoii  of  Stunimuth,  Uon^-Konc^,  La- 1  tics  of  Greece  the  colonists  departed  under 
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tho  guidance  of  their  foremost  men;  thej 
oarrieil  along  with  them  the  images  ^ 
their  heroes  and  their  gods,  whose  common 
worship  linked  them  for  ever  to  their  an- 
cient home — arrived  at  their  destination, 
they  fonnod  States  after  tlie  model  of  the 
juront  city;  they  fiourished  in  wealth,  cx- 
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In  making  these  observations,  I  wish 
merely  to  show,  that  if  vast  sums  of  money 
are  to  he  expended  on  the  colonies,  they 
can  be  expeilded  in  a  manner  far  more  be- 
neficial to  the  interests  both  of  the  colonies 
and  of  the  rest  of  the  empire  than  they 
have  been  hitherto  expended.  I  do  not, 
however,  intend  to  propose  to  the  House 
any  plan  of  systematic  colonisation,  or  any 
grant  of  public  money  for  that  purpose. 
My  only  objects^,  at  present,  are  reduction 
of  useless  expenditure,  and  reform  of  bad 
colonial  government,  which  are  things 
good  in  themselves  without  reference  to 
any  ulterior  measures.  But  I  will  pre- 
sume to  express  my  belief  that  there  is  a 
great  and  noble  career  open  for  any  states- 
man who,  possessing  the  power,  shall  with 
firm  and  vigorous  determination,  curtail 
that  expenditure,  reform  that  system  of 
government,  and,  at  the  same  time,  pro- 
mote systematic  colonisation.  In  what 
manner  colonial  expenditure  can  be  cur- 
tailed without  detriment  to  the  interests  of 
the  empire,  in  what  manner  the  system  of 
colonial  government  can  be  amended  for 
the  benefit  of  the  colonies,  I  have  attempted 
to  show;  and  in  the  hope  that  I  have  suc- 
ceeded in  proving  that  that  expenditure 
ought  to  be  curtailed,  and  that  system  of 
government  ought  to  be  amended,  I  take 
the  liberty  of  moving  the  resolution : — 

"  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  House  that  the 
Colonial  Expenditure  of  the  British  Empire  de- 
mands inquiry,  with  a  view  to  its  reduction  ;  and 
that  to  accomplish  this  object,  and  to  secure 
greater  contentment  and  prosperity  to  the  Colo- 
nists, they  ought  to  be  invested  with  large  powers 
for  the  administration  of  their  local  affairs." 

And  if  the  Government  will  accede  to  this 
Motion,  I  give  notice  that  next  Session  I 
shall  follow  up  this  subject  by  moving  for 
a  Committee  of  Inquiry. 

Mr.  HUTT  rose  with  considerable  diffi- 
dence to  address  the  House,  after  a  speech 
which  had  displayed  such  great  ability  and 
such  extensive  knowledge  of  the  subject; 
but  he  rose  with  great  confidence  to  second 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet.  There 
was  scarcely  any  opinion  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  expressed  in  the  course  of 
his  extended  speech  which  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  maintain  and  support.  He  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Baronet  that  the  large  ex- 
penditure which  this  country  undertook  on 
account  of  its  colonies  was  productive  of 
very  little  beneficial  result  in  its  applica- 
tion. He  believed,  too,  that  this  expendi- 
ture was  sometimes  admitted  as  a  justifi- 
cation of  the  perpetual  and  mischievous 


meddling  of  the  Colonial  Office  with  the 
internal  affairs  of  the  colonies.  The  idea 
of  colonial  administration  to  which  these 
evils  were  incident  was  a  very  miserable 
substitute  for  the  policy  which  in  former 
times  regulated  the  relations  between  this 
country  and  the  colonies;  that  policy  was 
inexpensive,  it  was  practically  beneficial  to 
the  colonies,  and  did  not  require  that  those 
who  administered  it  should  be  overwhelm- 
ed with  an  amount  of  business  which  no 
human  capacity  could  properly  execute. 
He  was  astonished  that  Earl  Grey  should 
have  been  led  for  one  moment  to  support 
such  a  system  as  this.  Did  the  system 
work  well  ?  The  working  was  absolutely 
ridiculous.  Look  at  the  present  feeling 
existing  in  the  colonies  in  regard  to  their 
administration.  It  was  said  this  was  one 
of  the  ancient  institutions  of  the  country; 
that  it  was  hallowed  by  long  associations. 
The  very  reverse  was  the  fact.  Gentlemen 
were  alive  who  remembered  the  time  whea 
no  Colonial  Office  existed.  It  was  not  his 
intention  to  speak  with  disrespect  of  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Colonial  De- 
partment; but  to  whatever  individual  the 
fault  might  be  attributed,  it  was  notorious 
that  the  working  of  the  Colonial  Office  was 
in  the  highest  degree  unsatisfactory;  and 
one  of  the  most  offensive  features  in  the 
system  arose  from  the  fact  of  its  perfect 
irresponsibility.  There  was  a  strange  and 
mysterious  agency  always  at  work  in  the 
Colonial  Office,  with  which  nobody  could 
cope,  and  which  nobody  could  understand. 
A  party  of  persons  interested  in  one  of 
the  colonies  paid  a  visit,  in  the  character 
of  a  deputation,  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
They  laid  before  him  some  colonial  evil» 
and  asked  for  redress.  A  remedy  was 
proposed,  and  the  parties  took  leave  of  the 
Minister,  thankful  for  the  kindness  with 
which  he  had  attended  to  their  interest; 
and  reported  to  their  friends  that  nothing 
was  more  satisfactory  than  the  interview 
they  had  had.  They  expected  they  were 
going  to  have  their  grievances  redressed; 
but  by  and  by,  on  the  same  evening  per- 
haps, at  some  dinner  party  or  ball  room, 
some  attache  of  the  Colonial  Office  made  it 
apparent  that  all  their  expectations  were 
idle — that  the  Colonial  Office  had  no  inten- 
tion of  carrying  out  the  measures — and 
that  in  fact  the  deputation  had  only  lost 
their  time,  and  mistaken  their  errand. 
What  could  be  more  offensive  than  to  find 
that  these  irregular  communications — these 
backstairs  announcements — were  better 
founded  than  the  solemn  assurances  of  the 
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Seeretaiy  of  State?  It  was  impossible 
that  these  sort  of  proceedings  could  often 
go  forward  withont  creating  extensive  and 
well-founded  discontent;  for  this  irregular 
influence  was  always  exercised  on  the  side 
of  obstruction  and  bad  feeling.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  Called  attention  to  the  most 
flourishing  colony  of  South  Australia. 
That  colony  had  the  single  advantage  of 
costing  this  country  nothing.  The  per- 
sons who  founded  that  colony  deserved 
every  encouragement  from  the  Colonial 
Office;  but  the  whole  encouragement  they 
had  received  from  the  Colonial  Office  would 
aflbrd  an  entertaining  article  in  the  col- 
umns of  Punch,  The  colony  of  South 
Australia  was  formed  in  spite  of  the  Colo- 
nial Office  :  it  was  now  the  most  flourish- 
ing colony  of  the  British  Crown.  The 
Colonial  Office  had  an  unlimited  extent  of 
fertile  soil  at  their  disposal;  at  home  there 
was  a  people  entirely  disposed  to  colonisa- 
tion, and  gifted  with  qualities  most  calcu- 
lated to  succeed.  There  was  a  large 
amount  of  the  working  classes  suffering 
from  the  circumstances  of  the  times,  and 
most  anxious  to  obtain  employment  in  dis- 
tant dependencies.  There  was  also  any 
amount  of  capital  which  could  be  employed 
with  safety.  With  such  elements,  wisely 
and  judiciously  combined,  the  most  magni- 
ficent results  might  be  expected.  What 
were  the  results  ?  The  Colonial  Office  had 
made  such  use  of  these  elements  that  they 
had  rendered  anything  which  deserved  the 
name  of  colonisation  almost  impossible. 
Ho  could  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liskeard,  if  in  making  this  broad  assertion 
he  was  not  using  the  language  of  sober- 
ness and  truth.  Who  were  the  pai*ties 
who  now  proceeded  to  our  colonies  ?  Men 
of  no  character,  adventurers  and  malcon- 
tents, and  believers  in  El  Dorado —  men 
who  did  well  in  no  country — formed  the 
bulk  of  the  present  settlers,  and  it  was 
out  of  materials  such  as  these  that  you 
expected  to  produce  great  and  flourishing 
colonies.  There  was  at  this  moment  a 
great  desire  amongst  the  working  classes 
to  emigrate  to  the  colonies,  and  there  were 
thousands  of  men  in  England  pining  for 
opportunities  of  distinction,  willing  to  con- 
finmt  any  trial,  if  it  would  only  lead  to  a 
oif  honourable  enterprise — men  in- 
high  quality  to  those  colonists 
foundations  of  our  colonial 
whose  presence  amongst  the 
I  be  an  incalculable  blessing 
«iid  any  settlement  to  which 
oeed,  but  who  would  not 


hear  of  the  colonies  on  the  terms  on  which 
they  were  now  offered  them.  It  used  to 
be  said  that  the  bold  Anglo-Saxon  colonists 
brought  their  Lares  and  their  Yates  with 
them;  but  that  was  not  exactly  the  fact, 
for  they  carried  no  such  things  with  them. 
It  was  true  they  carried  the  Habeas  Cor- 
pus Act  and  the  Bill  of  Rights  with  them, 
and  every  colonist  might  go  to  church  on  a 
Sunday  if  in  the  colony  in  which  he  was 
placed  he  had  a  church  to  go  to.  The 
most  peculiar  characteristic,  however,  of 
the  system  of  colonisation  was,  that  we, 
who  were  a  monarchical  people,  had  spread 
persons  of  democratic  principles  over  the 
globe.  It  had  been  remarked  by  Mr.  Fox 
of  the  British,  that  there  was  no  system 
but  the  British  constitution  under  which 
a  British  subject  could  live  with  comfort; 
but  ho  had  not  described  the  character  of 
the  colonies.  He  believed  that  the  subject 
was  of  the  greatest  importance — ^that  the 
destinies  of  this  country  were  intimatelj 
connected  with  our  future  colonial  policy; 
and  he  was  firmly  impressed  with  the  con- 
viction that  more  depended  upon  our  colo- 
nial policy  than  ever  depended  upon  the 
issue  of  a  battle,  or  upon  the  approach  of  a 
revolution.  British  colonisation  was  one 
of  the  most  important  subjects  which  could 
engage  the  attention  of  Parliament,  and 
therefore  he  had  pleasure  in  secon^g  the 
Motion. 

Mr.  ha  WES  thought,  whether  he  re- 
garded the  importance  of  the  subject  in- 
volved in  this  debate,  upon  which  he  en- 
tirely concurred  with  his  hon.  Friend  who 
had  just  sat  down — or  whether  he  con- 
sidered the  magnitude  of  the  (Object,  or 
the  multiplicity  of  details  which  it  involved 
— and  admittmg  fully  at  the  same  time 
the  propriety  of  discussing  it;  he  must  at 
the  outset  ask  the  House  to  extend  to 
him  its  kindness  and  indulgence  while 
he  drew  somewhat  largely  on  its  atten- 
tion. Both  his  hon.  Friend  who  sup- 
ported the  Motion,  and  the  hon.  Baro- 
net who  introduced  it,  had  impugned  not 
only  the  colonial  policy  of  the  present 
day,  but  the  whole  colonial  policy  of  Eng- 
land. Reproaches,  too,  had  been  heaped 
upon  the  Colonial  Office  and  his  noble 
Friend  now  at  the  head  of  it — reproaches 
in  which  he  bogged  humbly  to  take  his 
share.  [Mr.  Hutt  :  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man alluded  to  him,  he  begged  it  to  be 
distinctly  understood  that  he  cast  no  re- 
proaches upon  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Colonial  Office.]  He  thouriit  that 
what  fell  from  his  hon.  Friend  the  Hember 
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for  Southwark  (Sir  W.  Molesworth),  did 
cast  not  only  reproach  upon  the  colonial 
system,  but  upon  those  who  had  long  and 
now  administered  it.  Now,  it  was  not  for 
him  to  presume  to  defend  all  the  errors 
and  defects  which  might  in  past  times 
hare  characterised  our  colonial  system  ; 
hut  this  he  did  say,  that  our  colonial 
policy,  taken  as  a  whole,  was  the  most 
successful  and  the  most  beneficial  which 
the  world  had  ever  witnessed.  He  asked 
hon.  Members  who  thought  otherwise  to 
point  to  any  foreign  colonial  possessions 
either  now  or  in  past  times  where  there 
had  been  the  same  success  and  the  same 
progress.  Let  them  point  to  any  system 
of  colonial  government,  ancient  or  modern, 
where  free  popular  institutions  had  been  so 
systematically  established — where  a  free 
press  and  trial  by  jury  were  universally 
conceded — where  personal  liberty  and  poli- 
tical power  were  so  fully  enjoyed,  so  freely 
conferred,  as  in  the  colonial  possessions  of 
the  British  empire.  This  was  the  system 
of  colonial  government  he  defended.  Both 
his  hon.  Friends  had  referred  to  and]  lauded 
what  they  were  pleased  to  call  **  the  old 
colonial  system.'*  Now,  much  as  he  had 
endeavoured  to  ascertain  what  that  sys- 
tem was,  he  owned  that  the  phrase  re- 
ferred to  conveyed  to  his  mind  no  very  de- 
finite idea.  He  had  heard  it  said  that 
the  old  colonies  of  America  were  to  be 
taken  as  a  model  by  which  we  were  to  be 
guided  in  amending  our  colonial  system. 
Now,  he  hardly  knew  one  of  those  colo- 
nies which  bad  not  been  exposed  to  the 
direst  vicissitudes  and  misfortunes  and 
disasters,  recurring,  too,  through  long  pe- 
riods of  time;  and  when  hon.  Gentlemen 
talked  of  colonies  to  be  formed  and  found- 
ed, comprising  every  grade  of  society,  he 
asked  them  to  tell  him  when  and  where 
they  found  members  of  the  aristocracy,  and 
men  of  great  eminence  under  the  older  co- 
lonial system,  going  out  for  the  purposes 
of  colonisation.  They  might  be  found 
going  out  for  the  purposes  of  gaining 
wealth,  tempted  by  the  possession  of  slave 
labour — they  might  find  them  going  out 
simply  from  motives  of  gain — but  certainly 
not  for  the  purpose  of  colonisation  in  the 
sense  in  which  we  now  understood  the 
term.  He  believed  there  was  not  one  co- 
lony of  recent  foundation  to  which  we 
might  not  point  as  a  triumphant  contrast 
to  the  chequered  progress  of  the  old  Ame- 
rican colonies.  Whether  we  looked  to 
New  Zealand,  or  South  Australia,  or  Port 
Philip,  or  any  other  place  where  we  had 


attempted  to  found  a  colony — everywhere 
the  most  marked  success  had  attended 
our  efforts,  so  much  so,  that  it  ought  to 
encourage  us  to  continue  in  the  course 
which  contrasted  so  beneficially  with  the 
older  colonies  to  which  reference  had  been 
made.  Not  one  of  the  old  American  colo- 
nies had  succeeded  so  rapidly,  for  instance, 
as  South  Australia — not  one.  He  was, 
therefore,  not  disposed  to  recur  to  the  old 
colonial  system,  as  it  was  called,  when  he 
remembered  that  it  comprehended  both 
monopoly  and  slavery  within  its  supposed 
elements  of  success — nor  was  he  disposed 
to  look  with  favour  upon  that  system  until 
he  had  ascertained  more  definitely  from 
his  hon.  Friend  what  that  system  really 
was  to  which  he  referred.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Southwark  had  referred  to  the 
patronage  of  the  Colonial  Office.  He 
thought  he  had  heard  him  say,  that  none 
but  needy  adventurers,  men  with  Par- 
liamentary influence,  were  appointed  to 
important  positions  in  our  colonies.  His 
hon.  Friend,  he  thought,  might  have 
recollected  name  after  name  of  men  who 
had  held  high  office  in  the  colonies,  some 
even  at  the  present  moment,  which  would 
give  the  most  decisive  answer  to  thb 
charge.  He  did  not  now  speak  of  the  exer- 
cise of  patronage  by  his  noble  Friend  at 
the  head  of  the  Colonial  Department — 
what  he  said  applied  to  and  included 
those  who  had  preceded  him.  His  hon. 
Friend  might  have  recollected  the  names 
of  many  Governors  of  our  colonies,  which 
would  show  to  the  House  that  men  of 
distinguished  ability  and  the  highest  cha- 
racter had  then,  as  now,  been  called  to 
fill  official  positions.  He  might  have  recol- 
lected the  name  of  Lord  Metcalfe  first  in 
Jamaica,  and  subsequently  in  Canada; 
of  Lord  Elgin  also,  first  in  Jamaica,  and 
afterwards  in  Canada,  which  he  now  bo  ably 
governed,  in  harmony  with  the  feelingB  and 
wishes  of  the  people;  of  Sir  Harry  Smith 
at  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope;  of  Sir  W. 
Colebrooke,  now  going  out  to  Barbadoes 
— men  all  marked  out  by  peculiar  ability, 
and  eminently  fitted  for  their  duties.  It 
appeared  to  be  necessary  to  remind  the 
House  of  these  appointments,  since  they 
were  overlooked  by  his  hon.  Friends.  They 
were  now  speaking  not  to  England  only, 
but  to  the  colonies,  and  it  was  important 
to  show  that  the  appointments  to  high 
places  in  our  distant  possessions  had  not 
been  made  from  the  unworthy  motives 
which  had  been  assigned;  but  that  men 
had  been  appomted  whose  ability  had  been 
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proTed  bj  the  sncccss  which  had  attended 
their  adminbtration.  He  might  refer  to 
more  recent  appointments — to  Mr.  More 
OTerrail,  Governor  of  Malta.  Was  there 
anj  man  conld  impugn  that  appoint- 
ment ?  To  Captain  Grej,  GoTemor  of 
New  Zealand.  Was  there  anj  man  conld 
impugn  that  appointment?  To  Lord 
Harris  at  Trinidad,  and  to  many  others, 
wlueh  would  equallj  show  that  the  mo- 
tives assigned  had  not  influenced  these  ap- 
pointments to  the  government  of  our  colo- 
mes.  His  hon.  Friend  had  said,  that  he 
was  for  conferring  upon  the  colonies  at 
once  a  large  measure  of  self-government; 
but  he  understood  him  at  the  same  time  to 
say,  that  he  was  for  abandoning  none  of 
onr  colonies.  It  followed,  therefore,  as  a 
general  rule,  that  all  our  colonies  should 
be  self-governed.  Now,  he  admitted  to  a 
Terr  large  extent,  that  wherever  a  colony 
was  found  fitted  for  that  form  of  govern- 
ment, the  home  authorities  were  bound  to 
confer  it;  but  when  his  hon.  Friend  looked 
over  our  colonial  empire,  he  would  find 
thai  that  general  maxim  admitted  of  great 
and  necessanr  qualification.  Take,  for  in- 
stance, Canada,  where  self-government  has 
been  carried  to  the  utmost  point.  Did  his 
hon.  Friend  mean  to  say  that  he  would  ap- 
ply the  same  form  of  government  to  the 
little  island  of  Nevis  ?  Take  the  Mauritius, 
which  was  excluded  from  self-government. 
That  was  a  colony  partaking  of  a  military 
character  as  well  as  a  colony;  in  which  im- 
perial interests  had  to  be  consulted,  as 
well  as  the  welfare  of  the  colonist.  Both 
could  now  be  reconciled.  But  if  a  perfect 
system  of  self-government  prevailed,  impe- 
rial interests  would  clearly  become  subordi- 
nate, and  in  the  upholding  of  these  inte- 
rests the  colony  was  deeply  interested. 
Then,  again, where  there  were  hostile  races, 
or  where  Europeans  were  in  a  minority, 
would  his  hon.  Friend  give  local  self-go- 
vernment to  a  mere  European  minority, 
and  thus,  perhaps,  place  absolute  power 
in  their  hands  ?  It  was  here  that  the  mo- 
derating influence  of  the  Crown  came  in, 
and  had  been  useful  in  maintaining  a  har- 
monious action  between  hostile  races  and 
between  unequal  numbers  of  different  races; 
a  result  which,  from  obvious  causes,  could 
scarcely  be  expected  from  placing  power 
without  control  in  the  hands  of  a  European 
minority.  E  xperience  here  was  a  safer  guide 
than  mere  speculation.  Our  colonial  pos- 
sessions might  be  grouped  in  four  classes.  > 
"^here  was  first  our  territorial  possessions, 
r  the  surface  of  which  we  sought  to  dif- 1 


lose  our  race,  name,  and  langna^.  Thej 
varied  essentially  one  from  another.  Sack 
were  our  North  American  and  Aiiitc»> 
lian  colonies.  New  Zealand,  and  Sooth 
Africa.  Then  there  were  the  plaatsdooay 
the  great  object  of  which  was  to  rapplj 
tropical  produce  to  this  eoontiy.  Thefe 
were  great  anomalies  and  diflieohies  in 
the  way  of  applying  self-gorenaneBt  to 
these  islands,  obvious  to  the  most  emsoal 
observer.  Then  there  were  our  tzadin^ 
possessions,  our  great  commercial  depdta, 
such  as  Hong-Kong,  Labuan,  mod  <iiir 
various  possesions  on  the  west  eout  of 
Africa.  Those  possessions  were  hdd  foft 
different  purposes  of  policy  and  intereat* 
and  did  not  admit  of  one  mdform  system 
of  government.  Then  there  were  tlio 
great  militaiy  stations,  bnt  wludi  he  noder- 
stood  his  hon.  Friend  did  not  znean  to 
include  in  his  sweeping  policy.  This  ge> 
neral  survey  of  the  colonial  poMe«ioM 
of  the  country  showed  the  impossibility  of 
subjecting  them  to  any  one  system  of 
government.  The  government  most  be 
varied  with  the  variation  of  their 
sities  and  peculiarities,  which  forbade,  < 
if  it  were  possible,  the  unifonn  i^Bcmtion 
of  one  system  through  all  our  colonial 
possessions.  He  quite  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Baronet  in  thinking  that  local  self- 
government  ought  to  be  the  rule.  He  was 
not  at  all  disposed  to  interfere  with  that  as 
the  general  rule;  and,  whenever  a  eolonj 
or  a  community  was  fitted  to  reeeiTe  that 
form  of  government,  it  ought  to  he  the 
first  duty  of  this  country  to  confer  that 
privilege  upon  it.  He  was  prepared  to 
show,  that  this  had  been  the  giudmg  prin- 
ciple of  onr  colonial  policy.  Whilst  he  «sa 
glad  to  hear  that  his  hon.  Friend  did 
not  propose  to  abandon  the  colonieat  it 
followed,  whilst  they  were  retained,  that 
some  form  of  home  or  central  gorem- 
ment  must  exist,  whether,  as  now»  hy 
the  responsible  superintendence  of  tiie  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  or  bj  a 
colonial  commission  as  proposed  bj 
high  authorities.  But  a  home  or 
tral  authority  must  be  retained  in 
form  or  shape  veiy  similar  to  that  which  at 
present  existed.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Gateshead  had  talked  of  the  despotie  a»- 
thority  of  the  Colonial  Office;  and  so  did 
the  hon.  Member  fw  Soothwark.  What 
did  they  mean?  Despotic  authority !  Where 
was  it  exercised  I  The  Colonial  Minister 
was  amenable  to  Parliament.  The  hnmUe 
individual  who  now  addressed  the  Honse 
was  there  to  explain  and  defend,  aa  far  «i 
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be  thought  ii  could  with  justice  he  de- 
fended, the  colonial  policy  of  the  country. 
The  debates  relating  to  the  government  of 
New  Zealand  could  scarcely  be  forgotten. 
They  were  an  answer  to  the  charge  of  des- 
potic authority.  And  equally  so  was  the 
power  (^  moving  for  papers  which  the 
House  possessed.  The  debates  upon  the 
government  of  New  Zealand,  the  full  dis- 
closure of  every  transaction  in  that  colony, 
were  equally  an  answer  to  the  aUegation 
that  any  secret  influence  existed — a  charge 
rather  made  to  give  zest  to  speeches  in 
that  House,  than  founded  upon  fact.  Such 
an  imputation  was  calculated  to  injure  the 
just  authority  of  the  Colonial  Government; 
and  he  regretted  that  for  a  mere  passing 
purpose  such  observations  should  be  made. 
But  he  would  now  proceed  to  state  how  far 
the  principles  of  self-government,  or  respon- 
sible government,  had  been  recognised  as 
part  of  that  colonial  policy  which  he  defend- 
ed. Wouldany  onedeny  thatCanada  possess- 
ed the  largest  measure  of  self-government  ? 
She  made  her  own  laws  with  scarcely  any 
interference;  she  imposed  her  own  taxes; 
she  expended  their  produce.  She  possessed 
the  largest  powers  of  self-goveniment  any 
colony  ever  possessed.  Not  only  had  she 
local  self-government,  but  she  had  respon- 
sible government;  and  never  had  Canada 
enjoyed  it  so  fully  as  since  Lord  Elgin 
had  held  the  reins  of  government.  He 
acted  without  reference  to  one  party  or 
the  other;  and  the  Ministry  he  appointed 
to  conduct  the  affairs  of  the  country  was 
the  Ministry  in  which  the  majority  of 
the  Assembly  had  confidence.  Such  was 
the  principle  of  colonial  government  in 
Canada;  and  he  must  add,  that  Canada, 
when  throughout  Europe  the  greatest 
anxiety  prevailed,  and  the  greatest  changes 
were  taking  place,  was  perfectly  tranquil 
and  contented  with  the  Government  she 
possessed.  In  Canada,  no  attempt  had 
been  made  to  create  either  excitement,  or 
even  advocate  a  change  of  government. 
On  the  contrary,  the  people  relied  on  the 
Government  they  had,  which  was  that  of 
the  majority  of  the  Assembly;  and  in  con- 
formity, therefore,  with  the  wishes  of  the 
majority  of  the  people  electing  the  members 
of  that  Assembly.  Canada,  then,  pre- 
sented a  case  in  which  responsible  govern- 
ment had  been  carried  to  a  practical  and 
successful  result.  New  Brunswick  present- 
ed another  instance.  There  a  complete 
system  of  local  self-government  existed. 
He  held  in  bis  hand  an  extract  of  a  de- 
spatch which  his  noble  Friend  at  the  head 
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of  the  Colonial  Department  had  addrested, 
in  June,  1848,  to  the  Governor  of  New 
Brunswick : — 

"  The  principle  on  which,  in  my  judgment,  the 
Governor  of  a  representative  colony,  such  as  New 
Brunswick,  should  act,  is  that  of  endeavouring  to 
form  such  a  council  as  he  thinks  will  command 
the  greatest  confidence  from  the  inhabitants  and 
their  representatives,  and,  when  constructed,  to 
give  to  it  all  £iir  support  in  carrying  on  the  go- 
vernment of  the  province,  while  at  the  same  time 
he  should  carefully  abstain  from  committing  him- 
self to  the  interest  of  any  one  political  party  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  place  him  under  any  diffi- 
culty in  giving  similar  constitutional  support  to 
their  opponents,  if  through  any  change  in  public 
opinion,  a  change  of  his  council  should  become  ne- 
cessary." 

Such  were  the  principles  on  which  his 
noble  Friend  had  acted  with  respect  to 
New  Brunswick.  The  hon.  Baronet  seem- 
ed to  think  he  had  enunciated  a  new  prin- 
ciple, which  had  never  heretofore  been  act- 
ed on.  In  Nova  Scotia,  again,  a  change 
of  Administration  had  taken  place.  The 
province  was  satisfied  with  the  change; 
and  the  Administration  was  now  conducted 
by  the  new  Ministry,  having  the  assent 
of  the  Assembly,  and  the  Governor  giving 
them  his  coi*dial  support,  according  to  the 
instructions  of  the  nohle  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Colonial  Department.  He  would 
quote  a  passage  from  a  despatch  dated 
November  3,  1846,  addressed  to  Sir  John 
Harvey,  the  Governor  of  Nova  Scotia,  in 
which  his  noble  Friend  said — 

"  The  object  with  which  I  recommend  to  you 
this  course,  is  that  of  making  it  apparent  that  any 
transfer  which  may  take  place  of  political  power 
from  the  hands  of  one  party  in  the  province  to 
those  of  another,  is  the  result,  not  of  an  act  of 
yours,  but  of  the  wishes  of  the  people  themselves, 
as  shown  by  the  difficulty  experienced  by  the  re- 
tiring party  in  carrying  on  the  government  of 
the  province  according  to  the  forms  of  the  consti- 
tution." 

Well,  then.  Nova  Scotia  also  had  a  consti- 
tution, had  local  self-government.  Gene- 
rally, the  North  American  possessions  of 
this  country  enjoyed  the  large  and  full 
fruits  of  the  British  constitution.  But  the 
hon.  Member  for  Southwark  made  some 
rather  harsh  observations  on  the  Bill  of 
his  noble  Friend  for  the  government  of 
New  Zealand,  overlooking  altogether  the 
liberal  and  constitutional  character  of  that 
Bill.  The  hon.  Member  was  not  very 
accurate  in  what  he  said.  That  Bill,  he 
was  disposed  to  think,  did  confer  a  good 
constitution;  in  that  Bill,  for  the  first  time, 
there  was  introduced  this  most  important 
provision — a  provision  for  a  franchise  to 
the  native  population.  It  was,  he  believed, 
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the  first  time  in  the  history  of  the  colonies 
that  the  attempt  had  heen  made  to  intro- 
duce the  natives  to  the  exercise  of  politi- 
cal power;  and  there  were  many  who  would 
soon  hecome  qualified  to  exercise  the  pri- 
rileges  conferred.  A  more  intelligent  race 
did  not  exist — men  more  fitted  to  make 
good  subjects  of  the  Queen.  With  respect 
to  Australia,  his  hon.  Friend  had  said,  the 
constitution  had  given  great  dissatisfac- 
tion in  the  colony:  now  no  constitution  had 
been  proposed.  How  stood  the  fact  ?  A 
despatch,  not  a  Bill,  had  been  sent  out  to 
elicit  the  opinions  of  the  colonists.  The 
object  of  his  noble  Friend  was  to  place 
a  general  measure  before  the  colonists. 
Their  opinion  was  adverse  to  the  scheme 
thus  propounded — the  Bill  which  Lord 
Grey  intended  to  propose  was  at  an  end— 
and  the  future  Bill  which,  in  consequence, 
it  might  bo  his  duty  to  propose — would  be 
founded  upon  the  existing  constitution  of 
New  South  Wales,  with  full  power  to 
amend  it  as  the  wants  or  wishes  of  the 
colony  should  suggest.  That  was  surely 
not  a  measure  indicating  despotic  autho- 
rity, or  a  determination  to  govern  the 
colonies  without  consulting  them.  Then 
it  was  said,  the  Cape  ought  to  have  repre- 
sentative government.  What  had  been 
done?  His  hon.  Friend  had  attempted 
to  show  that  an  indisposition  existed  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  grant  a  con- 
stitution and  local  self-government  to  the 
Cape.  The  fact  was  quite  the  reverse. 
Among  the  papers  printed  and  presented 
to  the  House  was  a  despatch  dated  the  1 0th 
of  December,  1841,  from  Sir  G.  Napier, 
then  Governor  of  the  Cape,  to  Lord  Stan- 
ley, recommending  a  representative  go- 
vernment for  the  Cape.  Lord  Stanley 
replied  in  a  despatch,  in  which  he  made 
many  objections  to  the  scheme,  but  ex- 
pressed a  hope  they  would  be  successfully 
met.  But  the  noble  P]arl  at  the  head  of 
the  Colonial  Department,  having  had  his 
attention  called  to  the  subject,  addressed 
the  Governor  in  a  despatch  dated  the  2nd 
of  November,  1846,  as  follows — 

"  I  turn  now  to  a  totally  different  sul)ject,  on 
which  I  hope  to  receive  the  benefit  of  your  advice 
.and  assistAnco  so  soon  as  tho  settlement  of  the 
affairs  of  Caffraria  shall  have  left  you  leisure  for 
the  purpose.  I  advert  to  the  applications  which 
have  heen  addressed  to  Her  Majesty  for  tho  es- 
tablishment of  a  representitive  form  of  govern- 
ment in  th'*  colony  of  tho  Cape  of  Good  Hope. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  entertain  tho  strong- 
est pre|K)ssessi()n8  in  favour  of  that  system  of  co- 
lonial polity,  and  will  be  prompt  to  avail  them- 
selves of  any  opi)ortunity  of  extending  it  to  tho 
British  settlements  in  Southern  Africa." 


The  House  was  aware  that  the  progrew  ol 
the  Cape  had  been  interrupted  bj  the 
Kaffir  war;  and  that  the  consequent  stste 
of  the  colony  was  unfavourable  to  the  ea- 
tablishment  or  consideration  of  constitu- 
tional government.  But  peace  IumI  been 
restored;  and  to  show  that  this  great  prin- 
ciple of  our  colonial  government  was  not 
forgotten,  ho  would  now  quote  a  patiage 
from  a  despatch  of  Sir  Harrj  Sbuu» 
dated  December  10,  1847:— 

*'  I  propose  to  myself,  with  mfet^aea  to  year 
Lordship's  despatch  to  me  of  the  10th  of  Scptaoi- 
bcr  last,  to  embrace  in  one  general  report  the 
remodelling  of  the  whole  of  this  GovermiAeiit  i^on 
a  comprehonsivo  view,  ever  regarding  pcmolmr  r»- 
presen^tion  as  the  tme  Enj^sh  fbra  ot  govern- 
ment." 

Thus  the  first  thmg  Sir  H.  Smith  did  after 
the  termination  of  the  war  was  to  torn  hia 
attention  to  the  civil  government  of  the  eo- 
lony;  and  they  had  his  assurance  that  he 
would  speedily  make  a  report  upon  the 
civil  government  of  the  Cape  upon  a  po- 
pular basis.  Passing  now  fh>m  their  ter- 
ritorial possessions,  they  came  to  thw  eo- 
lonies  in  the  West  Indies  —  the  phmta- 
tions.  Here  a  different  state  of  thinga  ex- 
isted :  there  were  small  European  oonunn- 
nities,  and  a  large  coloured  population. 
Whether  in  Trinidad,  or  the  Bmaller  is- 
lands, or  in  British  Guiana,  the  obaenratioii 
applied  to  all.  He  asked  his  hon.  Friend 
if  he  was  prepared  to  confer  upon  these 
colonies  local  self-goyemmentt  If  so, 
one  of  two  things  must  happen.  Thcj 
must  either  take  precautions  to  Beeure  a 
large  and  extended  franchise  for  the  co- 
loured population,  or  they  must  prepare 
for  the  small  European  minority  ezereiaing 
a  power  over  the  coloured  populatiim 
without  control  —  a  power  he  doubled 
whether  any  one  who  was  well  aoquainted 
with  these  colonies  would  wish  to  see  tiins 
exercised.  He  spoke  advisedly  when  he 
said — and  he  was  sure  that  every  one  ae« 
quainted  with  the  legislation  of  the  West 
Indies  for  the  last  ten  or  fifteen  Years 
would  bear  him  out — that  the  tendeney 
of  that  legislation  had  been  to  pass  laws 
with  reference  to  the  labouring  population 
which  would  have  more  or  less  placed  them 
in  a  state  of  entire  subserviency  to  thwr 
masters;  and  he  believed  the  iimuenee  of 
tho  Crown  had  been  most  beneficially  ez^ 
erciscd  in  controlling,  on  the  one  hand,  the 
power  of  the  Council  and  the  AseemUy; 
and  on  the  other  in  restraining  the  lahonr- 
ing  population,  and  maintaining  a  harmo- 
nious action  between  those  two  portions 
of  these  communities.    But  then,  it 
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said  that  colonies  possessing  representa- 
tive assemblies  conducted  their  affairs 
more  economically  than  those  governed 
by  the  Crown,  Now,  they  had  no  returns 
sufficiently  correct  to  form  any  sound  judg- 
ment upon  this  point.  He  must  state 
candidly  that  he  had  found  the  greatest 
difficulty  in  obtaining  anything  like  an 
accurate  account,  whether  of  population 
or  of  finance^  or  the  expenditure  and  cost 
of  government  in  the  West  India  colonies 
having  representative  assemblies.  He  must 
candidly  state,  that  if  there  were  any  colo- 
nies with  regard  to  which  there  existed 
difficulties  in  ascertaining  these  matters, 
they  were  our  West  India  colonies.  New 
Zealand,  New  South  Wales,  and  Avsiralia 
supplied  statistical  returns  of  the  greatest 
accuracy;  but  this  was  not  the  case  with 
the  colonies  he  had  referred  to.  And 
with  regard  to  the  calculations  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  especially  those  relating  to  New 
South  Wales,  it  must  be  remembered  that 
the  rapid  introduction  of  40,000  or  50,000 
emigrants  would  alter  materially  the  cost 
of  government,  and  affect  the  general  re- 
sult when  the  cost  of  government  was 
measured  by  its  comparative  cost  per  head 
of  the  population.  Without  accurate  in- 
formation on  these  points,  therefore,  no 
results  on  which  dependence  could  be  placed 
could  be  obtained.  He  would  refer  to  one 
instance.  He  held  in  his  hand  a  return 
of  the  cost  for  one  year  of  the  government 
of  British  Guiana.  The  total  cost,  in- 
cluding military  expenses,  (which  were 
42,000^.,)  was  313,000^.  The  mother 
country  only  contributed  the  amount  re- 
quired for  military  protection,  stipendiary 
magistrates,  &c.;  and  of  the  270,000/. 
which  was  raised  by  the  colony,  100,000^. 
was  spent  in  immigration.  [Mr.  Barkly  : 
You  mean  dollars.]  No.  The  accuracy  of 
the  amount  was  undoubted;  100,000/., 
not  dollars,  was  spent  in  the  importation  of 
labourers;  but  his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  W. 
Molesworth)  had  not  directed  their  atten- 
tion to  this  point.  [Sir  W.  Molesworth 
specially  excluded  the  expenses  of  immi- 
gration.] He  did  not  so  understand  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  and  had 
therefore  selected  this  colony  as  present- 
ing a  remarkable  instance  of  the  apparent 
cost  of  the  government,  whilst  it  included 
so  large  an  amount  for  the  importation 
of  labour.  Again,  his  hon.  Friend  had 
pointed  out  Hong-Kong  as  a  settlement 
where  great  extravagance  prevailed,  and, 
as  he  understood  him,  he  objected  to  the 
policy  which  led  to  its  formation.     Now> 


when  he  referred  to  the  reports  from 
Hong-Kong,  he  found  strong  proofs  of  the 
wisdom  of  those  who  founded  it.  Sir  J. 
Davis,  in  a  despatch  dated  the  13th  of 
March,  1847,  forwarded  the  third  blue 
book  of  the  colony,  being  for  the  year 
1846,  which  showed  that  the  income  for 
that  year  had  increased,  from  22,000/.  to 
27,000/.  in  1847;  and  further,  that  whilst 
the  income  had  increased,  the  expenditure 
had  diminished,  the  difference  amounting 
to  6,375/.  Thus,  while  the  income  was  in- 
creasing, the  expenditure  was  decreasing. 
Hong-Kong  was  an  important  station,  and 
was  maintained  for  the  protection  of  our 
trade,  and  not  for  the  sake  of  patronage;  and 
it  could  only  be  upheld  by  the  aid  of  a  naval 
and  military  foree.  But  it  was  not  fair 
to  charge  that  expenditure  upon  the  colony. 
Indeed  he  might  here  remark  that  if  they 
had  no  colonies  they  would  still  be  obliged 
to  maintain  a  large  fleet  and  a  considerable 
force  for  the  general  protection  of  trade 
and  commerce;  so  when  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man spoke  of  the  packet  service  in  con- 
nexion with  our  colonies,  he  must  pro- 
test against  the  hon.  Gentleman's  inference, 
because  it  was  clear  that  that  service 
must  be  maintained,  whether  they  had  colo- 
nies or  not.  In  the  review  which  his  hon. 
Friend  had  taken,  he  had  but  slightly  no- 
ticed the  island  of  Ceylon.  Now,  he  was 
happy  to  tell  the  House  that  the  fixed, 
establishment  in  Ceylon  had  been  recently 
placed  under  the  review  of  the  Council; 
and  he  was  confident  that  in  that  island, 
as  in  other  colonies,  great  reductions  of 
expenditure  might  be  and  would  be  made. 
The  tariff  had  been  revised,  and  duties 
largely  reduced  already.  He  quite  agreed 
with  his  hon.  Friend,  that  it  was  their 
bounden  duty  to  reduce  the  colonial  ex- 
penditure in  every  case  as  far  as  was 
compatible  with  efficiency;  and  with  re- 
gard to  Ceylon,  they  had  an  earnest  of 
this  declaration  by  the  Legislative  Council 
having  been  called  upon  to  review  the  cost 
of  the  fixed  establishments,  which  had 
hitherto  been  withheld  from  their  control. 
Many  complaints  had  been  made  of  the  cost 
of  the  government  of  the  Mauritius;  but  in 
September  last,  when  there  was  a  great 
probability  of  a  commercial  crisis  in  that 
colony,  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Grey),  see- 
ing the  approach  of  difficulties,  urged  upon 
the  colonial  government  the  duty  of  re- 
ducing the  expenditure,  and,  consequently, 
the  taxation  of  the  island.  They  had  now 
received  from  the  Governor  a  reply  to  these 
instructions,  from  which  it  appeared  that 
2F2 


.  -z^  ZiO^Lzen    SiiiwraaiiT  lii*  ri-itfauiunc  of  aj£<i 
fnci  lii":  ^jtcisii  i;  li*  prsssss  k 

t^if^  H'.iis^,  zL^i  iha  ^akx  kait  seeK  fitB 

•^u^f^  cf.^-yi^raaiiL.      Bos  tae    sjvbbb 
iad  iris  zrsecTuZrr — dhst  h  <2bI!j  apffad 

*Ases  ittise    Lid 
Lizri    yra    &:uL    wn 

l<«=n  CAde  u  Lis  ipsbie  Fnenii  «■.  iks 
soLj-^e;.  His  c-wn  Esqpressn.  wms  i 
ixx  was  a  fftir  coe;  bcs 
ci:-£.dza-£d  t'>  be  =Ade.  And  ilniss  tke  ] 
&n  «f  EaH  Gr>rT  wxs  »  re^o've 
cedes.  Xov,  l<;V>re  Loo.  GcstcLoaea  i 
iw.r«rpEn^  &sserti*?ii5,  s-joae  a»|iiirie»  _ 
^o  L^Te  beea  insdnned.  [Sir  W.  Mocxs- 
W02T3:  When  were  the  roy^ncs  niaaiui*] 
Verr  reeendj.  [Sir  W.  McuawoKiM: 
WIdiln  the  kst  three  <!>r  foor  diTs  !]  Xo. 
The  aboLitko  had  taken  place 
ba^k,  though  onlr  reeendr  i 
to  the  colonr.  The  progresi  of  tbis  and 
other  coknies  shoved  that  the  titLwiial 
poHcT  of  England  had  noc  been  so  wmf 
cess^  as  the  hon.  Baronet  rqHeaented. 
in  proof  of  vhich  he  nugfal  re^  to  tko 
progress  which  Port  PhOm  bad  mnrtu. 
In  1844  its  reyenoe  was  69,U00JL.  in  1846 
it    was    96,'»j/.:    in   1S44  ha    " 


t3r«  -.if  ja-ir-iir*rt:  iii£  r«b:i^  -:  i^ier  ilLei^s 
«  dut  exzaxs  :c  I'l .  !•' * j-T.  E  *  Ix-i  ni'^'  »ii:-n, 

CT-err  tiiccsidi:!!  :#^  esruidii  h  wiier*  d:* 
e:&:Q£fts  ww*  bL  &  er.cii^:^  i:  Tin^jr^  h : 
asiti  as  rOTri**i  tiit  ^iz»^sn2hs:rt^  'ia  Lli 

1ml  asii  lEit  Mi^rldis.  wI-tt^  iixi-iia  Liii    had  tL 
fi#wiL  zt^aLlJ  mhxfttL  H*  Li.i  zr:T*ii  diis   ^->  «.x=j 

•fiit  *"*_''''r'V  ^yE/K  Lfcf  z<:<;  t^i^s.  4l^:'r^th»;r 
i£ft  b.  4.irJili%rizz  diK  aci^  -it  dj*  €«:w> 

*«.▼  :i^  ♦fen  '-€  ^tir  n^.ciai  j-i^S^j:  let 
5;  W44  iaijorLit*  tii  rikse  dix:  i-^nr  eoii-clai 
sradt!:  w«  in  bxnAiizz  trade.  wLUst  the 
e»>K  rji  ^yrerLrz.r:^^  w*i  Lf:^  :ricreasi=.g. 
Ti*  Irtc-  E*r:::*t  Ls.i  «^:ai  diat  for  erprj 
p<iqE^  i%rili.2  '-f  eipcrt4  C*^.  were  pali 
for  th^  ejp^taes  cf  ^Kl'-r-LiI  zoTemziest. 
If  d&iai  w<ere  trse  The  wjxr.-al  *T*t«a  w:.:Jd 
^iiffced  be  5id«-;Z-rEiI^  *:2.  a/x^iont  cf  hi 
ejLtr&ra^acrf^; :  It:  Le  w«  c^.i:£.ient  that 
2i-5r&  a^Ktm^  eiamiaa'.r.n  w^cld  show 
thas  :t  was  iMnrrset-  In  I  ^45  the  total 
raloft  #>f  Eritbh  EiaG:fisLc:cr«  erpirteJ 
to  ti#&  Wrlcr::^  was  L5. 1 '»,•»"•?.,  and 
that  of  die  exjKrts  from  the  coloriies  was 
lZ,i*yj/jy*L  [Sir  W.  M.MZ.5W0ETH  had 
nfeind  onij  to  ocr  exports  to  the  colonic-*; 
he  iwerrer  thought  of  intro»iccing  the  ralne 
of  eoIooLal  exports  into  the  calcnhidon.] 
He  thorizht  he  was  ja^dSed  in  taking  both : 
if  the  c<rit  of  colonial  goTemment  was  to 
be  thos  tested,  it  should  be  proportioned   amounted  to  lo  1,000/..  in  IS46tliej 


ed  316 /yyjL;  in  1S44  ita  exporta 
2.56,«»>f.,  in  1846  thej  amoonted  to 
425,«»)7.  As  regarded  Sontli  Anstnlin, 
to  which  he  had  already  refeiicd,  the  resnlt 
was  equallj  gratifying,  as  the  ftOoving 
comparatire  statement  would  pnvfe: — 


SOCTH    ACSTKALIA    IS    THS    TMMMM    18M;    1845^ 


to  the  whole  capiud  emplojed;  and  not 
chargc-d  onlj  on  one  pordon  of  it ;  and  look- 
ing at  the  case  in  that  point  of  view,  it 
would  be  seen  that  the  cost  of  colonial 
goremment  was  far  less  than  9i.  in  the 
poimd  upon  the  value  of  imports  and  ex- 
ports combined.  Remarks  had  been  made 
upon  what  was  called  the  meddling  policy 
of  the  Colonial  Office;  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Gateshead  had  observed  that 
South  Australia  would  become  a  flourish- 
ing colony  if  the  Colonial  Office  would 
but  act  wisely.  [Mr.  Hctt:  I  said  if 
the  Colonial  Office  would  let  it  alone.] 
Let  it  alone!  Why,  if  it  had  not  been 
for  the  Colonial  Office,  the  colony  would 
hare  been  bankrupt.  South  Australia  had 
been  essentially  a   pet  colony  with  some 

fi:entlcmen,  and  its  mana^rement  was  as-  t,  _^  .  -_     « n.  a  ^.^..    , 

^         1  .  .  mi     ^       1 .  1    .  ^^^  copper  ore  exported  from  South  Australia  in 

ed  to  amateurs.     The  result  was,  that  1^44  was  valued  at  4.009/.,  in  1846  at  ItAnL, 

brought  the  colony  to    the  verge  of  and  in  the  two  quarters  of  1846  at  64^1981.** 


i    1S40.    j    1845. 

184IL 

Total  population...!    14,610 
Acres  in  culuvationj     2.503 

22,390 
26,218 

35393 
33»3t» 

Exports  of  colonial 

produce    1    15.650 

RcTenue      1   30.109 

Expenditure        ...1169,966 

£ 

131.800 
32.099 
36,188 

312338 
52.406 
49388 
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Take  any  one  of  the  Australian  colonies, 
and  it  will  show  a  similar  progress.  It 
was  true  that  upon  some  points,  such  as 
the  minimum  price  of  land  for  instance, 
dissatisfaction  might  prevail;  hut,  gene- 
rally speaking,  the  colonies  were  progres- 
sing, and  these  colonies,  if  tested  hy  the 
generally  thriving  condition  of  settlers, 
might  fairly  he  descrihed  as  happy  and 
contented.  New  Zealand  was  another 
instance  of  successful  colonisation.  [Mr. 
Hume:  No  thanks  to  the  Colonial  Office.] 
The  New  Zealand  Company  applied  to  the 
Colonial  Office  for  a  loan,  which  was  grant- 
ed to  a  liberal  amount,  and  by  the  great 
ability  and  sound  judgment  of  the  Governor, 
Captain  Grey,  and  the  renewed  exertions 
of  the  Company,  the  colony  since  that  time 
had  made  rapid  progress  in  prosperity.  He 
would  read  an  extract  from  a  despatch  of 
Governor  Fitzroy  to  Lord  Stanley,  dated 
the  16th  of  September,  1844,  which  de- 
scribed the  miserable  condition  of  New 
Zealand  at  that  time : — 

"  The  state  of  this  colony  is  unprecedented  and 
most  critical ;  but  I  trust  that  the  blessing  of 
God  on  our  utmost  exertions  in  so  good  a  cause 
will  enable  us  to  surmount  every  difficulty,  how- 
ever threatening.  We  have  no  money,  except  the 
paper  currency  reported  in  my  despatch  of  the 
15th  of  April  last  (No.  11).  The  receipts  of  cus- 
toms are  diminishing  monthly,  owing  to  general 
poverty ;  fees  on  grants  to  land  cannot  be  paid, 
for  the  same  reason  ;  and  near  400  deeds  of  grant 
which  I  have  signed  since  my  arrival,  are  now 
lying  in  office,  because  those  in  whose  favour  they 
are  made  out  are  too  poor  to  pay  the  fee  required 
by  law." 

He  would  now  refer  only  to  the  last  de- 
spatch of  GoveiTior  Grey,  which  was  dated 
the  17th  of  March,  1848,  to  show  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  colony : — 

"  Firstly,  I  would  generally  report  that  peace 
and  tranquillity  prevail  throughout  every  portion 
of  New  Zealand  ;  that  the  general  revenue  is  ra- 
pidly increasing ;  and  that  internal  traffic  and 
commerce  are  rapidly  extending  themselves — so 
much  so,  that  I  should  think  the  native  trade  in 
manufactured  goods  had  already  become  an  ob- 
ject of  some  consideration  to  British  merchants  ; 
although,  as  a  great  portion  of  this  passes  through 
Sidney,  it  may  appear  in  Great  Britain  to  be  a 
trade  with  New  South  Wales.  Secondly,  upon 
the  state  of  the  native  population  generally,  I 
would  report  that  they  are  making  rapid  and  re- 
markable progress  in  the  arts  of  civilised  life. 
The  various  reports  I  have  transmitted  upon  their 
employment  by  the  Ordnance  department — upon 
their  construction  of  roads  and  bridges — upon  the 
number  of  small  vessels  owned  by  them — must  all 
have  elucidated  the  progress  the  native  population 
are  making." 

Thus  the  native  population  was  advancing 
in  prosperity,  and  partaking  in  the  general 
advantages  of  civilised  government,  mak- 


ing not  an  ununportant  feature  in  the  pro- 
gress of  modern  colonisation.  As  regards 
the  revenue.  Governor  Grey,  on  the  15th 
April,  1847,  thus  addresses  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies : — 

"  In  my  despatch  (No.  46)  of  the  12th  May  last, 
in  stating  the  probable  revenue  for  1847,  I  esti- 
mated it  at  only  22,000/.,  adding  that  probably 
the  estimated  amount  might  fall  below  the  real 
revenue,  but  that  I  thought  it  better  to  incur  the 
risk  of  erring  upon  the  side  of  under-calculating 
the  revenue,  rather  than  upon  that  of  leading  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  form  too  fitvourable  an 
opinion  of  the  financial  state  of  the  colony ;  at  the 
same  time  I  recorded  my  belief  that  the  revenue 
would  shortly  exceed  the  estimated  amount,  and 
continue  rapidly  to  increase.  Probably  the  best 
idea  that  can  be  given  of  the  increase  which  is 
taking  place  in  the  revenue  will  be  conveyed  by 
my  stating,  that  the  revenue  of  the  colony  of  New 
Zealand,  for  the  year  1845,  amounted  to  only 
about  6,422/.,  or  only  to  one-sixth  of  the  revenue 
for  the  year  1847,  calculated  on  the  present  rate 
of  revenue,  which  will,  however,  I  believe,  rapidly 
increase." 

His  hon.  Friend  had  largely  insisted  on  the 
excessive  expenditure,  naval  and  military, 
which  appeared  to  have  taken  place  in 
connexion  with  the  colonies.  Papers  on 
the  subject  were  presented  to  Parliament 
in  1832,  and  again  in  1843  and  1844.  He 
had  his  attention  directed  to  these  papers 
some  time  back,  and  he  owned  that  he  was 
struck  with  the  rapid  increase  of  the 
colonial  expenditure,  chiefly  under  these 
heads.  Upon  comparing  the  years  to 
which  he  had  referred,  he  found  that  the 
increase  in  the  expenditure  amounted  to 
about  700,0002.  In  order  to  ascertain 
the  cause,  he  had  an  account  made 
out  in  detail,  showing,  under  every  head, 
how  the  increase  arose ;  and  one  broad 
result  was  rather  remarkable.  He  found, 
upon  looking  into  the  account,  that 
nearly  the  whole  of  that  increase  was  con- 
fined to  three  colonies — Canada,  the  Cape 
of  Good  Hope,  and  New  South  Wales; 
the  latter  being  a  great  military  station, 
and  including  New  Zealand.  To  a  certain 
extent  he  considered  this  a  satisfactory  re- 
sult, because  he  thought  that  the  present 
condition  of  these  colonies  would  place  it 
in  the  power  of  the  Government  to  reduce 
that  expenditure.  In  all,  war  had  ceased. 
The  civil  expenditure  had  not  increased 
much — not  more  than  40,000?. ;  and  when 
the  House  came  to  consider  that  new 
settlements  had  been  made  at  St.  Helena, 
the  Falkland  Islands,  South  Australia,  and 
North  Australia,  the  explanation  of  that 
increase  was  apparent.  Neither  had  the 
naval  expenditure  increased  much,  the 
increase  being    not    more    than    8,000{. 
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Ho  was  bound  to  admit,  however,  that  he 
thought  the  general  expenditure,  both  that 
which  might  be  considered  imperial,  as  well 
as  that  which  was  properly  colonial,  might 
be  reduced;  but  he  did  not  think  that  that 
could  be  done  by  granting,  without  discri- 
mination, local  self-government  to  all  the 
colonics.     The  rule  which  he  would  ven- 
ture to  lay  down  was,  that  as  soon  as  a 
colony   had   arrived    at   that    amount   of 
population,  and  attained  that  amount  of 
intelligence,  which  could  furnish  the  mate- 
rials  for  good  government,  that  then  it 
was    the  bounden   duty   of    a    Secretary 
of  State  to  grant  local  self-government. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  alluded  to  the  con- 
stant interference   of   the  Colonial  Office 
with  the  legislation  of  the  colonies.     In 
order    to    ascertain    the  amount  of   that 
interference,  a  paper  had  been  prepared, 
which    showed     that    from    the    1st    of 
January,    1S47,    to   the  30th   of   June, 
184S,  no  less  than  912  laws  or  ordinances 
had  been  passed  by  colonial  legislatures, 
of  which  only  bb  had  been  objected  to  by 
the  Colonial  Office.      He  had  the  detailed 
objections  in  his  hand,  and  if  examined 
they  would  be  found  fully  to  justify  this 
much  misrepresented    interference — they 
were  objections  calculated  rather  to   im- 
prove than  to  impede  good  legislation.  He 
was  quite  aware  that  the  Colonial  Office 
did  not  just  now  enjoy  the  good  opinion 
of  many  of  hb  hon.  Friends;  but  he  was 
at  a  loss  to  conceive  or  to  trace  that  dis- 
like   to   any    clear  or   intelligible  cause. 
It    was    an    office     which    must    at    all 
times  be  more  or  less  ver^ng   upon  un- 
popularity.      Every    man    who    had     a 
crotchet  upon  emigration  ran  to  the  Co- 
lonial Office,  and  unless  his  plan  were  im- 
mediately adopted,  of  course  he  was  a  dis- 
appointed man.     Again,  it  was  sometimes  j 
the  duty  of  the  Colonial  Secretary  to  d:s-  | 
charge  a  colonial  judge;  and  they  and  all  ! 
their  respective  friends,  of  course,  looked  | 
upon  all  connected  with  the  office  with  a 
prejudiced  eye.  Colonial  Secretaries  some- 
times had  to  remove  persons  holding  im- 
portant puViic  situations,  and  those  persons  , 
had  their  friends,  who  raise^l  objections  to  j 
the  Colonial  OiHco.      But    if  the  House  i 
would  call  to  mind  who  had  Wen  the  Co- } 
lonial  Ministers  in  past  years,  they  would 
see  that  a  general  iniputation  of  what  was 
calle^l  desi^^sism  must  be    altoireiher  un- 
founded. \Mio:i  the  House  reoollecto-d  that 
Mr.  lluskiss-^n.  Lord  J.  Russell,  and  Lord 
Glenelg  had  been  Colonial  St-cretarles.  he 
did  not  think  that  a  desire  to  exercise  des- 


potic authority  could  be  attribated  with 
much  justice  to  them.     He  could  saj  with 
confidence  that  he  believed  those  who  had 
filled  this  high  office,  down  to  the  time  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman   opposite  (Mr. 
Gladstone),  and  including  him  in  that  emi- 
nent list,  had  conferred  the  greatest  possi- 
ble benefit  on  the  colonies,  and  had  been 
actuated  by  the  purest  and  most  disinter- 
ested motives.     He  had  now  brougfat  the 
observations  which  he  had  to  make  on  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  to  a  oondnsioo. 
He  had  not  the  least  objection  to  the  Mo- 
tion, which  only  carried  oat  that  eoune  of 
policy  which  he  had  endeavoured  to  de- 
scribe.    Ho  thought  that  the  pa  suing  of 
the  resolution  would  strengthen  the  hands 
of  his  noble  Friend,  and  enable  him  to  pro- 
ceed still  further  in  the  prosecatioii  of  the 
views  which  he  entertained.     At  the  aame 
time,  he  certainly  coidd  not  concur  in  many 
of  the  statements  made  and  views  express- 
ed by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
South wark,  which,  if  carried  out,  he  thought 
must  end  in  the  abandonment  of  our  colo- 
nial empire.     It  might  be  difficult  now  to 
foresee  what  relations  the  colonies  would 
bear  to  this  empire  when   thej  enjojed 
that  perfect  local  self-government  wluch 
the  hon.   Baronet  indiscriminately  adfo- 
cated.      But   even    if   this    policj 
adopted  wisely  and  opportunelT,  he  \ 
that  other  ties  would  spring  up  which  \ 
bind   the  colonies  as  closely  as  erer  to 
the  mother  country.      At  present  then 
were  between  them  the  conmion  ties  of 
knguage,  of  kindred,  of  free  institutions, 
and  of  great  advantages  bestowed    and 
received;   and  he  hop^  that   this  great 
change,   necessary   and  inevitable    as   it 
was  fast  becoming,  would  tend   to 
the  colonies  in  a  closer  connexioB 
before  with  the  Parent  State,  by  i 
ably  identifying  their  interests  with   the 
prosperity  and  strength  of  the  em^ie  at 
lar^e. 

Mr.  mangles  thought  that  the  hon. 
Member  the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Co- 
lonies had  been  very  sDcees^fnl  in  show- 
ing the  improvement  that  had  tahen  place 
witi^in  a  recent  period;  and  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  confined  himself  to  the  le- 
cent  administration  of  the  cdonies,  he 
would  have  done  very  weD.  The  hon. 
Gentleman,  however,  with  more  of  chirafay 
than  of  prudence,  went  hack  throi^^  a 
lor.r  scries  of  years  defending  all  that 
had  t-ccurrod.  He  thought  also,  that  the 
hon.  Geuilemaa  would  have  been  iMm 
prudent,  as  well  as  more  gcniwesn,  if  he 
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had  not  taunted  the  New  Zealand  Com- 
pany with  haying  received  a  loan.  The 
hon,  Gentleman  ought  not  to  have  forgot- 
ten that  it  was  admitted  hj  all  that  the 
^treaseB  of  tb«  pompany  had  been  pro- 
duced by  the  manner  in  which  they  had 
been  thwar^d  by  the  Colonial  0£Sce  until 
ibey  were  driven  into  a  state  of  bankruptcy. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  alluded  to  the 
inconvenienoe  which  arose  from  the  con- 
stant changes  in  the  Colonial  Office;  but 
he  had  not  proposed  any  remedy  for  that 
inconvenience.  He  thought  that  there 
should  be  a  permanent  board  of  commis- 
sioners or  directors  for  the  management 
of  the  Crown  colonies,  similar  to  that 
which  had  acted  so  well  for  the  manage- 
ment of  British  India,  The  system  under 
which  the  Indian  empire  was  managed  had 
been  admitted  not  merely  by  Englishmen, 
but  by  foreigners,  to  have  succeeded  ad- 
mirably; and  why  should  not  a  similar 
system  be  extended  to  the  colonies  ?  For 
the  last  ten  years  there  had  been  a  change 
in  the  admimstration  of  the  Colonial  Office 
on  an  average  ence  in  every  sixteen  months, 
and  the  inconvenience  thus  produced  was 
one  of  very  considerable  magnitude.  The 
noble  Lord  had  been,  he  believed,  con- 
vinced, for  many  years  past,  of  the  advan- 
tage of  giving  representative  governments 
to  the  colonies;  but  what  answer  was  it  for 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  Earl  Grey 
was  now  in  correspondence  with  Sir  Harry 
Smith  about  giving  a  representative  go- 
vernment to  the  Cape,  when  he  (Mr.  Man- 
gle^)  recollected  that  for  twenty  years  past 
ih&t  colony  hfMl  been  petitioning  for  a  re- 
presentative form  of  government  ? 

Debate  adjourned. 

House  counted  and  adjourned  at  a  quar- 
ter past  Twelve  o'clock. 
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MiinrrKs.]    Public  Dills. ^l**  Paymasten  Offices  COn- 


99  Life  Polides  of  Avuranoe}  Piracy. 

Beported^^ale  of  Beer;  Regent's  Quadrant  Colonnade. 
PsTmons  PRKsaRTso.  By  Mr.  W.  J.  Fox,  lh>m  Kirtle- 
btidge,  and  its  Neighbourhood,  DuroAries^hire,  ft>r  the 
Adoption  of  Uniyersal  Sufflrage.— By  Lord  Rendlesham, 
from  Woodbridge,  Suffolk,  respecting  Clerical  Offences. — 
From  the  Churchwardens  and  Oyeruers  of  the  Parish  of 
Cirencester,  for  Rating  Owners  in  lieu  of  Occupiers  of 
Tenements.— By  Mr.  George  Thompson,  ftom  John 
Smith,  of  the  City  of  Bristol,  fbr  Inquiry  reqtectiiig  his 
Suit  in  the  Court  of  Chancery.— By  Mr.  Monsell,  ftom 
the  Limeridc  Chamber  of  Commeree,  to  Prerent  ttie  De- 
sertion of  Seamen.— From  the  Guardians  of  the  CiieDCSs- 
ter  Union,  against  the  Poor  Law  Union  District  School 
Bill.— By  Lord  Charles  Welleiley,  firom  the  Guardians  of 
ttie  BauHOf  Unioo*  in  the  Ccwntifli  of  Hanto  nd  WlMv, 


for  an  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Law  Union  Chargea  Bill. 
— By  Viscount  Morpeth,  ttom  New  Windsor,  in  fkvooi 
of  the  Windsor  Caade  and  Town  Approaehei  and  Im- 
psosamcnt  Bi)L 

PARUAMENT  (IREJ^AND)— ADJOURNED 
DEBATE.. 

Order  of  the  Day  read  for  resuming  the 
debate  on  the  Motion  for  leave  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  repeal  the  Union,  adjourned  from 
the  11th  of  April. 

Mr.  R.  M.  FOX  said,  that  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Mover  of  this  Motion  (Mr.  J. 
O'Connell)  was  absent,  and  with  him  the 
greater  part  of  the  Repeal  Members,  he 
would  move  that  the  debate  be  a^oumed 
until  that  day  three  months. 

Sir  B.  hall  thanked  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  saving  him  the  trouble  of  making 
this  Motion.  It  was  better  that  the  order 
should  be  discharged,  or  the  debate  ad- 
journed on  the  Motion  of  the  chief  promo- 
ters of  the  repeal  ouestion,  because  it  show- 
ed the  fallacy  ana  absurdity  of  the  whole 
proceeding.  He  believed  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  had  brought  forward 
this  Motion  had  never  had  the  intention  of 
going  to  a  division  upon  it.  He  had  not 
been  in  the  House  since  he  made  a  speech 
of  four  hours*  length  in  introducmg  the 
subject;  then  away  he  went,  and  no  more 
notice  was  taken  of  it.  He  hoped  the 
House  would,  after  this,  hear  no  more  of 
hon.  Members  going  over  to  the  other  side 
of  the  water,  and  saying  that  the  House 
of  Commons  would  not  entertain  the  sub- 
ject of  repeal.  Let  them  in  future  say,  on 
the  contrary,  that  there  were  a  great  many 
Members  ready  to  discuss  it,  that  it  stood 
first  in  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  and  that  it 
came  on  after  a  promise  that  it  should  be 
persevered  with.  On  Monday  last  he  in- 
quired whether  the  Repeal  Members  had 
made  up  their  minds  to  resume  the  debate, 
and  he  was  then  assured  that  the  debate 
would  be  resumed  to-day.  A  circular  had 
abo  been  sent  out  that  morning  to  state 
that  the  matter  would  be  brought  on,  and 
now,  at  twelve  o'clock,  the  Repeal  Mem- 
bers had  the  modest  assurance  to  move 
that  the  Order  of  the  Day  should  be  dis- 
charged. Such  conduct  rendered  the  whole 
thiag  contemptible  and  ludicrous;  and  he 
hoped  they  would  hear  no  more  of  the  re- 
peal of  the  Union,  unless  Irish  Repeal 
Members  would,  at  the  same  time,  say 
that  they  had  withdrawn  the  proposition 
themselves. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  had  a  sufficient 
catalogue  of  errors  and  omissions  of  his 
own  to  answer  for,  and  was  not  prepared 
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there  wotild  be  do  insurrection  or  out- 
break. The  war,  if  carried  on,  would  be 
a  war  against  landlords  and  their  rents. 
Ireland  last  year  produced  6,000,000  quar- 
ters of  grain — twice  as  much  as  was  suffi- 
cient to  feed  the  Irish  people — ^but  the  Go- 
yemment  had  sent  to  America  for  bad  corn 
to  feed  them,  while  thej  took  the  good  Irish 
com  out  of  the  country  and  brought  it  to 
London.  He  thought  the  people  would  not 
allow  the  next  harvest  to  leave  the  coun- 
try. In  pursuing  the  discussion  of  these 
topics,  he  did  not  know  where  to  stop,  but 
he  could  not  conclude,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  altogether  pass  by  the  argument 
against  discussing  the  present  question, 
which  argument  was  founded  on  the  dis- 
turbed state  of  Ireland.  In  the  year  1797, 
when  there  really  existed  a  well-founded 
apprehension  of  that  rebellion  which  in 
1798  did  break  out — at  that  period  of 
doubt  and  alarm,  Mr.  Ponsonby  brought 
forward  a  Motion  for  reform,  and  Mr.  G. 
Ponsonby  a  Motion  for  Catholic  emancipa- 
tion. Why,  then,  should  they  not  now 
listen  to  a  Motion  for  the  repeal  of  the 
legislative  Union  ?  The  Catholic  question 
had  first  been  mooted  in  the  year  1779, 
and  it  was  not  carried  till  1829.  He, 
therefore,  saw  no  reason  to  despair  of  re- 
peal, and  no  reason  whatever  to  abandon 
it  as  a  subject  of  Parliamentary  discussion. 
It  was  in  vain  to  say  that  the  great  majo- 
rity of  the  Legislature  was  opposed  to 
such  a  change — they  had  been  opposed 
to  many  things  which  eventually  they  gave 
up — ^they  frequently  altered  their  views 
upon  great  national  questions — upon  Par- 
liamentary reform,  for  example,  and  he 
might  even  add,  upon  the  sugar  duties. 
He  was  no  friend  to  separation;  but  he 
was  an  ardent  friend  to  a  separate  Legis- 
lature, because  ho  believed  the  change 
would  be  better  for  both  countries,  and 
he  was  sure  it  would  be  better  for  Ire- 
land. In  private  life  he  highly  re- 
spected the  Members  of  that  House  ;  he 
believed  them  to  be  men  of  honour,  and 
fond  of  liberty.  But  when  they  engaged 
in  the  business  of  legislation  they  appeared 
to  hira  to  want  common  sense,  especially 
in  their  mode  of  legislating  for  Ireland;  he 
would  say,  therefore,  that  in  private  he  ad- 
mired, while  in  public  he  detested  them. 
He  would  tell  them,  however,  that  not- 
withstanding all  their  misgovernment,  they 
had  not  yet  been  able  to  extinguish  in  Ire- 
land that  love  of  liberty  which  filled  the 
breast  of  every  man  in  that  country,  and 
which  no  amount  of  inju&tice  seemed  suffi- 


cient to  eradicate — not  even  such  injustice 
as  had  recently  been  perpetrated — not  such 
unequal  justice  as  sentencing  an  English- 
man to  two  years'  imprisonment  at  home, 
and  transporting  an  Irishman  to  Beimuda 
for  14  years,  both  on  account  of  similar  of- 
fences. Englishmen  ought  to  maintain  the 
Union,  not  because  they  loved  legislation, 
but  because  they  loved  gold.  Let  them 
give  the  poor  man  in  Ireland,  not  a  thatch- 
ed cottage,  but  a  slated  mansion;  let  them 
make  him  comfortable,  and  he  would  then 
become  the  best  customer  that  England 
could  possess;  but  at  present  he  purchased 
nothing  from  England  except  a  pot  in 
which  to  boil  his  only  food.  He  had  no- 
thing to  do  but  grow  potatoes  and  get 
children.  They  talked  of  justice  while 
they  took  away  her  scales,  and  left  no- 
thing in  Ireland  but  her  sword.  He  wish- 
ed the  Crown  of  England  and  Ireland  to 
be  one;  he  wished  to  live  with  this  coun- 
try in  honour,  and  peace,  and  glory;  but 
Irishmen,  if  they  were  not  to  live  with 
equal  rights,  would  rather  not  live  at  all. 

Mr.  URQUHART  :  Sir,  I  cannot  sup- 
press my  regret  that  an  Irish  Member, 
possessing  the  rare  attributes  of  integrity, 
earnestness,  and  courage,  has  at  such  a 
moment  opened  his  lips  in  this  assembly, 
to  add  only  to  the  mass  of  error  and  the 
depth  of  blindness  unfortunately  obscur- 
ing Ireland.  Nor  can  I  convey  my  as- 
tonishment to  hear  a  man  clothed  with 
the  historic  name  of  Grattan  unable  to 
defend  repeal  without  justifying  rebel- 
lion. 

Mr.  grattan  denied  that  he  had  in 
any  way  justified  rebellion. 

Mr.  URQUHART  :  I  am  happy  if  I 
am  wrong  in  my  first  intei'pretation.  I 
am  happy  to  be  corrected.  If  what  the 
hon.  Member  has  said  was  liable  to  doubts, 
I  am  glad  that  he  has  removed  them  :  the 
hon.  Member  did  defend  the  men  who  have 
incurred  this  guilt.  In  the  course  of  his 
speech  the  hon.  Member  complained  of 
having  been  misunderstood  and  misrepre- 
sented. It  would  be  difficult  not  to  mis- 
understand and  misrepresent  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, for  he  evidently  does  not  know  his 
own  mind. 

The  hon.  Member  has  given  us  at  least 
a  sentence  which  has  value  in  itself,  inde- 
pendently of  the  authority  it  must  possess 
as  coming  from  his  illustrious  parent : 
•*  The  Union  will  be  repealed  by  the  com- 
mon sense  of  both  countries.**  A  more 
simple  reduction  of  a  great  and  a  compli- 
cated problem  was  never  made.     I  trust 


^    'rr7»^i.     r    t..-T   -r«*i    •!    v^    ■--.v,.it"^-  jut.-i    j    Err.r.  ^"^  Sjuiijr.t  'g    Cft  uifi.  Job 

rf^iu     :P-r.i:f*?r-ir*     »»^'«     iT-:*i-j.-t!     ..in     .'Ji-.  »*  .uii     e     o     iiiU:e    Lit     JLRSiu^   ''"^    *■ 

i-rrx.iiji-      r    :^-    .iU*r-»-    a-l.-^L    I»-:-.i-A*.r:'?-  U'W-'-ir     a.    .:'~j£ia.    «    :«?   k    'err'    .-o^fBS 

All    r-rr^i.-.:.-  *«:;;  -..-r-  .I-in ••:::.  .\  .-   uti*  riiat.j.    ;-7    l^    Ljarse    LiiA    iaa    Msea.  vv- 

:.as  -r.:..:    *-  i.-  ....... »r-    •   :.  >t-  /»_     r--  l.-    L-zirr-iiijii-zd    lj£  u^pear.   *iuk  jC  .ae 

1«.  saifc    »*..-     -4.7-     i*.i-:-.      :-r      ...-fi.-r    -./IT  re.  .■-     t.--      r--."    leal    »ijcrre-     s     -aiL     jft 

......>rTi-4.-^*:*.    r*r^:  i«-r-...:t.-.i    :    u-  — *i":p=  7!— I    irjcdnoii    -an    -e    tUErrea.    anr 

s,iH*:r>     -.-.J-.-::.--:*    ,.v.._jr.:    *ii^:.iS    L--7ai —  "i»  TLi**:  :  ^  iiiE&B&c-nik  "&   'ni*fr 

/•r^R.^     ^:.'  ,i     T.-4I  .  ~i-~nL*n. 

■.-    ^r    1...-.^    L-u    i-r    •■-■dr;..r.    •:    ■'^•-         -    ii-ol  iL-r  Traoa^    xxx»k  i 

,i»su    T.-.:.:    ..*i-.-    .f-:-r.    ^    .Lirua.  l:.:    '.>;■=:?:  -r    llls   ZlmUc    ii   k    uIsai 

ru*r.."       4       .-*.  .v..-^u.'u»-      ^'Ivk      lit-     '^^skat.::  Ur??!    i»*rT.-tdi  "L*:  .Isr    d  .IJjnS    ii 

..-.-.:.;;:. 1     •  .-^^nar!      ;..-     ^.  -    .  .•    iiii  ■■irr.::.  j  T..L;:i  *£  'Xi;^    ^^^=caI   -nLTn^jr^    ^ 

! .-    '.-r.Ai*--  -;.^-    I.,  -i-r.i-.r  i.rt    Av  -'-r.  n-^  -I'^-.u'iii — ^Tuta.  ix    l  rimxze   iv  asr 

V  ::i    :..:.:  ,;r.^t    ■-■:.:,»»?■•    i-r    i.r-   •j.^iirjrrirr  if..u;"i  -xiikt  riiiiiury  tlxxl  uuiaa.    rbanr  air 

'  rli     7'..  ".     ..:    .-.     w<>;  r:.i.tirL    biiiL     u     vii-.-r*  UliL   'licr^t    r^UI    l»r  3u    izdlf    IT    >aacCI 

".>■:»■        i^ilr--.-  ■■•r-   .,7..  -rj.::  •  ;rt  li*,  :.jii-  l-'^.ia  inni  .c  -=  inoidESMNi -jukk  to 

..'.-...'^r-      9\:f':.      ;»,.■•      i....-.-      i.  r      •jiji-.-itrl .£    li»r    •^r.jKiliiiU.       BuT  Z  ." 

W ;■_•::...;«.-:•      lit-,-      v.--i     -.1      irt     ..,-  .••nr:u.       J.    T-^kiUTC    Jl*y    M 

A.:.*-r1       •.*     :..-    .:  .;;>.»-.        T'ltr    '.u-'.^    UT:    'i.i-  "u.i;    7  Hull  Vka   lu   rtarail:.    Tjtt  "^HHW  -"Tfh 

.T.r     uiit     ii  NirfiiLi.     lUt    I    r'-iUtac.'s    via  I'^-.iimii    T-ia     jy   "TfHuy .    ir   :itAS    vTiiiia 

i,  r      iT-r,  ,p>     ..f.      .       liniilil     illiL     11    Mi:      III*-  'Ui-r :      Tic.    n.;..>^i      i.  .ir«.^y^    ti   '^^th    TWM 

•:*r..-?.»i./^.'':%    .r    hi;   '.)i::i:t'7  "•.'U'Mn.r  n  r::^*  riirs.  'iiuuirri  rimsA  nacutas  ^aiftL  sttf^r  at 

if-i^T     ;.<..:     ;i*;   j:-.-r:\    -..win    1 1*  jii*.:l    t  ouii  ^-v     -^e  t'totj  jukr  m  xii"iai'«i_  'jbk  is 

Mil  or     ;(.-      -'rr-'    ^:^nr^*'..      '*..i'.     1    •.lUiiUiL  :2u:iijr  le  ."iTit^iuihL      TiUr  Jis  ^vaa 'lanoii 

■:.in»     r    •■•:^*    rv:.*.-u,riiiii*i"7    :'  miiak  neji  -ii  Mis  atnae — -.r  xa*  k  Tacraac  jf  •^a^ai- 

*'...  L«"  fc.-     lit*,    if>A4L    if  "Ai:   '''.ri»::u  iiii^i'  ~iin  upuis*  "iie  "^ -ki- Tiufinoir  ^  "pwamL     I 

...r.r      .i...',.,l      ,«:r      l»-.-:;-iil.-.     'At     irr-.     Mi;     .•^-  iaailuC.    ■llerifuri-    JI    inj    JCIiBM.     iHi    dw 

,*---u    -A*— .•:t        V  uTi   ."    iii.»£  -..  I.--:.m1i: —  T.ri   -rnisiu:    uiii  ji  leu.   a  jl  Z  ^k^  dH 

•"./-,        ../.h:     ii    ;.f.    iin'-.:ii:'    ::i.i.*iir'.rr'    if  ."':=?* imEiua   il  uie  ruiiiumaiE  jf  Zreiaiy. 

f.     l!'f, .:.    '.r.iii.:.i:.. — •-,,    Mi:     ••:.*..'.•-.    r.H-  _      datia^T^lsil     Icrr^itai    :illS    "311111?   Jiwi    ;^ 

'.■   «.■  :  ;    i-.ii      I.'". — viitM    .    :  .iir/.T-a?:  ji.ijn:.     >:  .i  diii  ^^acuruiua  ii   ini  nar  !aw 

iii'.      **.•■'.      i  ..1.,-u ;••■:•     i.lil      -j'li-^jij-t*      jF     ';:ir  'H.^  ■n:i.;ir.»n:mi'H'    ir   ini'mttnt  "^jpH^      WTtti 

»;».f.-.'l     .''j./k...  .;l:.i.'-.  -;.i:    ii.r'.l.    T'M  Mtt  .;    U':    lss*M:iaCud    Oa^iiOtti.   iMWOr  AiaL  MBM 

j.'^t     •  t..:.    -.r    .••.::"■  ■.'..i...i:-:   ,i*     ,r    ii.iriij.*  ^— .::ii:"*iiUikk  jiuraJiT  iod.  "w^ilr^t^n^     is 

v.»-''.ji*v.fi    .*  *«.','...i.i.i.'i    .r    .ii;  -pjiii^     .-  ■.;(!    11^ ~  -azcrj  .xitz  ^r    "'"iiimi      iiin  jbIt 

-i.  <.!.;  *ii'....»,^  /  ','-.',•■:-•    -.Mr.iji.   lii-;  .'Tiiietr-  :'.r  ZLi^'jiJii.     Sock  ^  du  oaaM. 

rf*!f.ii'^i/v',     .  ::^i  ...I.':  .ii«  :iiit.'i<:  '.ti^:  .f  '.•.-    t'iz  is  Zti  .Ls  uiy'MaB&^  MSbena  ia   oil  n* 


885 


A^aumed 


{July  26} 


JDebak. 


886 


Sir,  I  put  upon  the  books  at  the  begin- 
ning of  this  Session  a  Motion  in  connexion 
with  repeal.  I  must  beg  the  indulgence 
of  the  House  for  one  moment  while  I  allude 
to  it.  I  cannot  allow  this  debate  to  close 
without  stating  what  that  Motion  was.  It 
was  not  a  Motion  for  repeal,  and  for  this 
simple  reason,  that  I  would  not  come  to 
this  House  to  propose  that  which  this 
House  has  no  power  to  do.  I  deny  the 
power  of  this  House  to  extinguish  itself: 
it  cannot  commit  suicide;  and,  if  so,  the 
Irish  Parliment  could  not  commit  suicide; 
and  therefore  at  this  hour  I  hold  the  Union 
as  if  it  had  never  taken  place;  and  I  chal- 
lenge any  lawyer  in  this  House  to  deny  the 
power  of  the  Crown  at  this  hour  to  sum- 
mon the  Parliament  of  Ireland  in  that  king- 
dom precisely  as  would  have  been  done  if 
the  Union  had  never  passed  :  that  was  the 
purpose,  that  the  limit  of  my  proposal.  It 
did  not  go  to  disturb  any  recent  law,  or  to 
change  the  condition  of  things  as  existing 
by  the  Union,  and  its  consequences.  It  did 
not  go  to  replace  the  Catholics  and  Protes- 
tants, in  regard  to  suffrage,  upon  the  foot- 
ing on  which  they  stood  in  1800;  but  sim- 
ply to  advise  the  Queen  to  use  her  undoubt- 
ed prerogative  of  assembling  her  Irish  Par- 
liament. This  measure  had  no  legislative 
character,  it  was  purely  executive;  it  would 
have  been  carried  into  effect  under  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  high  officers  of  the  Crown 
— now  called  Cabinet  Ministers — to  whom 
it  would  have  been  left  to  decide  whether 
or  not  the  decisions  of  that  body  should  be 
adopted  by  the  Crown  so  as  to  become  law, 
or  to  be  submitted  merely  to  the  Imperial 
Parliament.  That  was  the  object  of  my 
proposal,  which  was  suggested  as  a  stand- 
ing ground  between  two  extreme  positions, 
and  as  an  experiment  which  being  made 
and  satisfactorily  tried  might  have  facili- 
tated the  adjustment  of  this  great  ques- 
tion, which,  after  forty-eight  years,  has 
proved  every  year  less  near  its  solution 
than  the  year  before.  The  successive 
events  in  Ireland,  and  decisions  in  this 
House,  have  induced  me  to  postpone  from 
time  to  time  the  consideration  of  this  mat- 
ter. It  may  appear  to  have  been  an  act 
of  great  presumption  on  my  part  to  venture 
to  deal  with  such  a  subject.  My  reason, 
and  I  trust  my  justification,  is  this.  I  con- 
ceived this  matter  to  have  been  falsified, 
by  its  being  put  forward  by  Irishmen,  and 
in  a  manner  peculiarly  offensive.  That  it 
should  be  brought  forward  on  its  English 
merits  appeared  to  me  most  essential,  and 
there  was  no  other  Member  of  this  House, 


not  Irish,  not  adverse  to  it.  I  stood  alone. 
Unless  I  attempted  it,  the  attempt  would 
not  be  made.  X  was  further  placed  in  this 
peculiar  position,  that  I  had  been  commis- 
sioned by  my  constituents  to  urge  as  the 
remedial  measure  for  Ireland  the  restoring 
of  self-government. 

Sir,  I  have  been  commissioned  by  my 
constituents  at  a  public  meeting  at  which 
every  shade  of  opinion,  I  will  not  say  was 
represented,  but  assembled — the  clergy  of 
every  denomination — the  different  classes, 
as  well  as  the  different  parties,  to  urge  the 
repeal  of  the  legislative  Union  with  Ire- 
land. The  purpose,  the  grounds  of  that 
recommendation  were,  that  this  House  was 
unfit,  because  of  Irish  affairs,  to  attend  to 
the  business  of  England — that  both  coun- 
tries thereby  were  mismanaged — and  the 
evils  of  the  Union  were  reciprocal.  They 
certainly  were  of  opinion  that  the  Irish 
were  not  fit  to  govern  themselves;  but  they 
also  were  of  opinion  that  they  could  not 
govern  themselves  worse  than  you  govern 
them.  They  were  also  of  opinion  that  the 
presence  of  Irish  Members  in  this  House 
was  an  indignity  as  well  as  an  evil :  they 
looked  upon  their  presence  here  interfer- 
ing with  matters  of  church  government  and 
domestic  policy  for  England,  as  unendura- 
ble; and  they  could  not  see  without  indig- 
nation an  Irish  faction,  in  the  balance  of 
parties,  imposing  on  England  a  Ministry 
against  her  will.  They,  therefore,  wished 
the  Irish  Parliament  to  be  restored  in  or- 
der that  Ireland  might  take  upon  her  own 
shoulders  the  burden  of  her  support,  and 
upon  her  own  conscience  the  responsibility 
of  her  misgovernment. 

Mr.  rice  acknowledged  that  he  had 
not  heard  one  word  from  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Grattan)  in  justification  of  rebel- 
lion and  insurrection  in  Ireland.  He  did 
not  wish  to  say  one  word  on  the  question 
of  repeal,  nor  had  he  ever  ventured  to  ad- 
dress the  House  on  Irish  affairs,  because 
he  felt  his  incompetencv  to  do  so;  yet  he 
had  not  on  that  account  less  feeling  for  the 
good  of  Ireland,  or  a  less  sincere  desire  to 
remove  the  evils  of  that  country.  It  was 
desirable  that  all  language  which  might  be 
deemed  offensive  by  the  people  of  Ireland 
should  be  avoided;  but  he  believed  that  all 
the  English  representatives  were  animated 
by  a  good  feeling  for  Ireland  ;  and  he 
could  assure  the  Irish  representatives  that 
he  and  his  constituents  had  no  other  feel- 
ing but  that  of  kindness  for  their  country. 

Major  BLACK  ALL  suggested  the  pro- 
priety of  allowing  the  discussion  to  be  now 
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brought  to  a  conclusion.  He  concurred  in  I 
the  sentiment  expressed  by  his  hon.  Col-  | 
league  (Mr.  R.  Fox),  that  in  the  present 
state  of  Ireland  any  debate  likely  to  lead 
to  acerbity  should  be  avoided.  He  had 
heard  inth  regret  the  uncalled-for  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Marylebone. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  :  I  quite  agree  in 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  just  said, 
that  those  who  are  favourable  to  the  repeal 
of  the  Union  have  shown  a  wise  and  con- 
siderate feeling,  when  they  postponed  the 
discussion  of  the  measure  of  which  they 
are  advocates,  in  order  not  to  create  any 
acerbity  in  addition  to  the  irritation  which 
may  now  be  felt  I  only  beg  it  to  be  un- 
derstood that  I  have  no  objection  myself 
rsrsonally  to  the  renewal  of  this  debate, 
have  not  at  all  shrunk  from  the  discus- 
idon  of  the  question  of  the  repeal  of  the 
Union — I  was  ready  to  enter  into  it  when- 
ever the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Dublin  might  have  told  me  it  was  to  come 
on — and  I  determined  to  attend  the  Ilouse 
and  take  part  in  the  debate.  Therefore  I 
have  no  personal  objection  or  unwillingness 
to  enter  into  that  discussion.  Of  course, 
having  thus  shown  what  my  intentions 
were,  I  leave  it  to  those  in  ^hose  hands 
the  Motion  is  to  decide  whether  or  not  thej* 
will  bring  it  forward;  and  I  think  that 
they  deserve  credit  for  the  course  they 
have  now  taken.  I  may  perhaps  say  fur- 
ther, that  one  of  the  many  grounds  of  ob- 
jection which  I  should  have  urged  to  the 
Motion,  if  it  had  come  on  for  discussion, 
would  have  been  that,  in  my  opinion,  the 
repeal  of  the  Union  and  the  establish- 
ment of  a  separate  Legislature  in  Ire- 
land would  tend  to  that  very  degra- 
dation of  Ireland  to  a  province  which  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  belonging  to  that  coun- 
try so  very  much  complained  of.  I  think 
the  honour  of  having  a  seat  in  this  House 
and  of  taking  a  part  in  the  government  of 
a  great  empire  is  a  distinction  of  which 
Irishmen  ought  to  be  ambitious — which 
thev  ouffht  to  feel  as  beinfj  one  which 
raises  and  elevate  them  into  a  component 
portion  of  the  Parliament  of  this  mighty 
empire;  while  at  the  same  time  they  may 
in  this  Legislature  promote  Irish  legisla- 
tion. Men  of  very  great  abilities  and  of 
those  masterly  talents  which  fitted  them 
for  the  government  of  mankind  arose  in 
Ireland  towards  the  end  of  the  last  cen- 
'^.  We  had  Edmund  Burke  sitting  in 
Souse,  and  the  speeches  he  made  will 
be  the  subject  of  admiration  for  all 
ig  generations.   But  Irdand  being 


then  separate  from  England,  he  could  not 
take  a  part  which  would  influence  the  le- 
gislation of  this  country  towards  Ireland. 
Strong  as  were  his  opinions,  and  renmrk- 
able  as  were  his  views  in  r^erence  to  Ire- 
land, they  were  then,  of  necessity,  expres- 
sed in  letters  wiitten  to  the  Members  of 
the  Irish  Parliament,  in  essays,  and  in  va- 
rious ways;  but  they  could  not  have  anj  in- 
fluence or  direction  in  the  legislation  which 
regarded  Ireland,  and  those  talents  which 
he  possessed  were  of  no  value  as  regarded 
that  particular  part  of  the  administration. 
Another  great  man  was  produced  about  the 
same  time — of  talents  nearly  as  remarkable, 
whose  name  will  always  be  remembered,  and 
whose  character  was  most  patriotic — and 
he  devoted  his  abilities  in  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment to  the  consideration  of  Irish  aflairs 
— I  allude  to  Henry  Grattan.  But,  de- 
voting lus  abilities  to  the  aflairs  of  Irdand, 
he  could  not,  so  long  as  the  two  countries 
were  separate,  take  a  part,  as  his  talents 
qualified  him  to  do,  with  regard  to  imperial 
affairs — with  regard  to  any  question  of  the 
foreign  policy  of  the  empire — ^with  regard 
to  any  colonial  question,  or  any  of  those 
questions  wliich  must  be  decided  bj  the 
Legislature  sitting  at  the  centre  of  «fiiun. 
His  talents,  therefore,  were  lost  on  impe- 
rial questions,  in  respect  to  which  Borice 
could  take  a  part.  Therefore,  it  is  a  dis- 
tinction and  an  advantage  to  Irishmen 
that  they  can  now  combine  the  formerlj 
separate  capacities  of  discussing  these  va- 
rious questions;  and  if  a  man  like  Burke 
were  again  to  arise,  he  might  in  this  House 
declare  his  opinions  and  point  his  talents 
to  the  improvement  of  the  legislation  for 
Ireland;  and  a  man  like  Grattan  might 
sway,  as  he  had  the  opportunity  of  doing 
after  the  Union,  the  decisions  of  this  House 
on  the  most  momentous  questions  of  peace 
and  war,  and  of  imperial  policy.  This 
would  have  been  one  of  the  considerations, 
and  one  certainly  not  insulting  or  affront- 
ing to  Ireland,  on  which,  had  the  debate 
proceeded,  I  should  have  objected  to  the 
Motion;  but  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have 
the  charge  of  the  Motion  having,  as  I 
think,  wisely  taken  the  part  thcj  have 
done,  I  can  now  only  say  that  I  tn^  that 
the  distinction  at  present  will  be  not  be- 
tween Gentlemen  who  differ  from  one  an- 
other on  the  question  of  repeal,  but*  look- 
ing to  the  important  and  critical  situation 
of  public  atfairs,  that  the  distincdon  will  be 
between  those  who  wish  to  maintain  the  ge- 
neral institutions  of  our  conntrj — ^who  iriah 
to  pursue  a  loyal  course,  and  to  make  audi 
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improyements  and  such  alterations  as  they 
think  ought  to  be  made,  however  wide  and 
extensive  they  may  be,  through  the  means 
of  public  discussion  and  Parliamentary  de- 
bate— and  those  who  are  attempting  by 
force  and  insurrection  to  overturn  the  in- 
stitutions of  the  country.  I  trust  that 
that  may  be  the  distinction,  and  tbat  Gen- 
tlemen connected  with  Ireland,  whether 
Protestants  or  Roman  Catholics,  whatever 
their  views  may  be  in  respect  to  measures 
which  may  be  adopted,  will,  if  they  hate 
and  abhor  these  traitorous  designs  now  on 
foot  in  Ireland,  employ  all  their  energies  in 
putting  down  the  rebellious  spirit,  and  in 
aiding  the  Government  and  the  country  in 
maintaining  the  peace  of  the  united  king- 
dom. 

The  Motion  that  the  debate  be  adjourned 
for  three  months  put  and  carried. 

WASTE  LANDS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  the  Motion  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  Committee, 

Sir  J.  WALSH  said,  that  the  measure 
was  neither  more  nor  less  than  an  attempt 
to  cHrry  into  effect  a  policy  which  had  re- 
cently met  in  France  witLa  signal  failure, 
namely,  to  convert  the  Government  into 
great  employers  of  labour;  and  the  mode 
by  which  it  was  proposed  to  attain  this  re- 
sult was  by  invading,  in  the  first  instance, 
the  rights  and  property  of  individuals.  It 
was,  indeed,  practically  impossible  to  carry 
out  the  propositions  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stroud  (Mr.  P.  Scrope).  It  was  true  that 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  land  lying  waste 
in  Ireland,  and  much  of  it  susceptible  of 
improvement.  It  was  true  that  capital 
might  be  profitably  employed  in  a  great 
many  localities  in  reclaiming  land;  but  it 
was  not  true  that  the  Government  could  by 
any  possibility  be  successful  agents  in  car- 
rying out  any  plan  for  that  purpose.  Nei- 
ther was  it  true  that,  under  the  provisions 
of  the  present  Bill,  a  remedy  could  be  found 
for  that  destitution  and  overcrowded  state 
of  particular  districts  which  formed  the 
source  of  most  serious  evils  and  grievances 
connected  with  the  social  state  of  Ireland. 
He  should  be  curious  enough  to  know  whe- 
ther the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud  had  any 
practical  acquaintance  with  Ireland — whe- 
ther he  had  ever  seen  Ireland  in  his  life,  or 
reclaimed  one  single  acre,  rood,  or  perch 
of  bog  ?  The  hon.  Gentleman's  experience 
was  theoretical  rather  than  practical.  The 
case  of  Chat  Moss  had  been  referred  to  as 
showing  what  might  be  done  in  the  way  of 
reclaiming  waste  lands.     But  Chat  Moss 


was  situated  in  the  most  dense  manufac- 
turing district  of  England;  it  was  traversed 
by  a  railway  connecting  two  of  the  most 
important  towns  of  the  country;  and  the 
faciHties  thus  afforded  for  disposing  of  agri- 
cultural produce  held  out  the  strongest  pos- 
sible inducement  to  bring  it  into  cultiva- 
tion. Even  in  Chat  Moss,  however,  a  very 
small  advance  had  been  made  towards  the 
reclamation  of  that  great  waste;  for,  though 
a  fringe  of  land  near  the  railroad  had  been 
brought  into  cultivation,  and  produced  fine 
crops,  it  would  be  found  that — though  the 
railroad  had  been  in  existence  nearly  twenty 
years — a  considerable  portion  of  the  Moss 
was  still  unreclaimed.  Now,  he  thought 
English  Members  should  clearly  understand 
what  was  meant  by  **  waste  lands"  in  Ire- 
land. They  were  apt  to  picture  to  them- 
selves large  tracks  like  Salisbury  Plain,  or 
the  commons  which  were  to  be  seen  in  some 
parts  of  England.  But  what  was  termed 
**  waste  land"  in  Ireland  was  either  down- 
right red  bog,  or  mountain — which,  in  the 
Irish  signification  of  the  term,  did  not  mean 
a  hilly  elevation,  but  land  of  a  boggy  na- 
ture, the  boggy  soil  not  being  very  deep, 
which  afforded  coarse  pasturage.  The  re- 
clamation of  the  deep  red  bogs,  which  he 
understood  was  the  scheme  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman proposed  to  carry  out  by  this  Bill 
at  the  expense  of  the  country,  would  be  at- 
tended with  great  cost.  But  when  a  great 
expense  had  been  incurred  in  draining  tracts 
of  land  and  placing  them  in  a  state  fit  for 
cultivation,  the  next  step  proposed  to  be 
taken  under  this  Bill  was  to  sell  the  re- 
claimed land  in  portions  of  from  ten  to  100 
acres,  or  to  let  it  on  lease  for  ninety- nine 
or  999  years.  Now,  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  the  great  mass  of  the  population 
who  crowded  estates  in  Ireland  were  in  so 
destitute  a  condition  that  they  were  utterly 
unable  to  purchase  such  lands,  and  they 
neither  possessed  agricultural  implements, 
nor  had  they  the  means  of  buying  them. 
Did  the  hon.  Gentleman  mean,  then,  to 
afford  to  the  cotter  a  ten-acre  allotment, 
and  also  to  give  him  a  grant  of  money  out 
of  the  public  funds,  to  enable  him  to  pur- 
chase farming  stock  and  implements  ?  If 
the  hon.  Gentleman  thought  that  he  would 
improve  the  existing  state  of  Ireland  by 
allotting  the  reclaimed  lands  in  such  small 
divisions  as  to  multiply  the  cotter  popula- 
tion, he  was  greatly  mistaken,  for  the  only 
effect  of  such  a  measure  would  be  to  spread 
more  extensively  that  pauperism  which  was 
one  of  the  great  evils  of  the  country.  Be- 
lieving that  this  measure  would  wholly  fail 
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to  prodace  any  good  effbcts,  and  that,  at  a 
moment  of  embarrassed  finance,  it  would 
plunffe  the  couhtrj  into  great  expense,  he 
would  more  that  the  House  go  into  Commit- 
tee that  day  three  months. 

Mb.  p.  SCROPB  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Radnorshire  (Sir  J.  Walsh)  was 
mbtaken  in  supposing  that  this  was  his 
(Mr.  Scrope*s)  bill.  It  was  introduced  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Roscommon  (Mr. 
French),  who  was  an  Irish  landlord,  and 
the  representatire  of  an  Irish  county,  and 
who  possessed  a  local  acquaintance  with 
the  stato  of  Ireland,  which  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  said  that  he  (Mr.  Scrope)  did 
not  possess.  He  (Mr.  Scrope)  might, 
howeyer,  claim  to  be  well  acquainted  with 
the  state  of  that  country;  for  he  had  taken 
e^ery  pains  to  acquire  information  on  the 
subject  by  a  perusal  of  the  blue  books 
which  had  been  presented  to  Parliament 
durin?  the  last  thirty  years.  He  had  also 
turned  his  attention  particularly  to  the 
subject  of  thia  BiD,  and  he  believed  that 
such  a  measure  would  tend  very  materially 
to  improve  the  condition  of  the  Irish 
people.  He  had  that  morning  read  a  letter 
of  Lord  Cloncurry,  which  appeared  in  the 
Dublin  Evening  Post;  and  that  noble 
Lord,  after  deprecating  the  excitement 
which  at  present  prevailed  in  Ireland,  ob- 
served that  the  great  grievance  under 
which  the  population  of  that  country  had 
been  groaning  for  years,  and  which  they 
were  now  attempting  to  repress  by  violent 
measures,  might  be  stated  in  four  words — 
**  idle  lands — idle  hands."  He  agreed  in 
opinion  with  the  noble  Lord ;  and  on  this 
ground  he  asked  the  House  to  consider  the 
present  Bill.  The  hon.  Baronet  had  said 
that  this  Bill  was  an  attempt  to  introduce 
into  Ireland  the  same  policy  which  had  re- 
cently been  adopted  in  France,  and  to 
establish  in  Ireland  ateliers  ncUionaux, 
He  contended  that  this  was  an  unfounded 
assertion.  The  characteristic  of  the  ateliers 
nationaux  of  Paris  was  the  support,  in 
houses  similar  to  the  Irish  workhouse,  of 
large  bodies  of  ableboUied  men,  without 
any  employment ;  but  the  object  of  this 
Bill  was  to  give  productive  employment  to 
the  ablebodied  poor  of  Ireland,  and  thus 
to  add  to  add  to  resources  of  the  country. 
The  hon.  Baronet  had  called  this  a  mea- 
sure for  invading  the  rights  of  property; 
but  he  (Mr.  Scrope)  denied  that  such  a 
charge  was  justifiable.  This  Bill  would 
not  infringe  the  rights  of  property,  but 
would  only  prevent  property  from  being 
maintained  in  a  state  of  barrenness  in  the 


midst  of  a  population  starving  for  want  of 
food,  and  idle  for  want  of  employment.  As 
to  the  supposed  cost  of  the  plan,  it  most 
be  remembered  that  it  was  not  proposed  to 
locate  paupers  upon  these  lands;  it  seemed 
to  be  forgotten  that  there  were  thousands 
of  farmers  emigrating  from  Ireland  to 
America  with  50^.,  or  100^.,  or  2001.  m 
their  pockets.  The  experiment  of  loeating 
persons  on  the  uncultivated  land  of  Irdaim 
had  already  been  tried  successfully  by  Oap« 
tain  Kennedy  upon  several  estates  of  whidi 
he  had  the  management ;  it  was  only  be- 
cause other  landlords  would  not  foUow  that 
example,  but  preferred  seeing  their  lands 
lie  useless  and  waste,  that  it  was  necessary 
for  the  Legislature  to  interfere.  The  Imni. 
Member  could  scarcely  have  read  the  KD 
when  he  spoke  as  he  did  respectin|^  the 
expense.  Besides,  how  were  the  able- 
bodied  population  of  Ireland  now  main- 
tained ?  Was  it  not  by  public  money — ^by 
the  money  of  the  people  of  England? 
What  was  the  new  Public  Works  Bill  but 
supplementing  the  poor-rates  with  a  loan 
of  1,600,000^.?  Why  not  put  the  "  idle 
hands  "  to  the  *'  idle  lands  ^'  of  Ireland? 
The  hon.  Member  might  speak  of  waste 
land  that  was  not  worth  reclaiming,  bat  at 
all  events  there  were  millions  of  aeres 
which  might  be  reclaimed  at  a  profit,  just 
as  well  as  Chat  Moss,  parts  of  which  were 
now  paying  10  per  cent.  The  hon.  Baro- 
net asked  if  he  (Mr.  P.  Scrope)  was  a 
practical  reclaimer  of  waste  land;  snrd[y  it 
was  not  necessary,  in  order  to  his  dealiBg 
with  his  subject,  that  he  should  hims^ 
have  handled  a  spade ;  but  certainly  he 
had  an  interest  in  the  reclamation  of  some 
land.  However,  he  would  refer  to  a  recent 
letter  from  one  who  was  at  all  events  a 
practical  reclaimer,  and  a  most  intelligent 
man,  a  member  of  the  Society  of  Friends 
— Mr.  S.  Robinson,  of  Clara  Hall.  That 
gentleman  said  that  it  was  the  height  of 
insanity  to  allow  such  a  fine  island  to  go 
to  ruin  for  want  of  a  few  wise  laws,  and 
he  stated,  that  in  1838  he  commenoed  the 
reclamation  of  104  acres,  and  this  year 
there  had  been  sold  7101,  worth  of  produce 
from  them;  that  his  expenditure  in  labour 
upon  that  land  amounted  to  3001.;  and 
that  there  were  2,000,000  of  acres  of 
waste  equally  capable  of  improvement;  so 
there  had  been  4,000,0001.  lost  this  year 
to  the  produce  market,  and  6,000,000^ 
had  been  lost  to  the  labour  market.  Things 
could  not  go  on  as  they  were.  Let  Parlia- 
ment legislate  even  at  the  eleventh  hour, 
or  though  the  twelfth  was  striking^  for  the 
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maintenanee  of  the  induBtrious  population 
of  Ireland  upon  the  soil  of  Ireland,  which 
was  so  well  capahle  of  returning  an  abun- 
dant profit.  Want  of  employment  had 
been  tne  cause  of  disaffection ;  the  flag  of 
**  Repeal"  really  meant — **  If  you  will 
not  legislate  so  as  to  enable  us  to  maintain 
ourselves  on  the  land  God  has  given  us, 
then  let  us  legislate  for  ourselves.  **  Ire- 
land for  the  Insh"  meant  that  the  Irish 
should  be  allowed  to  live  in  Ireland,  and 
enabled  to  make  use  of  the  resources  of  a 
land  which  would  maintain  far  more  than 
its  present  population.  But  the  land  had 
been  placed  in  the  unconditional  power  of 
its  few  proprietors;  they  had  been  allowed 
to  do  with  it  and  with  the  population  what 
they  pleased;  to  keep  up  those  barren 
Wastes  to  which  this  measure  related;  and 
to  sweep  the  population  off  the  face  of  the 
land. 

Sir  G.  GRET  said,  he  had  been  disap- 
pointed when  he  read  this  Bill,  for  his  hon. 
Friend,  on  moving  for  leave  to  bring  it  in, 
said  he  should  not  require  any  Government 
machinery  or  any  public  money  to  carry  it 
into  effect;  but  he  must  say  that  that 
pledge  had  hardly  been  kept,  because  it 
was  proposed  that  the  Working  of  the  Bill 
should  be  under  the  superintendence  of  a 
Commission.  His  hon.  Friend  said  the 
t^ommission  was  to  be  unpaid;  but  he 
doubted  whether  the  Government  would 
not  be  called  upon  afterwards  to  pro- 
vide salaries  for  the  officers  required. 
His  hon.  Friend  suggested  that  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  should  be  invested 
with  the  large  powers  proposed  to  be  con- 
ferred on  the  Government  by  this  Bill;  but 
he  was  of  opinion  that  nothing  could  be 
more  injurious  to  the  operation  of  the 
poor-law  than  that  those  powers  should  be 
centered  in  the  Commissioners.  He  was 
not  prepared  to  deny  that  there  were  ex- 
tensive tracts  of  land  which  were  not  occu- 
pied, and  which  might  be  brought  into 
profitable  cultivation;  but  much  that  was 
called  **  waste  land"  was  private  property, 
belonging  to  gentlemen  who  kept  it  as 
sheep-walks  or  moors.  But  how  did  his 
hon.  Friend  propose  to  find  funds  requisite 
for  carrying  the  Bill  into  effect?  The  ex- 
penses must  be  immediate,  whilst  the  pro- 
fits of  the  scheme  were  future  and  con- 
tingent; and  his  hon.  Friend  could  not  be 
so  sanguine  as  to  suppose  that  any  capital- 
ists would  advance  the  money  that  would 
be  required  unless  on  the  direct  credit  of 
the  Government.  He  thought  that  the 
best  mode  of  reclaiming  these  waste  lands 


was  by  private  companies;  and,  though  he 
was  not  prepared  to  say  that  the  assist- 
ance of  Parliament  might  not  be  necessai^ 
for  attaining  that  desirable  object,  yet  he 
did  not  think  that  there  ought  to  be  any 
direct  agency  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  such  reclamation,  by  which  they 
would,  in  fact,  become  large  purchasers 
and  land  agents.  Looking,  therefore,  to 
the  machinery  of  this  Bill,  he  could  not  ffive 
his  assent  to  its  further  progress,  and  he 
hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  not  press  his 
Motion  to  a  division. 

Bill  put  off  for  three  months. 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Thursday,  July  27,  1848. 

MiNirrss.]     Public    Bills. — ^t*   Highland   Roadi  and 

Bridges  (Scotland)  t  Charity  Trusts  Regulation. 
Beported^Pr\Mom  t  EeclesiMtlcal  Patronaga  Satis  Com* 
promise  (Ireland) 
3*  and  passed  :~PubUc  Health ;  West  India  Islands  Re- 
lief. 
PrriTiona  PnBaaMTSD.    From  Guardians  of  tha  Bamat 
Union*  in  fayour  of  a  more  Extended  System  of  Emi- 
gration. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  BILL. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  moved  the  Third 
Reading  of  the  Bill. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  could  not  allow 
this  Bill  to  pass  without  expressing  his 
great  satisfaction  at  the  result  of  their 
Lordships*  concession  to  the  wishes  of  se« 
Teral  Memhers  of  their  Lordships'  House 
in  referring  this  Bill  to  a  Select  Comtnit- 
tee.  That  Select  Committee  had  laboured 
assiduously  and  fulfilled  the  promise  which 
was  given  to  their  Lordships,  that  there 
should  be  no  unnecessary  delay  in  submit- 
ting an  improved  measure  to  their  Lord- 
ships. He  considered  they  had  improved 
the  measure  in  many  important  respects; 
and  that  it  would  go  down  to  the  other 
House  in  such  a  form  as  that  no  reasonable 
objection  could  be  made  to  it.  He  consi- 
dered, indeed,  that  a  Bill  more  important 
to  the  welfare  of  the  public  had  not  been 
passed  for  many  years.  He  could  not  help 
alluding  to  one  amendment — which,  he 
trusted,  he  might  be  allowed  to  call  an  im- 
provement—  which  he  himself  had  the 
honour  of  proposing  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  which  had  met  with  their  con- 
currence— he  meant  an  amendment  to 
the  efFect  that  in  certain  cases,  where  it 
should  be  shown,  by  comparison  with  past 
periods,  that  a  more  than  average  rate  of 
mortality  was  taking  place,  the  General 
Board  might  interfere  without  any  applica- 
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to  Ukea.  He  ^m^ 
iifltt  '«i)«ii  it  trw  li/m  v^  u»  m^rvre  tiae 
wamauirr  tfMiXr^jei  *£  iht  tsvesarr^  xLtt  m- 

IS2L  E-e  ikftid  ahrajft  bdd  thas  29  asiT  re- 
pilirfiimf  fsc  tJbe  izupst^tflDeitt  of  tbe  saci- 
torr  eMidhiMi  «f  tiie  ecmstrr  tbe  veliare 
«f  tiie  kipMoiag  part  of  the  f^poladoo 
49i^bt  to  R<3&T«;  es(#eeial  attenUcA,  for  in 
lJiiM>>^  i&att«»  tbe  neii  voald  tak«  eare  of 
lli«au«lr«i.  n«  Ta«  tlierefore  tliackf nl  to 
tlM«r  LordbL^  for  banng  paMed  bo  im- 
portaxd  aad  fAlatarr  a  meacore. 
i^  read  «>«  and  paased* 

THE  STATE  OF  IRELA3fD. 
Lou>  BEOUGUAM :  Mr  Lords,  I  wbh 
to  a^k  mj  noble  Friend  opposite  a  ques- 
tion. Your  I^M^dships  most  be  avare  that 
in  times  like  the  present,  when  erery  sort 
<^  soUerfage  is  resorted  to  to  excite  public 
eoriositj,  and  to  practise  upon  the  public 
erednlitj,  ererj  weU-thinkiog  partj  of  the 
eammunitj  has  a  right  to  expect  from  our 
hands  that  we  should  protect  them  from 
the  effects  of  Uiose  alarms  which  it  is  the 
principal  object  of  such  speculators  upon 
public  curiosity  and  credulity  to  create. 
rTow,  my  Lords,  I  saw  an  account  to-day 
which  I  beliere  there  is  no  foundation 
whaterer  for,  as  to  what  is  said  to  have 
token  pUcc  in  Ireland.  I  must,  however, 
say  I  was  not  retj  much  alarmed  myself, 
because  the  stoteoirats  were  so  overdone, 
and  so  grossly  exaggerated,  particularly  in 
respect  to  the  accounts  of  the  troops  being 
defeated,  and  of  their  not  having  done  their 
duty.  I  knew  very  well  that  there  could 
be  no  foundation  whatever  for  them — that 
it  was  quite  impossible  they  could  be  true. 
There  were  circumstances  connected  with 
those  statements  which  utterly  discredited 
the  whole  stery.  Looking  to  the  date  of 
this  intelligence,  it  is  quite  clear  that  if 
this  news  was  known  in  Dublin  yesterday 
— of  course  if  that  were  the  case.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  be  in  posses- 
sion of  the  information  quite  as  early  as 
any  which  could  be  received  from  the  dis- 
seminators of  the  news.  I  hope  my  noble 
Friend  will  excuse  me  for  asking  whether 
I  am  not  quite  correct  in  that  opinion, 
and  whether  this  intelligence  has  not  been 
grossly  exaggerated,  if  not  altogether  an 
unfounded  story  ?  I  am  afraid  of  the  mis- 
chievous consequences  of  gathering  toge- 
ther the  materials  of  disorder  and  discon- 
tent.    An  outbreak  might  thus  at  any  mo- 


I  ^kfiMmatU 
any  saeb  omihirak  takiag 
smdi  I  ni^it  li»Fii!  1^ 
I  hgpe.  hr/wtrcT^  tikas  Ae  peUEc  ' 
be  akmied  if  erca   there  be 
fMmdasko  for  this  alleged  i 

The  MA&i^nss  c^  LAXSDOWXB  Mii, 
that  Lis  i>oUe  and  leaned  Fnoai  wm 
qnhe  right  in  stating  tbat  tot  great  iag^ 
sixztT  was  manifested  at  pigjeat  m  iht  m- 
ventioD  aad  propagatian  of  nBBOHra.  With. 
respect  to  die  reports  to  wUcb  Aei 
and  learned  Lord  had  referred,  as  t»  < 
breaks  in  Ireland,  he  had  the 
to  fetate  that  there  was 
amoonting  almost  to  eertainty — Ibat  f^ej 
were  altogether  mdonnded,  or  thai  at  least 
they  rested  on  the  shghtosi  poaBbleiBaa- 
datMm«  He  assured  the  Hoose  Ikat  the 
Goremment  were  in  posaessioa  cf  a  de- 
spatoh  from  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, dated  three  o  clock  yesterday  afler- 
noon,  which  came  to  them  by  a  special  mes- 
senger, and  which  contained  nothin^relatiiig 
to  any  outbreak.  He  might  also  i 
that  subsequent  to  the  arrival  of  that  ] 
senger  they  had  received  a  letter,  dated 
six  o^clock —  [Lord  BBOUGflAM:  From 
Dublin?]  Yes,  from  Dubhn— and  that 
letter  was  equally  silent  with  reqpeet  to 
such  an  event.  He,  therefore,  confidently 
believed  that  nothing  of  the  kind,  at  leart. 
to  the  extent  stoted,  had  up  to  that  mo- 
ment occurred.  He  was  sorry  he  eonld 
not  stote  to  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
that  there  was  not  great  probability^  out- 
breaks occurring  in  the  peirticnlar  quarters 
to  which  rumour  had  already  attributed 
them.  It  was  known  that  the  leaders  had 
left  Dublin  and  betaken  themselves  to  those 
quarters;  and  it  was  also  known  that  they 
were  delivering  treasonable  and  inflamma- 
tory speeches,  calling  upon  the  people  im- 
mediately to  rise  and  stand  by  what  they 
called  the  cause  of  Ireland.  It  was  Tery 
probable,  therefore,  that  there  might  be 
some  outbreak;  but  he  trusted  it  would  be 
attended  with  consequences  far  different 
from  what  had  been  reported. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY,  as 
an  Irishman,  begged  to  say  that  he  did 
not  go  along  with  certain  observations 
which  had  been  made  on  that  (the  Opposi- 
tion) side  of  the  House,  as  to  the  delay  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
bringing  forward  severe  measures  for  Ire- 
land. He  thought  they  hod  been  perfectly 
right  in  exercising,  up  te  the  last  moment, 
every  kind  of  leniency,  with  the  view  of 
bringing  the  deluded  people  back  to  asenae 
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of  tHeir  duty,  ^e  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Governiiieiit  of  Ireland  had,  he 
thought;  conducted  his  administration  with 
great  prudence  and  dexterity.  He  had 
•msely  given  these  unfortunate  people  rope 
enough;  and  had,  up  to  the  present  mo- 
ment, it  appeared,  found  means  to  arrest 
their  violent  proceedings.  When  other 
portions  of  Ireland  were  in  a  disaffected 
Btate,  they  could,  at  all  events,  derive  some 
consolation  from  the  fact  that  at  least  the 
north  of  Ireland  was  loyal,  and  could  be 
well  depended  on.  Even  should  they  be 
deluged  in  civil  war,  the  north  would  be 
found  well  attached  to  British  connexion, 
and  would  save  this  country  from  anything 
like  foreign  interference.  He  thought, 
however,  the  Government  had  incurred 
great  responsibility  in  consenting  to  the 
repeal  of  the  Arms  Act  in  Ireland;  for  he 
believed  that  if  that  Act  had  continued  in 
force,  the  country  would  not  now  have 
been  in  its  pt*esent  condition. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  : 
Perhaps  the  House  will  allow  me  to  state 
that  I  have  just  received  information  dated 
seven  o'clock,  Dublin,  an  hour  later  than 
the  former  communication  to  which  I  have 
referred;  and  this  letter  states  that  nothing 
whatever  has  as  yet  occurred  of  an  out- 
break. It  is,  therefore,  totally  impossible, 
my  Lords,  that  these  events  so  rumoured 
could  hare  taken  place. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  :  I  have  been  speak- 
ing to  a  friend  who  came  over  from  Dub- 
lin in  the  last  packet,  and  he  had  heard 
nothing  of  the  kind  alluded  to  until  he  ar- 
rived in  Liverpool. 

THE  LAW  OF  MARRIAGE. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON,  referring  to 
the  Report  of  the  Commission  on  the  Law 
of  Marriage  which  had  been  laid  upon  the 
table  of  the  other  House,  begged  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord  the  President  of  the  Council, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
prepared  to  sanction  the  introduction  of  a 
Bill  into  either  House  of  Parliament  on 
that  subject  during  the  present  Session; 
or  whether  they  would  not  rather  deem  it 
expedient  at  once  to  delay  the  consider- 
ation of  the  question  till  next  Session  ?  If 
delayed  till  next  Session,  the  Bill  ought 
then  to  be  brought  in  as  early  as  possible, 
because  it  would  necessarily  give  occasion 
to«a  deal  of  discussion,  there  being  much 
difference  of  opinion  on  it  among  the 
clergy  and  laity.  At  all  events,  it  was  a 
question  of  the  gravest  importance,  and 
ought  not  be  discussed  at  this  late  period 
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of  the  Session,  when  Parliament  had  more 
business  on  hand  than  they  could  well  dis- 
pose of. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
that  this  question  had  not  been  taken  up 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  at  all,  but  by 
a  learned  individual,  a  Member  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  (Mr.  S.  Wortley),  en- 
tirely unconnected  with  the  Government,  but 
who  was  well  qualified  by  his  learning  and 
talents  for  dealing  with  this  difficult  subject. 
That  right  hon.  Gentleman  had,  he  under- 
stood, given  notice  of  his  intention  to  in- 
troduce a  measure  on  the  subject;  and  he 
(the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  was  not  pre- 
pared to  say  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  refuse  their  assent  to  the  in- 
troduction of  such  a  Bill  even  in  the  pre- 
sent Session  of  Parliament,  although  he 
agreed  with  his  right  rev.  Friend  that  in 
the  present  state  of  public  business,  and 
with  the  multitude  of  Bills  now  before  Par- 
liament, it  was  very  undesirable  that  it 
should  be  passed,  or  even  discussed,  in  the 
present  Session. 

CHARITY  TRUST  REGULATION  BILL. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  then 
moved  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Charity 
Trust  Regulation  Bill.  The  object  of  the 
measure  was  to  remove  some  acknow- 
ledged inconvenience  and  difficulties  which 
had  arisen  in  the  administration  of  charit- 
able trusts.  When  the  Municipal  Corpo- 
ration Reform  Bill  n^  carried.  Parlia- 
ment decided  that  charitable  trusts  pre- 
viously administered  by  those  municipal 
bodies  should  be  removed  from  imder 
the  control  of  the  corporations.  Then 
the  difficulty  was  felt  with  respect  to  the 
authority  to  which  those  trusts  should 
be  transferred;  a  contest  arose  as  to  who 
should  appoint  trustees  for  the  administra- 
tion of  those  charities.  It  was  necessary 
that  a  proposition  should  be  made  to  meet 
the  difficulty.  The  trustees  who  had  been 
appointed  had  in  the  meantime  ceased  to 
act  in  consequence  of  death  or  of  removal; 
and  the  necessity  had  arisen  for  making 
application  to  the  Court  of  Chancery  for 
the  purpose  of  filling  up  the  number  of 
trustees  in  a  variety  of  cases.  As  the  law 
at  present  stood,  there  was  no  means  of 
filling  up  those  vacancies  except  by  the 
very  expensive  process  of  applying  to  the 
Court  of  Chancery.  It  seemed  expedient, 
then,  to  found  some  jurisdiction  which 
should  exercise  the  power  of  nominating 
trustees  witly)ut  incurring  the  necessity  of 
applying  to  the  Court  of  Chancery.  Ano- 
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dier  erfl  waa,  tluU  there  were  »  grest 
mao J  rerj  small  diarines  vhiek  ecwld  oat 
afford  to  come  to  the  Court  of  Chancery. 
It  vas  neee&iarj  that  the^e  should  be  sab- 
jeetcd  to  a  eertaxn  snperri^ioQ  for  the  pur- 
pose of  ascertainiag  whether  the  finds 
were  applied  to  the  purposes  for  which 
thej  were  intended.  The  law  afforded 
tboae  charities  no  protectioQ  at  present. 
Of  charities  under  Zol.  a  rear,  eqni- 
Talent  to  a  capital  of  1,CH>)/.  in  the 
funds  at  3  pa*  cent,  there  were  23,746 ; 
hot  it  might  be  said  that  there  were  28,304 
which  coidd  hardl j  be  said  to  hare  an j  re- 
medj  at  all  in  regard  to  the  appointment 
of  trustees.  Xow,  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
Temment  had  been  directed  to  the  judges 
of  the  coimtj  courts.  Bj  the  Coimtj 
Courts  Act,  slxtj  local  judges  had  been 
appointed.  The  operation  of  those  coorts 
had  been  most  beneficial — beneficial,  in- 
deed, to  an  extent  which  nobodj  had  ex- 
pected. The  experience  of  the  last  year 
had  been  more  faronrable  than  that  eren 
of  the  first  year.  From  XoTcmber,  1846, 
to  Xorember,  1847,  the  sixty  judges  had 
disposed  of  429,415  suits;  and  when  it 
was  rec<^lected  that,  for  the  great  majority 
of  these  suits,  there  was  no  other  practical 
reaiedy — for  the  parties  were  Tirtuaily  de- 
barred from  appealing  to  the  higher  courts 
— their  benefit  would  be  at  once  admitted. 
The  sum  receired  during  the  same  period 
amoonted  to  600,559/.,  including  fees  and 
sums  payable  by  tbe  losers  of  suits.  The 
fees  alone  amounteit  to  203,318/. — a  sum 
such  as  made  it  the  duty  of  those  who  had 
the  jurisdiction,  namely,  the  Lords  of  the 
Treasury,  rery  much  to  reduce  those  fees. 
The  increase,  comparing  the  last  year  with 
the  first,  had  been  such  that  it  appeared 
quite  possible  to  reduce  the  fees  one-half. 
The  object,  then,  of  this  Bill  was  to  pn>- 
Tide  that  charities  under  30/.  a  year  should 
be  subjected  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
judges  of  the  county  courts,  without  alter- 
ing the  law  which  was  applicable  to  those 
charities  at  present.  The  greater  part  of 
the  clauses  applied  to  that  object;  but 
there  were  other  objects  for  which  it  had 
been  thought  proper  also  to  make  prori- 
sion.  One  of  these  was,  to  get  rid  of  the 
difficulty  arising  from  the  absence  of  legal 
estate,  and  to  proride  that,  by  order  of  the 
county  court  or  the  Court  of  Chancery,  the 
legal  estate  should  be  vested  in  the  trea- 
surer of  the  county  court.  It  was  proposed 
that  the  report  of  the  Charitable  Trusts 
C  ]  mers,  which  contained  a  state- 
n  tae  yalae  of  the  different  charities. 


should  be  coDchisiTe  as  to  the 
which  should  cwne  under  the  tufo^dam.  •£ 
the  measure.  There  was  also  a  ^aase 
enabling  the  judge  of  the  cocmty  eoort  or 
the  Court  of  Chancery  to  translier  sso^ 
in  the  name  of  the  treasurer  of  die 
county  court.  It  would  also  be  pmvided 
that  the  parties  administering  diaritj  fnda 
should  annually  bring  th^  balantt*  %hprt 
to  the  clerk  of  the  county  court.  II 
also  proposed  that  small  trusts  for  edn 
tional  purposes  should  be  under  the  J 
diction  of  the  county  courts,  but  subject  to 
appeal  to  the  Educational  Committee  o£ 
the  Priyy  CounciL  He  had  now  irtiteii 
the  proTisions  of  the  BiU.  which,  as  lie 
had  already  obserred,  would  provide  a  re- 
medy for  many  anomalies  axud  erils  tkaS 
now  existed  in  the  administration  of  trvsls 
amounting  only  to  a  small  sum;  med  lie 
would  therefore  more  that  the  Bill  be  reed 
a  second  time. 

Lord  REDESDALE  had  no  other  oIk 
jection  to  the  second  reading  of  the  BUI 
beyond  what  arose  from  the  time  at  vhidi 
it  had  been  brought  forward.  He  r^reir 
ted  that  a  measure  of  so  much  importance 
should  not  hare  been  introduced  at  aa  ear- 
lier period  of  the  Session;  it  had  been  laid 
on  their  Lordships'  table  only  on  the  13tli 
of  July.  What  hope  was  there  that  a  BSl 
dealing  with  so  great  a  Tariety  of  int»esls 
could  now  be  satisfactc»ily  proceeded  with  I 
The  number  of  charities  under  3<)/.  a  year 
was  rery  great,  and  existed  all  orer  the 
country;  and  therefore  he  h<^»ed  that  a 
measure  involring  questions  so  varied  and 
extensive  would  not  be  persisted  in  this 
Session.  As  to  the  charitable  funds  for 
educational  purposes,  he  must  say  that  he 
did  not  think  the  parties  to  whom  ^eir 
management  was  to  be  intrusted  by  the 
Bill  were  well  adapted  for  such  a  iutj. 
He  thought  also  that  any  single  individul 
having  the  power  to  appear  before  the 
judge  and  calling  for  inquiry,  would  have 
the  effect  of  involving  these  small  charities 
in  greater  expenses  than  they  were  aUe  to 
bear.  The  whole  question,  however,  was 
one  which,  no  doubt,  called  for  the  deepest 
consideration;  and  for  that  very  reason  he 
hoped  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  would 
not  attempt  to  pass  the  Bill  during  the 
present  Session.  The  Bill  might  have 
been  brought  in  at  the  commencement  of 
the  Session,  and  therefore  they  had  a  right 
to  complain  that  it  had  not  made  its  ap- 
pearance till  July.  He  thought  this  was 
a  good  constitutional  ground  of  objection, 
and  therefore,  if  he  had  no  other  reason. 
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this  would  warrant  him  in  objecting  to  the 
measure  being  proceeded  with  this  year. 

The  Bishop  of  LLANDAFF  thought 
the  Bill  in  its  general  pui*pose  would  be 
found  to  be  beneficial;  and  as  he  believed 
that  small  trusts  would  be  better  managed 
under  its  proyisions  than  they  now  were, 
he  hoped  it  would  meet  the  unanimous  con- 
currence of  his  right  rev.  Brethren.  He 
must  say,  however,  that,  considering  what 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  said  as  to 
the  importance  of  the  Bill,  they  had  a 
right  to  ask  how  it  came  to  pass  that  it 
had  so  long  been  delayed  ?  He  would  not 
now  enter  upon  the  general  question;  but 
he  must  say  that  he  cordially  approved  of 
the  appeal  to  the  Committee  of  Privy 
Council  with  reference  to  the  small  chari- 
table educational  trusts.  He  believed  it 
would  be  found  that  the  greater  part  of 
those  trusts  were  left  by  the  donors  for 
educational  purposes  in  accordance  with 
the  principles  of  the  Church  of  England; 
and  it  was  desirable  that  the  Committee  of 
the  Privy  Council  should  see  that  they 
were  administered  in  accordance  with  those 
wishes. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  considered 
it  an  object  of  great  necessity  that  some 
such  Bill  as  the  present  should  be  carried; 
but  at  the  same  time  he  must  concur  in 
the  observations  made  by  the  noble  Earl, 
that  it  was  unfortunate  the  measure  should 
have  been  so  late  in  being  introduced. 
The  clause  having  reference  to  educational 
trusts  was,  in  his  opinion,  by  far  the  most 
important  in  the  Bill;  and  considering 
that  the  subject  of  education  was  one  upon 
which  the  greatest  difference  of  opinion 
existed,  and  looking  to  the  diflficulty  of  con- 
sulting the  feelings  and  interests  of  those 
who  would  be  affected  by  the  measure,  he 
was  afraid  they  were  not  likely,  at  this 
period  of  the  Session,  to  come  to  any  sat- 
isfactory result.  They  must  bear  in  mind 
that  these  small  trusts  for  educational  pur- 
poses were  spread  all  over  the  country, 
and  that  the  question  would  be  a  very  dif- 
ficult one  indeed  to  settle. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  a 
Bill  containing  the  greater  part  of  the  pro- 
visions in  the  present  measure  was  brought 
in  by  him  last  Session,  and  therefore  there 
had  been  time  to  consider  it  for  the  last 
twelve  months.  No  objection  was  then 
made  to  the  Bill,  and  he  did  not  anticipate 
that  there  '^ould  be  any  on  the  present 
oeoasion.  Indeed,  he  had  heard  no  objec- 
tion to  the  general  principle  of  the  Bill; 
«ad  the  only  point  on  which  there  appear- 


ed to  be  a  difference  of  opinion  was  on 
that  relating  to  the  educational  trusts. 
The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Redesdale),  though 
he  appeared  to  differ  from  the  proposal 
laid  down  in  the  Bill,  did  not  suggest  any 
other  course  which  ought  to  be  followed. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  educational 
question  was  one  of  extreme  importance, 
and  beset  with  difficulties,  and  yet  it  was 
one  they  must  deal  with.  It  had  been 
said  these  charity  funds  were  spread  all 
over  the  country;  but  he  regarded  that  as 
a  reason  why  they  should  be  as  speedily 
as  possible  dealt  with,  and  why  a  remedy 
should  be  applied  for  their  better  regular 
tion. 

Bill  read  2». 

House  adjourned. 


HOUS'E    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  July  27, 1848. 

MiNCTBB.]  Public  Bills.— 1°  London  (City)  Small 
Debts}  Clerks  of  the  Peace  (Dublin)}  Smoke  Prohi- 
bition; Registering  Births,  &o.  (Scotland);  Insolvent 
Debtors  Court;  Fisheries  (Ireland);  Loan  Sodetiea; 
Highway  Rates ;  Proclamations  on  Fines,  Court  of  Con^ 
mon  Pleas. 
30  and  passed:— Payment  of  Debts  out  of  Real  Estate; 
Salmon  Breed  Preservation;  Ecclesiastical  Unions  and 
Divisions  of  Parishes  (Ireland). 

Pktitions    Prkskntbd.      By  Mr.  Clements,   ftom  t^e 
Grand  Jury  of  Leitrim,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Election 

and  Polling  Places  (Ireland)  Bill By  Mr.  Wakley,  from 

Inhabitants  of  Barrhead,  Scotland,  for  the  Adoption  of 
Universal  Suffirage. — By  Mr.  Brotherton,  ftom  the  Vil- 
lages of  Elvaston,  Thulston  Aqiberston,  and  Boulton, 
for  a  Better  Observance  of  the  Lord's  Day. — By  Mr. 
Pattison,  from  Members  of  the  Board  of  Congregational 
Ministers,  residing  in  and  about  London,  for  the  With- 
drawal of  the  R^um  Donum  Grant. — By  Sir  R.  Bulke- 
ley,  from  Members  of  an  Independent  Order  of  Odd 
Fellows,  for  an  Extension  of  the  Benefit  Societies  Act. — 
By  Mr.  Munta,  from  Edmund  Tauntun,  a  Foreign  Mer- 
chant, for  an  Alteration  of  the  Currency  Act. — By  Mr. 
Wakley,  from  the  Finsbury  portion  of  the  National 
Charter  Association,  complaining  of  the  Treatment  of 
Fussell,  and  Others,  while  in  Prison ;  also  from  several 
Tradesmen  of  the  Metropolis,  for  Closing  the  Westmin- 
ster Court  of  Requests,  as  regards  the  Recovery  of  Debts 
under  Twenty  Pounds.— By  Mr.  Forster,  from  Guardians 
of  the  Berwick-upon-Tweed  Union,  for  an  Alteration  of 
the  Poor  Law  Union  Charges  BilL— By  Mr.  Famham, 
from  the  Ldcester  Chamber  of  Commerce,  for  an  Al- 
teration of  the  Law  of  Rating  and  Settlement. 

POOR  LAW  UNION  CHARGES  (No.  2)  BILL. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming  the 
dehate  on  this  Bill  having  heen  read, 

Mr.  rice  expressed  his  regret  that 
hon.  Memher  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Henley) 
was  not  in  his  place,  as  he  was  anxious  to 
make  a  few  ohservations  upon  the  ohjeo- 
tions  which  that  hon.  Member  had  taken 
to  the  measure  before  the  House.  Those 
objections  were,  first,  as  to  the  provision 
for  reshifting  the  burdens  on  the  several 
parishes  of  a  union  by  altering  the  mode 
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of  raising  the  rate ;    secondly,  that  the 
measure  would  lead  to  the  breaking  down 
of  the  parochial  system;  thirdly,   that  it 
would  lead  to  the  still  further  measure  of 
a  national  rate;  and  lastly,  that  it  was  a 
great  measure  that  would  throw  on  agri- 
cultural districts  a  heavy  burden  hereto- 
fore borne  by  the  towns ;    and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  read  that  day  six  months.     With 
regard  to  the  first  objection,  that  of  the 
mode  of  rating  and  the  shifting    of   the 
burden,  the  objection  was,  that  the  rating, 
instead  of  being  taken  on  the  three  years* 
average,  should  now  be  taken  on  the  rate- 
able value  generally  throughout  the  union. 
He  had  just   received   a    communication 
containing  the   valuation  of  one    of   the 
largest  unions  in  this  country,  and  one  of 
the  best  managed  unions.  The  percentage 
on  the  average  of  the  last  three  years  on 
the  rateable  value  in  the  parishes  of  that 
union  varied  from  13  to  14  per  cent,  to  ra- 
ther less  than  1  per  cent.     The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  that  he  thought  this  proposed 
alteration  was  very  unjust.    He  recollected 
that  when   Sir  J.  Graham   introduced  the 
Settlement  Bill  he  agreed  to  an  instruction 
to  the  Committee   proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Malton  for  enacting  what  was 
called  a  union  settlement.     On  the  change 
of  Government,  the  Bill  fell  into  the  hands 
of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  pre- 
sent Government;  and  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet again  stated  his  conviction  that  if 
the  Bill  should  be  passed  into  a  law  with- 
out the  Amendment  proposed  being  adopt- 
ed, the   greatest    injustice    and  hardship 
would  be  inflicted  on  many  parts  of  the 
country.     The  Bill  was  passed  into  a  law 
without  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Malton    being    introduced,  when 
during  the  very  first  year  most  convincing 
proof  was  given  of  the  entire  truth  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet's  prediction.      Before 
the  end  of  that  year  he  presented  several 
petitions  from  large  urban  parishes  com- 
plaining of  the  ruinous  effects  of  the  Bill. 
"The  agricultural  parishes  which  surrounded 
the  town  of  Dover  were  particularly  affect- 
ed by  the  law.     In  one  of  those  parishes  a 
great  number  of  streets  were  built  for  the 
poor  people;  and  the  moment  the  Bill  pass- 
ed the  main  portion  of  those  poor  persons 
were  thrown  on  the  already  pauperised  pa- 
rishes in  the  neighbourhood,  so  that  they 
were  nearly  ruined.     The  injustice  of  this 
was  so  manifest,  that  at  a  late  period  of 
the  Session  last  year  it  was  felt  impossible 
to  avoid  providing  an  immediate  remedy  of 


a  temporary  character  for  the  evil,  and  ac- 
cordingly a  Bill  was  introduced  by  Mr. 
Bodkin,  called  the  Poor  Removal  Act, 
which  was  passed,  and  which  would  expire 
on  the  1st  of  October  next.  The  effect  of 
the  present  system  of  parochial  rates  and 
settlement  was  that  the  labourers  were 
often  compelled  to  live  a  long  distance 
from  their  work;  they  had  frequently  to 
walk  home  to  their  meals  in  the  wet,  and 
return  to  work  without  having  had  time  to 
dry  their  clothes.  This  was  a  great  hard- 
ship, and  yet  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford- 
shire had  opposed  the  present  measure, 
which  was  a  first  step  towards  a  better 
system.  The  next  objection  of  the  hon. 
Member  was,  that  this  Bill  was  a  breaking 
down  of  the  parochial  system;  but  he  was 
surprised  the  hon.  Member  could  have  so 
much  misunderstood  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
tleman  (Mr.  Buller),  who  announced  his 
decided  determination  to  adhere  to  the  pa- 
rochial system.  He  believed  they  would 
never  have  a  system  which  would  be  just 
to  the  ratepayers  until  they  made  the  ra- 
ting co-extensive  with  the  union  and  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  board  of  guardians.  He 
was,  therefore,  in  favour  of  an  union  rate; 
but  it  did  not  follow,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oxfordshire  appeared  to  suppose,  that 
those  who  were  in  favour  of  an  union  ra- 
ting and  settlement  must  also  be  favourable 
to  a  national  rating.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  truly  stated  that  there  was  a 
growing  feeling  in  the  country  in  favour  of 
an  union  rating;  and  he  would  maintain 
that  the  agitation  in  the  country  must  be 
founded  on  reason  and  justice,  or  else  it 
would  not  be  rife.  The  hon.  Member  said 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  not 
to  have  condemned  as  he  did  the  system  of 
private  rating  which  prevailed  in  some  pa- 
rishes. Now,  he  maintained  that  of  all 
systems  that  of  private  rating  was  the 
worst.  The  hon.  Member  put  the  case  of 
a  man  with  a  large  family  earning  10*.  a 
week  wages,  and  said  that  the  poor-law 
was  no  test  of  idleness  or  destitution  to 
such  a  man,  because  he  knew  that  if  he 
went  into  the  workhouse  he  should  cost 
the  parish  ISs.  a  week  for  the  support  of 
himself  and  his  family.  Every  man  was 
acquainted  with  one  or  two  idle  men  in  his 
parish;  but  such  a  case  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  alluded  to  was  the  exception,  and 
not  the  rule.  Let  them  give  the  agricul- 
tural labourers  anything  likd  fair  wages, 
and  there  was  not  one  man  in  one  hundred 
who  would  not  rather  earn  his  own  subsia- 
tence  than  lead  an  idle  life  in  the  work^ 
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house.  And  the  poor  man  had  no  fairer 
claim  than  that  of  a  fair  day's  wages  for 
a  fair  day's  work.  In  the  county  to  which 
he  belonged  (Kent),  the  labourers  were  re- 
ceiving 155.  a  week  wages,  when  in  other 
counties  they  were  only  receiving  7s.  Now 
that  wheat  was  at  445.  or  435.  a  quarter, 
the  rate  of  wages  in  Kent  was  125.  a 
week,  while  in  the  west  of  England  it  was 
only  75.  or  85.  The  rate  of  wages  in  Kent 
varied  from  IO5.  to  I85. ;  but  with  wheat 
at  355.  a  quarter  the  farmers  never  thought 
of  reducing  wages  below  IO5.  It  would 
be  much  better  if  other  counties  made  an 
attempt  to  pay  their  labourers  after  the 
same  rate.  With  regard  to  vagrancy,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire  said  it  might 
become  a  national  question,  and  he  was  in 
favour  of  a  national  payment  for  vagrancy. 
But  he  (Mr.  Rice)  thought  the  administra- 
tion of  the  law  with  regard  to  vagrancy 
would  be  much  better  under  this  Bill,  be- 
cause it  would  give  the  poor-law  guardians 
an  interest  in  seeing  that  their  officers 
looked  sharp  after  the  vagrants.  He  did 
not  think  that  the  objections  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oxforcfshire  would  be  success- 
ful in  this  instance.  The  present  measure 
was  absolutely  necessary;  and  he  hoped 
that  the  hon.  Member  would  not  seriously 
oppose  its  going  into  Committee,  but  that 
he  would  confine  his  opposition  to  an  en- 
deavour to  amend  the  Bill  in  Committee. 
He  supported  the  Bill  because  it  was  both 
necessary  and  just  to  the  ratepayers,  and 
at  the  same  time  merciful  to  the  poor. 

Mr.  ROBERT  PALMER  said,  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill  was  to  meet  two  griev- 
ances; in  the  first  place,  the  vagrant 
question;  and,  secondly,  that  of  the  irre- 
movable poor.  With  respect  to  the 
charges  for  vagrancy,  there  was  no  per- 
son who  would  not  agree  that  a  grievous 
burden  should  not  be  thrown  upon  any 
particular  parish  because  the  union  work- 
house happened  to  be  built  in  that  parish. 
He  would  agree  that  this  charge  should 
be  made  upon  the  union  instead  of  upon 
the  particular  parish  where  the  relief  was 
given.  But  with  respect  to  the  general 
question  of  vagrancy,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman appeared  to  be  of  opinion  that  the 
suppression  of  vagrancy  rested  with  the 
administrators  of  the  law  rather  than  with 
the  Legislature  itself;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  vagrancy  ought  to  be 
kept  down,  lie  would  agree  that  it  ought; 
but  the  question  was  how  to  keep  it  down. 
It  was  a  very  difficult  thing  for  the  reliev- 
ing officer  to  say  what  cases  he  would  re- 


lieve, and  what  he  would  reject.  If  he  re- 
fused relief  to  a  wandering  beggar,  such 
cases  were  reported  and  got  before  the  pub- 
lic in  a  variety  of  ways;  and  very  harsh, 
and  often,  he  knew,  very  erroneous  state- 
ments were  published  with  regard  to  the 
relieving  officer.  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman could  suggest  any  means  by  which 
the  relieving  officers  in  unions  could  exer- 
cise their  judgment  in  respect  to  cases  of 
vagrancy,  so  as  to  reduce  the  system  of 
vagrancy  and  the  amount  of  these  charges, 
he  would  confer  great  service,  not  only 
upon  those  persons  themselves,  but  also 
upon  the  ratepayers.  With  respect  to  the 
irremovable  poor,  it  was  proposed  to  throw 
the  expense  of  maintaining  them  upon 
the  union  at  large  instead  of  upon  the  pa- 
rish in  which  they  happened  to  reside.  He 
had  opposed  the  last  law,  which  put  the 
poor  who  had  resided  ^ve  years  in  towns 
upon  the  footing  of  irremovability,  because 
he  believed  it  would  be  a  heavy  burden 
upon  the  towns;  but  now  that  it  had  been 
enforced,  and  the  Committee  had  reported 
their  opinion  to  be  that  the  principle  of  the 
law  should  be  continued,  the  House  would 
not  be  inclined,  he  thought,  to  repeal  that 
law;  and  it  would  be  better  to  put  parishes 
upon  the  footing  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  should  not  object  to  go 
into  Committee  upon  the  Bill,  unless  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  brought  forward  at  so 
late  a  period  of  the  Session;  and  that  it 
was  desirable  that  more  time  should  be 
given  for  its  discussion.  But  the  charges 
for  vagrancy  and  irremovability  stood  upon 
a  very  different  footing  from  the  other  por- 
tion of  the  Bill,  which  proposed  to  place 
the  establishment  charges  of  unions  upon 
the  new  footing  of  a  general  rate  on  the 
property  of  the  union.  One  of  the  argu- 
ments alleged  in  favour  of  placing  all  the 
union  charges  upon  the  same  footing  was, 
that  it  would  be  very  inconvenient  to  have 
two  rates  levied  on  two  different  princi- 
ples'. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had, 
however,  himself  proposed  in  the  Bill  to 
have  two  modes  of  assessment,  because, 
although  he  wished  to  place  the  establish- 
ment charges,  and  also  the  vagrancy  and 
irremovable  poor  charges,  upon  the  general 
rateable  property  of  the  union,  he  proposed 
to  continue  the  old  assessment  where  there 
was  a  debt  on  the  parishes  to  be  paid.  He 
thought  the  new  charges  ought  to  be  left 
upon  the  same  footing  as  the  old.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  asked  whether 
it  was  right  that  the  establishment  charges 
of  unions  should  be  borne  in  the  same  pro^ 
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l^ortions  as  the  pauperism  of  parishes,  and 
stated  that  the  chief  establishment  charges 
were  for  building  and  maintaining  work- 
houses and  the  salaries  of  officers.  He 
should  haye  thought  these  charges  were 
fairlj  assessable  according  to  the  amount 
of  pauperism,  as  originally  settled  on  that 
basis,  because  otherwise  they  would  fall 
exceedingly  hard  upon  some  parishes,  par- 
ticularly small  parishes,  where  the  pro- 
perty was  in  the  hands  of  one  or  two  pro- 
prietors,, or  even  a  single  occupier,  where 
the  population  was  necessarily  small,  and 
the  whole  of  the  persons  legally  settled  in 
the  parishes  were  employed  by  that  occu- 
pier. Such  parishes  required  no  union 
workhouse,  no  salary  of  officers,  and  were 
liable  to  no  establishment  charges  of  their 
own.  But  these  parishes  had  been  Brought 
by  the  poor-law  into  the  unions,  and  it 
would  be  unfair  to  overturn  the  arrange- 
ment by  which  they  paid  the  proportion  of 
their  former  outlay  on  these  charges,  and 
to  place  these  establishment  charges  on 
the  general  rating  of  property  in  the  union. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  instanced 
the  salaries  of  medical  officers  as  a  branch 
of  the  establishment  charges  which  ought 
tabe  paid  by  the  union  generally;  but  it 
struck  him  that  if  there  was  any  one  officer 
whose  salary  might  fairly  be  paid  by 
parishes  according  to  the  proportion  of 
their  pauperism,  it  was  the  medical  officer. 
If  they  took  the  case  of  a  large  parish  with 
100  paupers,  and  a  stiialler  parish  with  ten, 
it  was  fair  to  presume,  casteris  paribus, 
the  healthiness  of  both  parishes  being  alike, 
that  the  larger  parish  would  require  ten 
times  more  medical  attendance  than  the 
smaller  parish.  There  was,  therefore,  no 
reason  why  his  salary  should  not  be  paid 
in  proportion  to  the  pauperism  as  well  as 
the  rest  of  the  establishment  charges.  The 
House  ought  to  consider  what  the  effect  of 
altering  the  mode  of  rating  would  be  on 
the  value  of  property  in  parishes  held  in 
fee  or  on  lease.  He  knew  an  instance 
where  a  man  occupied  the  whole  area  of 
one  parish;  and  he  paid  a  very  consider- 
able increase  of  rent  to  the  landlord  in 
consequence  of  the  poor-rates  upon  the 
property  being  remarkably  low.  If  the 
rates  in  some  parishes  were  2^.  in  the 
pound,  and  in  others  in  the  same  union 
4^.  or  5s,  y  it  would  reduce  the  value  of  pro- 
perty in  the  former,  and  increase  it  in  the 
latter  parishes,  if  they  equalised  the  rates. 
'  nd  those  who  had  taken  leases  and  pur- 
sed property  in  parishes  where  the 
ktOB  were  low,  would  £nd  that  the  Legis- 


lature had  made  a  serious  alteration  in  the 
value  of  their  estates.  He  would  support 
the  Motion  for  going  into  Committee,  al« 
though  he  doubted  whether  the  right  hon; 
Gentleman  would  be  able  to  pass  his  mea- 
sure as  it  stood  during  the  present  S^sion.- 
Captain  PECHELL  thought,  that  under 
all  the  circumstances  the  right  hon.  Gen-^ 
tleman  might  fairly  postpone  the  consider- 
ation of  this  Bill  for  the  present  Session. 
It  appeared,  that  on  the  1 2th  of  Jiily,  in 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  Lord  Chief 
Justice  Denman  differed  entirely  frotn  the 
Attorney  and  Solicitor  General  as  to  the 
residence  of  five  years.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  read  the  judgment  of  Lord 
Denman  in  the  case  **  Regina  v.  the  In-^ 
habitants  of  Salford,"  in  which  it  was  laid 
down  by  the  learned  Judge  that  the  pau- 
per having  been  fifteen  months  in  a  prison 
not  situated  within  the  removing  parish,  a 
residence  of  ^yb  years  Within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  Act  9  and  10  Victoria,  c.  66, 
was  not  made  out,  and  a  rule  absolute  was 
granted  accordingly.  If  there  was  any 
doubt  upon  the  point,  now  was  the  time  for 
the  Attorney  or  Solicitor  General  to  dear 
it  up.  To  show  the  efi^ect  of  this  Act,  he 
wotdd  mention  one  case.  Since  it  became 
law,  579  families,  or  1,611  persons,  not 
belonging  to  Brighton,  had  become  charge- 
able to  the  parish.  Of  those,  1,562  had 
received  relief  at  an  increased  weekly  cost 
of  136?.  12«.  7d.,  as  compared  with  the 
preceding  year.  Of  the  1,611  persons*  who 
had  become  chargeable,  only  126  could  be 
properly  fixed  upon  Brighton,  as  those  per- 
sons had  resided  there  five  years  without 
relief,  and  were  consequently  irremovable. 
Of  the  remaining  1,485,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  few  whose  parishes  had  agreed 
to  reimburse  the  relief,  the  parish  had 
submitted  to  the  expense  from  motives  of 
humanity  rather  than  inflict  the  cruelty  of 
removal  upon  the  unfortunate  poor.  The 
House  was  now  told  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  whole  expense  of  these 
persons  was  to  be  thrown  upon  the  union 
fund;  and  that  the  guardians  were  to  levy 
a  rate  upon  the  basis  of  the  county  rate; 
and  if  they  were  not  satisfied  with  the 
mode  of  valuation,  they  were  to  be  em- 
powered to  order  a  fresh  one;  which  lat- 
ter provision,  he  thought,  would  be  very 
objectionable.  He  was  of  opinion  that 
there  was  an  inconsistency  in  the  Bill  as 
regarded  the  exclusion  of  the  universities, 
inns  of  court,  and  other  extra-parochial 
places.  He  approved  of  private  rates, 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  cob- 
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demned  in  so  signal  a  manner,  and  was 
sure  that  if  a  private  rate  had  been  estab- 
lished in  the  Andover  union,  such  a  report 
as  had  emanated  from  the  Committee  on 
the  case  of  that  union  would  never  have 
been  laid  upon  the  table.  It  had  been 
said  that  there  was  less  agitation  On 
the  subject  of  the  poor-law  since  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  C.  Buller) 
had  assumed  his  present  position;  and 
it  had  been  also  said  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemati  had  done  nothing.  He  (Cap- 
tain Pechell)  wished,  however^  to  give  the 
right  hon.  Gentletoan  the  benefit  of  his 
labours.  When  the  late  Commissioners 
went  out  of  office — and  they  had  been 
thrown  out  solely  by  the  exertions  of  the 
Andover  Union  Committee,  which  had 
made  a  clearance  of  Somerset-house — and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  succeeded  them, 
he  found  an  order  consolidating  certain 
rules  and  regulations,  which  he  confirmed; 
and  of  some  of  those  rules  he  (Captain 
Pechell)  much  approved.  The  gallant 
Officer  referred  to  several  minor  regula- 
tiohs  adopted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  concluded.  Se  was  willing  to  give 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  his  due  share  of 
praise  for  all  that  he  had  done  since  he 
had  been  in  office;  but  with  respect  to  the 
Bill  before  the  House,  he  thought  it  ought 
to  be  delayed  until  another  Session,  for 
the  question  was  of  great  importance,  and 
there  was  not  time  to  consider  it. 

Mr.  henry  DRUMMOKD  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  tot  Oxfordshire, 
that  this  i^as  a  tinkering  measure;  but  aS 
that  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  given  a  de- 
finition of  what  a  **  tinkering  '  measure 
was,  he  (Mr.  Drummond)  would  endeavour 
to  do  so.  He  meant  by  **  tinkering,**  a 
bad  mending  of  a  bad  thing;  and  that,  he 
thought,  was  a  natural  and  inseparable 
part  of  the  new  poor-law  system,  and 
whether  they  got  in  the  small  end  of  the 
wedge  or  the  large  end  of  the  wedge  mat- 
tered not.  The  measure  itself  was  bad 
from  the  beginning.  It  was  a  measure 
they  had  never  been  able  to  Work,  and  the 
whole  practice  of  it  was  directly  in  the  teeth 
of  the  professions  atid  statements  that  were 
made  on  proposing  it.  But  he  tad  never 
been,  nor  woiild  he  be  now,  a  party  to  any 
agitation  lipon  this  or  upon  any  other  ques- 
tion. Say  what  they  would  of  it,  agltjltion 
was  an  appeal  to  men's  passions  when  you 
knew  you  could  not  convince  their  re&son. 
The  repeal  of  the  corn  law  was  carried 
by  agitation ;  atid  this  very  measure  of  the 
poor-law,  which  he  very  mudh  disliked,  was 
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produced  by  agitation.  In  this  country, 
however  much  a  law  was  disapproved  of, 
efforts  were  made  to  carry  it  out  honestly; 
but  over  the  water,  in  the  sister  country, 
the  rule  was  agitation — and  no  mattei* 
what  law  was  passed,  high  and  low,  rich 
and  poor,  exerted  their  utmost  ingenuity 
to  drive  a  coach  and  six  through  it.  As 
to  the  clearance  system,  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  alluded,  he  had  oiily 
heard  of  one  such  case,  which  he  Would 
not  now  name,  in  which  a  proprietor  had, 
many  years  ago,  pulled  down  the  cottages 
on  his  estate.  But,  what  proprietors  ccfr- 
tainly  did  not  do  was  to  build  cottages  &t 
a  dead  loss;  for  it  Was  perfectly  impossible 
to  build  them  in  any  way  that  should  repay 
the  outlay.  There  were  well-managed 
parish8s  which  had  been  stigmatised  with 
the  name  of  close  parishes;  but  the  system 
in  them  might  be  very  advantageously 
compared  with  that  which  prevailed  in 
other  places  called  open  parishes,  where  an 
individual  or  individuals  ran  up  a  few  cot- 
tages, let  them  at  an  enormous  rent  to  the 
poor,  then  supplied  the  inmates  with  goods 
— no  matter  of  what  quality — from  their 
own  shops,  and  finally  sold  up  every  article! 
of  furniture  the  poor  people  possessed. 
That  was  the  open  parish  system;  and  now 
the  Government  were  going  to  make  tho 
sb-called  close  parishes  pay  the  riites  of 
the  parishes  in  which  paUpers  were  so 
recklessly  introduced.  That  was  the 
avowed  intention.  The  private  rates  whidh 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stigmatised 
arose  out  of  those  circumstances.  l?he 
great  fault  of  the  whole  Somerset-house 
system  was  that  they  treated  men  like  ab- 
stractions. Tiiey  thought  that  all  the 
poor  were  alike,  and  all  labourers  alike. 
That  was  what  they  did  at  Somei-set- 
house,  though.  In  all  cases  they  spoke  of 
the  labourer  as  one  fixed  quantity.  Now, 
if  there  were  100  labourers  in  a  parish, 
ten  of  them  perhaps  were  first-rate,  and  the 
remainder  bad,  arising  in  some  fcases  frotn 
infirmity,  in  others  from  age,  or  from  other 
causes.  What  the  hon.  Member  for  Ox- 
fordshire said  was  true,  although  it  had 
been  denied  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, that  on  IO5.  a  Week  a  man  would 
support  his  wife  and  six  children.  If  that 
man  was  thrown  out  of  work,  he  went  into 
tho  poorhouse.  Yes ;  but  there  he  W6.S 
separated  from  his  wife  and  children.  There 
you  came  to  abstractions  again.  Did  not 
the  House  think  that  a  man  would  do  any- 
thing rather  than  submit  to  that  ?  They 
talked  of  the  workhouse  test^  but  ii  was  a 
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mercy  for  the  farmers  and  gentlemen  of 
the  county  to  meet  in  the  autumn  and  ap- 
portion out  the  work  among  them  so  as  to 
keep  the  lahourers  out  of  the  poorhouse. 
That  was  the  reason  for  a  private  rate. 
Was  it  meant  that  it  was  of  no  advantage 
if  the  owners  of  land  and  farmers  met  to- 
gether and  said,  **  We  will  employ  the 
poor,  although  at  this  time  it  is  not  pro- 
fitahle  to  us,  and,  to  a  certain  extent, 
the  lahour  is  unproductive  ?  "  But  in 
some  cases  it  was  not  unproductive.  If 
a  man  was  employed  at  IO5,  a  week, 
and  he  kept  his  whole  family  upon  those 
wages,  but  only  gave  the  worth  of  5s, 
a  week  in  his  work,  it  was  surely  a 
greater  advantage  than  to  send  that  man 
with  his  wife  and  six  children  to  the  poor- 
house,  where  they  could  not  he  supported 
for  less  than  25.  Qd,  a  day.  The  truth 
was  that  they  had  never  been  able  to  carry 
out  the  new  poor-law  practically  and 
consistently;  for  the  returns  showed  the 
great  amount  of  outdoor  relief  that  was 
granted.  By  this  new  poor-law  they 
had  dried  up  all  the  sources  of  private 
charity;  and  this  effect  of  the  law  they 
were  now  going  to  increase.  It  was  the 
interest  of  every  gentleman  to  keep  the 
poor  around  him,  without  exasperating 
them;  without  exacting  from  them  rent 
they  could  not  pay;  and  without  putting 
them  in  the  workhouse,  which  they  ab- 
horred; and  so  long  as  parishes  could  keep 
themselves  clear,  so  long  they  would.  But 
the  moment  they  were  joined  to  a  neigh- 
bouring parish  which  was  deluging  the 
country  with  paupers,  that  became  a  hope- 
less case.  He  had  200  cottages,  and  he 
would  give  them  to  any  one  who  would 
keep  them  in  repair.  As  to  the  scheme 
of  union  rating,  there  was  no  intelligible 
principle  in  it.  There  was  a  principle  in 
universal  rating,  but  none  in  union  rating, 
and  they  could  not  by  talking  substitute  a 
no  principle  for  a  principle,  even  if  a  bad 
one.  There  being  a  principle  in  universal 
rating,  he  would,  hating  it  as  he  did,  vote 
for  it  at  once,  rather  than  go  on  in  this 
way  by  degrees  towards  it.  The  advan- 
tage of  the  old  system  was,  that  all  the 
people  meeting  together  every  Sunday  at 
their  parish  church  knew  one  another, 
knew  their  mutual-  distresses  and  wants, 
and  could  assist  the  overseers  in  detecting 
imposture.  Moreover,  the  clergymen  were 
by  law  the  overseers  and  guardians  of  the 
poor,  and  they,  he  thought,  had  shamefully 
abandoned  their  charge  in  never  demon- 
strating   against    the    new    poor-law    as 


they  ought.  They  had  abandoned  the 
poor,  and  now  the  poor  were  abandoning 
them.  But,  instead  of  the  feelings  and 
principles  which  were  bound  up  with  the 
old  system,  it  was  now  made  a  mere  mat- 
ter of  geography,  and  it  mattered  not  whe- 
ther the  compasses  were  struck  in  one 
place  or  another.  Under  the  new  state  of 
things,  there  was  no  person  in  the  union 
whose  heart  was  drawn  out  towards  the 
poor;  and  it  was  nothing  but  a  vile  system 
of  money  saving  on  one  side,  and  of  cheat- 
ing on  the  other.  He  disliked  this  Bill 
very  much;  but  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man persisted  in  pressing  it,  he  must  go 
into  Committee  and  endeavour  to  render 
the  measure  as  good  as  it  could  be  made. 

Mr.  V.  SMITH  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down,  had,  while 
deprecating  agitation  on  any  question, 
used  the  language  and  the  terms  of  agita- 
tion as  regarded  what  he  had  called  the 
Somerset-house  system  of  treating  man  as 
an  abstraction.  Whatever  rules  and  re- 
gulations had  been  adopted  in  respect  to 
the  administration  of  the  poor-law.  Parlia- 
ment were  as  responsible  for  as  the  Com- 
missioners themselves.  He  (Mr.  V.  Smith) 
could  not  support  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oxfordshire;  for  there  were 
three  or  four  principles  contained  in  this 
Bill  which  were  deserving  of  consideration 
in  Committee.  He  would  not  say  he  did 
not  entertain  doubts  with  respect  to  some 
of  them;  but  the  whole  subject  was  diflS- 
cult  and  complicated,  and  required  the 
most  careful  consideration.  But,  although 
he  was  not  prepared  to  vote  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oxfordshire,  he  was  at  the 
same  time  convinced  that  the  Bill  would 
not  pass  this  Session;  and,  after  the  opin- 
ions which  had  been  given  by  Gentlemen 
who  were  so  well  acquainted  with  rural 
affairs,  he  was  almost  disposed  to  recom- 
mend his  right  hon.  Friend  to  withdraw 
the  Bill  for  the  present.  For  some  five 
Sessions  of  Parliament  the  House  had 
been  attempting  to  deal  with  that  impor- 
tant question,  the  law  of  settlement,  but 
without  producing  any  advantage,  because, 
instead  of  grasping  some  great  principle 
at  once,  they  had  been  trying  to  effect 
their  object  bit  by  bit.  Although  he  gave 
great  credit  to  his  right  hon.  Friend  for 
his  ability,  and  thought  that  his  exertions 
had  been  of  great  utility,  he  still  thought 
that  the  Bill  now  introduced  was  not  of  so 
ample  and  comprehensive  a  character  as 
to  be  considered  a  final  settlement  of  the 
question.       There    were    four    questions 
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vrhich  the  discussion  on  the  present 
Bill  necessarily  raised,  and  one  of  these 
was  yagrancy ;  it  certainly  appeared  to 
him,  that  throwing  vagrancy  on  the  unions 
did  not  meet  the  cases  which  it  was 
necessary  to  meet  in  the  manner  in  which 
it  was  desirahlc  to  meet  them.  This 
question  of  vagrancy  was  not  perhaps  so 
clear  as  it  was  generally  supposed  to  be. 
If  roads  went  through  a  parish,  and  va- 
grants frequented  those  roads,  though  the 
parish  might  suffer  from  the  vagrants,  it 
gained  from  the  roads.  He  would  put  it 
to  bon.  Members  to  say,  did  not  such  a 
parish  so  circumstanced  derive  compensa- 
tion from  the  existence  of  the  roads,  and 
on  account  of  its  position  ?  A  parish  might 
suffer  under  the  apparent  ill-luck  of  having 
a  railway  running  through  it ;  but  it  had 
likewise  many  advantages  from  that  cir- 
cumstance. He  thought  that  parochial 
tithes  were  burdensome,  and  that  it  would 
be  much  better  to  have  their  range  extend- 
ed over  a  wider  area.  Parochial  tithes  and 
parochial  rates  had  the  effect  of  preventing 
men  being  employed  out  of  their  own  pa- 
rishes; and  such  was  the  strength  of  this 
feeling  that,  generally  speaking,  the  peo- 
ple at  large  were  too  ready  to  consider 
that  the  interests  of  the  parish  were  the 
first  thing  to  be  attended  to,  and  thus  the 
employer  was  crippled  in  his  operations, 
while  the  poor  man  found  it  difficult  to 
obtain  employment.  Erom  such  causes 
resulted  a  slovenly  mode  of  doing  work, 
and  insufficient  payment  even  for  inferior 
labour.  Looking  then  both  at  tithes  and 
payment  for  the  poor,  he  should  say  that 
there  ought  to  be  a  wider  area  of  rate- 
ability;  though  he  wished  to  see  settlement 
put  an  end  to,  he  by  no  means  desired  a 
national  rate,  because  he  thought  that  the 
effect  of  a  national  rate  would  be  to  re- 
move all  efficient  supervision.  As  to  the 
present  measure,  it  could  not  be  regarded 
otherwise  than  as  a  temporary  matter; 
and  even  at  best  Ministers  could  hardly 
consider  it  one  of  great  urgency,  for  they 
must  be  conscious  that  it  could  not  pass  in 
the  present  Session;  and  he  hoped  that  in 
leaving  it  to  a  subsequent  Session  they 
would  produce  a  Bill .  that  would  deal 
largely  with  the  questions  to  which  he  had 
referred. 

Mr.  BANKES  said,  whether  or  not 
Ministers  thought  proper  to  endeavour  to 
proceed  with  the  other  stages  of  the  Bill, 
it  was  a  measure  which  could  not  pass  in 
the  present  Session.  The  Bill  was  one  of 
considerable  importance  as  regarded  the 


ratepayers,  but  it  was  of  much  greater  ib>. 
portance  as  regarded  the  poor,  for  it  in- 
volved the  question  of  the  parochial  care  of 
the  poor.  In  his  opinion  they  would  never 
arrive  at  a  satisfactory  result  till  they  al- 
tered the  size  of  the  unions,  and  he  thought 
the  original  Poor  Law  Commissioners  were 
guilty  of  a  great  mistake  in  making  so 
many  of  the  unions  most  inconveniently 
large.  Doubtless  small  parishes  might  be 
so  combined  as  to  render  one  union  of  not 
greater  size  than  a  large  parish.  On  the 
present  occasion  he  felt  indisposed  to  press 
upon  the  attention  of  hon.  Members  any 
argument  on  the  one  side  or  the  other,  for 
he  thought  not  only  that  the  Bill  ought 
not  to  pass  in  the  present  Session  of  Par- 
liament, but  that  it  ought  not  to  be  discus- 
sed in  so  thin  a  House  as  the  present. 
Considering,  then,  the  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, he  must  ask  them  should  the  Bill 
proceed  further  during  the  present  year  ? 
Something  had  been  said — indeed,  much 
had  been  said  on  the  subject  of  union  rat- 
ing— that  was  a  large  question,  and  might 
lead  to  the  still  larger  question  of  national 
rating;  a  species  of  rating  which  he  did 
not  hope  the  farmers  and  yeomanry  would 
oppose.  Of  course,  if  there  were  to  be 
a  national  rating  there  would  be  an  attempt 
to  subject  funded  property  to  the  e}qpen8e 
of  maintaining  the  poor.  Before  he  sat 
down  he  wished  distinctly  to  say  that  he 
could  not  give  his  consent  to  the  Poor  Re- 
moval Act  being  made  permanent.  Now, 
at  the  end  of  two  years,  there  did  not  ap- 
pear the  same  utility  in  its  provisions  that 
there  might  have  been  in  the  first  few 
months  after  it  passed;  at  the  same  time, 
though  he  did  not  wish  it  to  exist  as  a  per- 
manent measure,  he  did  think  it  might  be 
advantageously  continued  for  another  year, 
when  the  people  in  the  towns  would  have 
had  sufficient  experience  of  it.  He  might 
further  add,  that  the  Bill  appeared  to  him 
to  create  a  very  extraordinary  tribunal, 
which  might  or  might  not  act,  and  to  which 
an  appeal  might  or  might  not  be  brought. 
Against  this  part  of  the  Bill  he  entertained 
very  strong  objections,  and  for  the  various 
reasons  which  he  had  stated,  he  should  act 
with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ox- 
fordshire in  case  the  Bill  should  get  be- 
yond the  next  stage. 
Debate  again  adjourned. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND. 
Mr.  M  on  sell  begged  to  put  a  ques- 
tion to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
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relative  to  the  rumours  which  had  reached 
the  metropolis  that  day.  He  would  only 
ask  what  accounts  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  received  from  Ireland  ? 

Sir  G.  GRET  had  great  satisfaction  in 
stating  that  he  had  every  reason  to  helieve 
that  the  alarming  accounts  which  appeared 
in  the  late  editions  of  the  morning  papers, 
and  which  were  transmitted  hy  electric 
telegraph  from  Liverpool,  of  an  insurrec- 
tion having  actually  hroken  out  in  the 
south  of  Ireland,  were  totally  destitute  of 
foundation. 

Mr.  G.  a.  HAMILTON  said,  that  if 
ih  the  present  state  of  Ireland  any  partial 
outbreak  should  unfortunately  occur,  it 
was  reasonable  to  suppose  that  very  great 
excitement  would  prevail  everywhere;  and, 
under  these  circumstances,  it  would  he  the 
imperative  duty  of  every  loyal  subject  con- 
nected with  Ireland  to  place  himself  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Government  for  the  purpose 
of  rendering  himself  useful  either  in  oppos- 
ing insurrection  or  tranquillising  the  minds 
of  the  community.  He  therefore  asked 
whether  it  was  the  wish  of  the  Government 
that  Irish  Gentlemen,  and  particularly 
Irish  Members  of  Parliament  having  in- 
fluence in  Ireland,  should  leave  this  coun- 
try and  go  to  their  own  respective  dis- 
tricts; and,  if  so,  what  course  the  Govern- 
ment would  then  propose  to  take  with  re- 
spect to  Irish  business  in  that  House  ? 

Sir  G.  grey  replied,  that  several 
Gentlemen  connected  with  Ireland  had 
called  on  him  in  the  course  of  the  day, 
and  expressed  their  willingness,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  accounts  which  had  been  pub- 
lished, to  proceed  immediately  to  Ireland, 
and  render  all  the  service  in  their  power 
for  the  maintenance  of  tranquillity.  Though 
he  believed  that  the  information  transmit- 
ted by  the  telegraph  was  totally  destitute 
of  foundation,  yet  in  the  state  of  the  coun- 
try where  this  insurrection  was  reported  to 
have  broken  out,  ho  thought  that  Irish 
gentlemen  of  property,  influence,  character, 
and  weight,  could  not  do  better  than  pro- 
ceed to  Ireland,  and  in  their  respective 
neghbourhoods  exert  themselves  for  the 
maintenance  of  order.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances ho  was  authorised  by  his  noblo 
Friend  to  say  that  the  Government  would 
not  immediately  proceed  with  Irish  busi- 
ness. 

CORRUPT  PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS 
BILL. 
On  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  going  into 
Committee, 


Colonel  SIBTHORP  said,  he  consider- 
ed this  a  most  partial  measure,  inasmuch 
as  the  city  of  London  and  other  boroughs, 
the  constituencies  of  which  were  amon^i 
the  most  corrupt  in  the  country,  were  ex- 
empted from  its  operation;  afad  he  would 
therefore  oppose  the  Bill  clause  by  clause. 
It  was  not  unusual,  he  believed,  for  hon. 
Gentlemen  holding  high  situations — Under 
Secretaries  of  State,  for  instance — to  pro- 
mise electors  situations  in  the  Customs  at 
Excise  for  their  sons,  and  situations  as  ne- 
cessary women  or  dressers  for  the  female 
members  of  their  families.  If  this  'Bill 
received  the  sanction  of  Parliament  nb  man 
would  be  secure  from  the  charge  of  cor- 
rupt practices,  although  he  niight  be  per- 
fectly innocent.  He  Was  aware  that  h^ 
might  be  charged  with  offering  a  factioua 
opposition  to  the  measure;  but  he  consider- 
ed that  he  was  justified  in  opposing  a  Bill 
of  this  nature  by  every  means  in  his  power. 
He  (Col.  Sibthorp)  begged  to  move  as  an 
Amendment  that  the  Bill  be  commhted  that 
day  three  months. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  thoU^t^ 
that  the  greater  part  of  the  observations' 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  would  be 
more  in  place  in  Committee  on  the  Bill. 
He  trusted,  therefore,  that  they  would  be 
allowed  to  go  into  Committee  on  the  Bill, 
as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  would 
have  other  opportunities,  at  future  stages 
of  the  Measure,  of  persevering  In  his  op- 
position to  it,  should  he  then  think  fit  id 
do  so. 

Mr.  ANSTEY  said,  that  the  objections 
to  the  measure  were  not  objections  of  de- 
tail, but  of  principle  and  substance;  iind 
no  mere  amendments  in  Committee  could 
set  right  a  Bill  which  was  open  to  opposi- 
tion on  such  grounds.  How  could  it  be 
said  that  boroughs — and  such  were  in- 
cluded in  this  BiU— could  be  guilty  of  cor- 
rupt practices,  when  Committees  had  re- 
ported of  the  Members  for  them  that  they 
had  merely  been  guilty  by  their  agents  of 
treating  ?  He  admitted  that  treating 
might  be  carried  on  upon  so  large  and 
costly  a  scale  as,  in  some  cases,  to  amount 
to  bribery;  but  acts  of  that  kind  answered 
for  themselves.  Harmless  acts  of  treating 
were  not  illegal  at  common  law;  but  they 
were  now  considered  wrong,  because  pro- 
hibited by  an  Act  of  Parliament,  why, 
this  was  poisoning  morality  at  its  very 
source.  But  if  harmless  treating  was  to 
be  designated  as  "  corrupt  practices," 
what  designation  was  to  be  given  to  the 
bribery  of  the  Whigs  of  Derby,  and  ot  ilio 
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Kadicals  of  Leicester  ?  But  boroughs  were 
introduced  into  the  schedule  attached  to 
this  Bill,  with  respect  to  which  Committees 
of  that  House  had  reported  that  further  in- 
quiry was  necessary;  others,  with  regard 
to  which  it  was  not  reported  that  such  iii- 
quiry  was  necessary;  and  others,  in  refer- 
ence to  which  Committees  had  reported 
that  further  inquiry  was  not  necessary. 
The  hon.  Member  showed  that  this  was 
the  case,  by  reference  to  some  of  the  bo- 
roughs named  in  the  Bill.  The  Bill,  too, 
was  an  ex  post  facto  law.  What  course 
should  Parliament  take  ?  Was  it  intended 
that  the  decision  of  the  Commissioner  should 
be  upheld  and  acted  upon,  unless  a  strong 
case  was  made  to  the  country?  His  objec- 
tion to  the  Bill  was  not  on  account  of  its 
details,  but  of  its  principle.  The  second 
section  gave  such  plenary  powers  to  the 
Commissioners  that  it  removed  them  en- 
tirely from  the  jurisdiction  of  the  House. 
The  fourth  section  empowered  the  Com- 
missioners to  revise  the  decisions  of  Elec- 
tion Committees.  Those  who  had  borne  the 
inconvenience  and  enormous  expense  of  a 
contest  before  an  Election  Committee,  were 
to  be  afterwards  subjected  to  the  annoy- 
ance of  having  a  decision  in  their  favour  re- 
versed. The  third  section  empowered  the 
Commissioners  to  inquire  not  only  into  the 
mal-practices  of  electors,  but  whether  such 
practices  were  in  conformity  with  the  cus- 
toms of  the  place.  The  Commissioners 
had  first  to  inquire  what  was  custom;  and 
this  would  involve  them  in  such  anti- 
quarian researches  as,  at  five  guineas  a 
day,  would  be  the  source  of  no  small  profit 
to  the  learned  Gentlemen  engaged  in  the 
inquiry.  This  mischievous  Bill  would 
prove  a  fertile  source  of  expense  to  the 
country,  and  also  cause  a  delay  of  justice. 
A  sufficient  number  of  learned  and  compe- 
tent men  could  not  be  found  to  act  as 
Commissioners.  The  deficiency  would  have 
to  be  supplied  by  the  appointment  of  parties 
who  were  unsuccessful  in  their  profession; 
and  these  men  would  have  to  decide  oh  the 
character  of  Members  of  that  hon.  House. 
A  few  unknown  barristers,  in  whose  selec- 
tion the  House  had  no  voice,  would  be  in- 
vested with  the  power  of  inflicting  the 
severest  pains  and  penalties  on  their  fel- 
low subjects.  While  the  Speaker  was  to 
authorise  parties  to  prosecute  an  inquiry 
into  an  election,  no  provision  was  made  for 
hearing  the  parlies  interested.  This  was 
very  disgraceful  indeed.  It  was  disgrace- 
ful for  those  who  always  had  the  name  of 
liberty  on  their  lips,  and  who,  when  they 


sought  to  oppress  the  weak,  did  it  in  thd 
name  of  human  progress — it  was  disgrace^ 
ful  for  them  to  cause  such  interruption. 
The  eleventh  clause  gave  absolute  power 
to  the  Commissioners  to  summon  wit- 
nesses, and  examine  them  without  any  of 
those  restrictions  which  the  constitution 
had  interposed  to  prevent  breaches  of  faith 
and  personal  honour.  The  spiritual  rela- 
tion of  clergyman  and  penitent,  and  also 
that  of  lawyer  and  client,  were  to  afford 
no  protection  to  the  witness.  He  was 
bound  to  answer  every  question,  or  be  sub- 
jected to  such  penalties  as  were  inflicted 
by  the  superior  courts  of  Westminster  Hall 
on  persons  refusing  to  give  evidence.  The 
second  clause  gave  an  indemnity  against 
future  prosecution  for  bribery,  perjury, 
<kc.,  to  all  who  might  come  forward  and 
give  evidence  under  this  Bill.  [An  Hon. 
Member  :  Divide,  divide !  ]  No,  the  House 
shall  not  divide  ;  and  I  speak  in  the  spi- 
rit of  prophecy  when  I  say  so.  This  Bill 
offered  a  direct  premium  to  guilty  men  to 
come  forward  and  give  evidence,  not  ot  the 
truth,  but  of  such  facts  as  they  might 
think  fit  to  adduce;  and  then  it  was  enact- 
ed that,  after  they  had  once  satisfied  that 
condition  of  giving  evidence,  right  or 
wrong,  true  or  false,  it  mattered  not  to 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Then,  forsooth,  they  were  to  be 
exempted  from  all  liability  to  prosecution 
— ^not  only  for  acts  to  which  their  evidence 
related,  but  for  all  practices  whatsoever, 
however  guilty  in  character,  or  however 
openly  proved  against  them  in  the  existing 
courts  of  criminal  jurisdiction,  which  might 
in  any  manner  relate  to  the  previous  elec- 
tion. So  that  if,  for  instance,  in  the  case 
of  Horsham,  the  guilty  party  came  forward 
and  said,  **  I  am  the  party  that  bribed — I 
bought  and  sold  the  electors,"  it  would 
then  be  impossible  to  prosecute  him.  No 
notice  was  to  be  taken  of  the  truth  ot 
falsehood  of  the  evidence.  He  (Mr.  Anstey) 
was  justified,  therefore,  in  describing  this 
measure  to  be  but  a  servile  copy  of  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Flint 
boroughs.  Clause  seventeen  referred  to 
the  expenses  of  the  inquiries;  it  provided 
that  every  Commissioner  under  this  Act 
should  be  paid  at  the  rate  of  5?.  5^.  every 
day  that  he  should  be  actually  employed 
in  conducting  any  inquiries  under  the  Act, 
over  and  above  his  travelling  and  other 
expenses.  The  Commissioners  would  have 
to  lay  before  the  Treasury  a  statement  of 
the  number  of  days  that  they  had  been 
employed,  together  with  an  account  of 
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their  travelliDg  and  other  expenses;  and 
then  the  Treasury  was  to  make  an  order 
for  the  payment  of  the  same.  Now,  there 
was  no  provision  in  the  Bill  that  the  **  tra- 
velling and  other  expenses  "  should  he  pro- 
perly and  necessarily  incurred — no  limit 
was  assigned  to  what  might  be  a  wasteful 
and  profligate  expenditure;  not  that  he  at- 
tached very  much  importance  to  any  such 
limitation.  The  eighteenth  clause  pre- 
vented the  appointment  of  any  counsel  for 
the  defence.  The  inquiry  might  he,  and 
probably  would  be,  exparte.  If  it  were  to 
he  so,  then  tbere  would  be  a  consistent 
tenor  of  injustice,  whereat  hon.  Members 
who  valued  uniformity  over  and  above 
every  thing  else,  would  no  doubt  rejoice. 
This  Act  would,  notwithstanding  any  de- 
claration in  itself  to  the  contrary,  be  a  pri- 
vate and  not  a  public  Act;  and  the  result 
would  be  a  series  of  actions  at  law,  and 
conflicts  of  the  Judges  with  that  House, 
such  as  they  had  witnessed  when,  amid 
the  cheers  of  Members  occupying  seats 
on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House,  it 
was  proposed  to  summon  to  their  bar,  and 
commit  to  the  Tower,  the  venerable  Judges 
of  the  land  for  having  duly  administered 
justice.  He  concluded  by  saying  that  he 
would  go  with  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
(Colonel  Sibthorp)  into  the  lobby  against 
the  further  progress  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  HUDSON,  having  taken  part  with 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  in  opposing 
this  Bill  when  it  was  last  before  the  House, 
begged  to  say  that,  on  the  present  occa- 
sion, he  would  altogether  abstain  from 
voting  upon  it.  As  he  found  that,  in  of- 
fering his  opposition  to  this  Bill  in  its  pre- 
sent state,  he  differed  from  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  with  whom  he  was  in  the  habit 
of  acting,  he  felt  that  he  had  no  right  any 
longer  to  obstruct  its  progress.  But  his 
objections  to  the  principles  of  this  Bill 
were  as  strong  as  ever.  He  was  perfectly 
satisfied  that  this  Bill  would  confer  no 
benefit  upon,  whilst  it  would  introduce 
into,  all  the  boroughs  to  which  it  related 
scenes  of  unpleasantness  and  heartburn- 
ings. It  was  impossible  for  it  to  produce 
any  good  effect.  He  thought  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  would  have  acted 
wisely  had  he  listened  to  the  few  observa- 
tions which  fell  from  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  M-ember  for  Lincoln,  who  sug- 
gested that,  rather  than  look  for  any  prac- 
tical and  beneficial  results  under  this  Bill, 
he  should  apply  his  legal  mind  and  judg- 
ment to  the  amendment  of  the  law,  which 
had  been  found   inefficient  in  its  opera- 


tion, and  endangered  the  seat  of  Cfvery 
Member  in  that  House.  If  he  had  set 
about  some  such  definite  measure  as  that, 
he  was  satisfied  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  have  accomplished  the 
object  which  he  had  in  view,  viz.,  the  pre- 
vention of  practices  which  no  one  in  that 
House  could  justify.  A  long  inquiry  had 
taken  place  before  a  Committee  of  that 
House  with  regard  to  his  (Mr.  Hudson's) 
own  election  for  the  city  of  York.  And 
what  was  the  result  ?  The  production  of  a 
large  blue  book.  With  regard  to  the  evi- 
dence given  therein,  no  proceedings  were 
afterwards  taken.  The  effect  of  that  in- 
quiry was  to  spread  dissension  throughout 
the  city  of  York.  Men  were  fetched  from 
York,  who  reported  private  conversations 
held  with  him — a  practice  which  the  Solici- 
tor General  himself  would  be  the  first  to 
reprobate.  And  he  (Mr.  Hudson)  saw  no 
protection  against  similar  mal-practices  be- 
ing suffered  to  take  place  with  regard  to 
the  boroughs  named  in  this  Bill.  Private 
conversations  at  the  dinner  table,  and  else- 
where, were  reported  to  the  Committee  on 
the  York  election;  his  banking  book — ^no- 
thing was  too  sacred  to  be  exposed  to  the 
world  through  the  medium  of  the  Election 
Committee.  If  they  wished  to  put  an  end 
to  corrupt  practices  at  elections,  let  them 
bring  forward  some  measure  embodying  a 
definite  and  general  principle.  Why  should 
they  seek  to  visit  a  few  boroughs  with  pun- 
ishment, and  allow  corruption  and  bribery 
to  have  full  play  throughout  the  rest  of  the 
kingdom  ?  He  could  not  see  with  what  fair- 
ness, or  semblance  of  fairness,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  push  on  this  BilL  In 
London  it  was  alleged  that  corrupt  practices 
took  place  at  the  last  election;  and  surely 
London,  too,  ought  to  form  one  of  the 
names  in  the  schedule  of  the  Bill.  It  was 
the  poor  and  miserable — "  the  runners," 
as  they  were  called — men  who  followed  the 
candidate  about,  and  were  obliged  to  cheer 
whether  the  Members  made  a  good  speech 
or  a  bad  one — that  would  feel  the  penalties 
of  the  Bill  most.  If  they  did  not  allow  re- 
freshments to  the  poor  voters,  the  practical 
effect  of  the  Bill  would  be  to  disfranchise 
all  but  the  wealthy  voters,  for  the  poor 
man  would  not  walk  a  long  distance  merely 
to  give  his  vote,  unable,  as  he  often  had 
been,  to  provide  refreshments  for  himself. 
The  Bill  did  not  grapple  with  the  influence, 
the  unjust  influence,  of  the  opulent,  and  the 
noble,  and  the  powerful.  Their  legislation 
was  entirely  directed  against  the  poor  man. 
It  was  well  known  that  the  hon.  Member 
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for  the  West  Riding  and  his  friends  had 
resorted  to  the  ^stem  of  creating  faggot 
votes,  by  first  buying  a  piece  of  land,  and 
then  dividing  it;  and  by  this  means  they 
had  carried  several  elections.  This  fact 
showed  that  it  was  not  by  giving  refresh- 
ments only  that  many  elections  had  been 
overborne.  It  was  a  system  which  influ- 
enced the  votes,  not  in  a  legitimate,  proper, 
and  constitutional  manner.  Again,  he  could 
name  boroughs  in  his  own  neighbourhood, 
the  representation  of  which  was  really  vest- 
ed in  a  noble  Lord,  Was  not  this  a  greater 
violence  to  the  constitution  than  the  receipt 
by  a  poor  man  of  his  refreshments  ?  The 
object,  however,  was  to  disfranchise  the 
poor  freemen,  by  whom  the  Reform  Bill 
had  in  reality  been  carried,  through  the 
means  of  a  specious  inquiry.  And  what 
would  be  the  practical  result  ?  The  Soli- 
citor General  had  not  ventured  to  answer 
this  question;  but  he  ought  to  do  so,  and 
not  quite  depend  upon  his  majorities.  What 
would  the  hon.  Gentleman  do  with  Horsham 
and  Derby  ?  What  would  be  the  practical 
effect  of  it  in  these  boroughs  ?  It  would 
have  been  fairer  to  the  House  if  the  Soli- 
citor General  had  told  them  what  would  be 
the  real  result  of  the  proposed  inquiry? 
People  could  not  be  made  pure  by  Act  of 
Parliament.  He  would  conclude  by  again 
saying,  that  he  objected  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill,  although,  after  the  majorities 
which  had  already  maintained  it,  he  would 
not  now  vote  upon  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend. 

Mr.  URQUHART  called  upon  the  At- 
torney General  to  answer  two  questions. 
The  first  was,  whether  it  was  in  the  power 
of  the  House  of  Commons  to  delegate  its 
authority  to  a  second  body;  and  whether  a 
Committee  of  this  House  to  which  such 
power  would  be  delegated,  could  again  de- 
legate that  power  to  a  third  body,  a  Com- 
mission ?  The  second  question  he  had  to 
ask  was,  whether,  this  Bill  was  a  private  or 
a  public  Bill;  and  whether  or  no  it  would 
not  be  treated  as  a  private  Bill  in  courts  of 
law;  and  further,  if  the  decisions  of  the 
courts  of  law  might  not  by  this  Bill  be 
brought  into  collision  with  those  of  this 
House  ?  He  regarded  the  measure  as  par- 
tial, insidious,  and  hypocritical,  and  it  was 
his  determination  to  support  the  Amend- 
ment. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  question  : — Ayes  96  ;  Noes  2  : 
Majority  94. 

will  be  sufficient  to  insert  the  Noes.] 
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Hodgson,  W.  N. 


Urquhart,  D. 

TXLLXRS. 

Sibthorp,  Col.  Anstey,  T.  C. 

House  in  Committee. 

On  Clause  2, 

Mr.  HENLEY  moved  as  an  Amend- 
ment the  omission  of  the  words  **  em- 
powering a  Committee  to  examine  sitting 
Members,  Candidates,  and  their  Agents." 
It  was  not  fair,  under  such  circumstances, 
to  subject  Gentlemen  to  severe  cross-ex- 
amination. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  question: — Ayes  110; 
Noes  22  :  Majority  88. 

[We  give  only  the  Noes.] 

List  of  the  Noes. 


Anstey,  T.  0. 
Bankes,  G. 
Beresford,  W. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F. 
Carew,  W.  H.  P. 
Christy,  S. 
Colebrooko,  Sir  T.  E. 
Dodd,  G. 
Farnham,  E.  B. 
Floyer,  J. 
Godson,  R. 
Gwyn,  H. 
Hall,  Col. 


Henley,  J.  W. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
MuUings,  J.  R. 
O'Brien,  Sir  L. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Sandars,  G: 
Urquhart,  D. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
WiUoughby,  Sir  U, 

TELLKRS. 

Sibthorp,  Col. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 


tu 


Mr.  ANSTEY  said,  that  as  it  was  then 
twelve  o'clock,  and  as  there  were  fifteen 
other  Orders  of  the  Day  to  be  gone 
through,  he  begged  to  move  that  the 
Chairman  do  now  report  progress. 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  2; 
Noes,  117:  Majority  115. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 
Anstey,  T.  C.  Gwyn,  II, 

TELLERS. 

Sibthorp,  Col.  Urquhart,  D. 

After  some  further  conversation.  House 
resumed.     Committee  to  sit  again. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Two 
o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Fridai/,  July  28,  1848. 

M1NUTB8.J  Public  Bills.— 2o  Administration  of  Crim- 
inal Justice  i  Declaratory  Suits. 

IZ^portoi.— Highland  Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland) ;   Wol- 
verhampton Curacy. 
3* and  passed:— Provident  Associations  Fraud  Prevention; 
Ecclesiastical  Patronage  Suits   Compromise   (Ireland); 
Prisons. 

Pktitions  PRBsewTBD.  From  the  InhabitanU  of  Bath 
and  Exeter,  also  from  Places  in  Ireland,  against  the 
Present  System  of  National  Education. — From  the  Parifh 
of  St.  Marylebone,  for  the  Passing  of  some  Measure  to 
facilitate  Emigration. — From  the  Edinburgh  and  Glas- 
gow Union  Canal  Company,  against  the  Edinbuigh  Poliet 
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(Amendment  and  Comolidation  of  AcU  and  Police  and 
Sanitary  Improvement)  BiU.— From  the  Township  of 
Petertxnrough,  in  finrour  of  the  Public  Health  BilU— From 
lereral  Congregations  of  the  Wesleyan  Methodists  at 
Betley.  Namptarich,  and  several  other  Places,  against  the 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sundays. — From  the  In- 
habitants of  Bel&st,  praying  for  the  Extension  of  the 
Public  Health  BUI  to  Ireland.— From  the  Grand  Jury 
of  Limerick,  for  some  Enactment  for  the  Completion 
of  Roads,  Ireland. 

DECLARATORY  SUITS  BILL. 

Lord  BEOUQHAM,  on  moving  the  Se- 
cond  Reading  of  this  Bill,  said  that  he 
would  briefly  state  the  objects  of  it.  As 
the  law  of  England  stood  at  present,  if  a 
doubt  existed  as  to  the  goodness  of  a 
man's  title  to  his  estate,  he  was  obliged  to 
wait  until  such  time  as  the  doubt  should 
be  raised,  and  an  action  brought  against 
him  to  test  its  validity.  Such  a  claim 
might  not  be  made  during  his  lifetime, 
and  he  would  be  unable  to  clear  his  title 
without.  In  like  manner  questions  as  to 
the  legitimacy  or  illegitimacy  of  persons 
might  be  raised,  and  yet  no  opportunity  be 
given  of  proving  legitimacy  by  the  regular 
course  of  law.  So  also  with  respect  to 
marriages;  it  might  be  necessary  frequent- 
ly to  have  a  marriage  declared  to  be  valid; 
but  under  the  existing  law  it  could  not  be 
done.  The  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  cure 
those  defects  of  the  law  by  importing  into 
England,  as  an  improvement,  the  Scotch 
Declaratory  Act.  In  Scotland  a  party,  by 
proceeding  in  what  was  called  a  declaratory 
action,  could  obtain  the  opinions  of  the 
Court  of  Session  on  any  question  he  found 
it  necessary  to  raise — on  a  question  affect- 
ing, for  example,  his  title,  his  marriage, 
or  his  legitimacy,  or  even  on  such  a  matter 
as  the  right  of  fishing,  or  the  right  of  way. 
On  all  such  points  the  decision  of  the  court 
could  be  obtained  by  bringing  the  action 
he  had  referred  to;  and  it  was  this,  as  an 
improvement  of  ^ho  law,  ho  wished  to  im- 
port into  England.  Many  of  his  prede- 
cessors, as  well  as  the  present  occupant 
of  the  woolsack,  had  declared  themselves 
in  favour  of  the  adoption  of  such  a  mea- 
sure; and  the  difficulties  to  be  overcome  in 
effecting  this  object  were  chiefly  of  a  tech- 
nical nature.  lie  should  have  to  make  a 
number  of  alterations  in  Committee  on  the 
Bill;  and  he  believed  that  these  would  be 
material  improvements,  and  he  would  do 
this  before  thoy  proceeded  to  discuss  the 
details  of  the  Bill.  lie  trusted,  as  the 
measure  was  a  short  one,  that  they  would 
be  able  to  get  through  it  this  Session;  but 
if  there  were  any  serious  objections  to  this 
he  would  postpone  it  until  next  Session. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  entirely 


concurred  wiih  his  noble  and  leTned 
Friend  as  to  the  great  advantages  wlueh 
were  likely  to  arise  from  a  meaaore  of 
this  kind  if  carried  into  effect;  at  the 
same  time,  however,  he  could  not  diegvue 
from  himself  that  there  would  be  great  dif- 
ficulties in  its  details.  He  would  reoom- 
mend  hb  noble  and  learned  Friend  to 
introduce  his  amendments  in  Committee^ 
and  then  postpone  the  Bill. 

Bill  read  2*. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  July  28,  1848. 

MixuTKB.]  Nbw  Writ.  For  ThetliDrd.  v.  tfae  Bob. 
William  Bingfaam  Baring,  now  liOid  Aahbuiloii. 

PcBUC  BiLLSw— lo  Attorneys  and  Solicitors  (ImNbUi 
Marriage    (Scotland);     Dublin    Police;    AanarioMMe 
Manon  Comminionen  (Ducfaiec  of  ComwaU  aad  Ln- 
caster). 
2o  Paymasten  Officers  Comolidarina ;  Poor  LamVmm 
-Charges  (No.  2). 
Reported,— Rumf  da.  Duties;  British  Spirits  Wanhow- 
ing;    Reproductive   Loan  Fond  Institution  (IrelaBd)  { 
Juvenile  OiEenders  (Irelaad) ;  Land  Tax  i 
Names. 
S**   and    passed: — Salmon   Breed   Preserratioii ; 
Works  (Ireland)  (No.  S). 

PETITIONS  Prxsbmtbo.  By  Mr.  Cobden,  ftom  Lodnood, 
Yorkshire,  for  a  Better  Observance  of  tfae  Locd'ii  Day.— 
By  Mr.  William  Lockhart,  flrom  the  Parochial  Board  of 
Govan,  Lanarkshire,  against  the   Marriage  (Seodand) 

Bill By  Sir  H.  F.  Davie,  ttaia  the  Magistntes  ami 

Council  of  Dunbar,  for  Inquiry  into  the  Working  of  the 
Excise  Laws.— By  Mr.  Thomely,  from  the  PropiieCais 
and  Farmers  of  Fifeshire,  against  a  ReducCicm  of  the 
Differential  Duty  on  Rum.— By  Mr.  Alexander  Haiti^ 
from  the  Wine  and  Spirit  Merchants  of  Glasgow,  fiv  an 
Alteration  of  the  British  Spirits^Warehousing  BUl^-By 
Mr.  Stafford,  from  several  Inhabitants  of  Northamptan, 
for  Encouragement  to  Sdiools  in  Connexion  with  the 
Church  Education  Society  (Ireland).— By  Mr.  Miliier 
Gibson,  iVom  Manchester,  in  favour  of  a  Seeular  Ednea- 
tion — By  Mr.  Scott,  from  Guardians  of  the  Bamet  Union, 
in  favour  of  Free  Emigration. — By  Colonel  Dunn^  (kom 
the  County  of  Meath,  for  an  AlteraUon  of  the  Poor  Law 
(Ireland). 

POOR  LAW  BILLS. 
Mr.  C.  BULLER  thought  he  should 
behave  ill  to  the  House  if  he  did  not  an- 
uounce  as  speedily  as  possible  his  inten- 
tions respecting  the  Bills  which  he  had  an-* 
nouncd.  One  of  these  Bills — ^the  Poor 
Law  Officers'  Superannuation  Allowances 
Bill — ^had  not  been  discussed  in  that  House; 
but  he  understood  that  strong  objections  to 
that  Bill  had  been  entertained  in  the  House, 
and  that  those  objections  also  extended 
very  much  to  the  country.  He  would 
therefore  move  that  the  Order  of  the  Day 
for  that  Bill  be  discharged.  With  regard 
to  the  Poor  Law  Union  Charges  Bill,  he 
had  received  letters  from  the  country,  which 
led  him  to  believe  that  he  should  obtain  the 
general  assent  of  all  parties  to  the  passing 
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of  t)ii8  Bill.  But  the  opponents  of  this 
Bill  were  able  to  wield  one  power  which 
was  irresistible  at  the  present  period  of 
the  Session — the  power  of  time.  He  could 
not,  however,  drop  this  Bill  altogether,  as 
he  proposed  to  do  the  others,  because  there 
was  one  provision  which  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  he  should  pass  thi^  Session, 
namely,  the  renewal  of  Mr.  Bodkin's  Act 
of  last  Session.  There  was  also  another 
provision  of  the  Bill  which  he  hoped  to 
pass;  all  partiess  appeared  to  be  of  opin- 
ion that  the  charge  for  vagrancy  should 
be  made  a  charge  on  the  unions;  and  un- 
less the  House  passed  this  clause,  It  would 
be  quite  hopeless  for  him  to  attempt 
to  struggle  against  the  present  great 
evil  of  vagrancy.  It  would  therefore  be 
his  duty  to  press  this  clause,  and  also  the 
renewal  of  Mr.  Bodkin's  Act.  If  the 
House  would  permit  the  Bill  to  be  read  a 
second  ^me  that  evening,  and  allow  it  to 
go  into  Committee  j9ro/oa*m^,  he  would  cut 
out  all  the  provisions  except  those  to  which 
he  had  referred.  He  would  move  that  the 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  second  reading  of 
the  Poor  Law  OflScers'  Superannuation 
Allowances  Bill  should  be  discharged. 
Order  read  and  discharged. 

THE  ELECTRIC  TELEGRAPH— FALSE 

NEWS. 
Mr.  MACKINNON  wished  to  know 
whether  it  were  within  the  power  and  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  prevent  the 
spreading  of  false  news  and  intelligence  by 
the  electric  telegraph  ? 

Sir  G.  grey  feared  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  prevent  the  perpetration  of  such 
fraud^  whether  by  means  of  the  electric 
tele^aph  or  otherwise.  By  the  Act  of 
Parliament  under  which  the  Electric  Tele- 
graph Company  was  constituted,  the  Go- 
vernment was  invested  with  power,  by  a 
warrant  under  the  hands  of  the  Secretary 
of  State,  to  t£^ke  possession  of  the  whole 
machinery  and  apparatus  of  the  telegraph, 
with  a  view  of  preventing  any  intelligence 
being  forwarded  without  the  sanction  of 
the  Government.  That  process,  however, 
involved  very  considerable  expense,  as  the 
Government  were  boimd  to  remunerate  the 
company;  and  such  a  power  was  only  to 
be  used  under  extraordinary  circumstances 
justifying  suspicion. 

REMEDIAL  MEASURES  FOR  IRELAND. 

On  the  question  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  Supply, 
Mu.  SHARMAN  CRAWFORD  rose 


for  the  purpose  of  bringing  under  the  notice 
of  the  House  a  subject  of  the  deepest  in- 
terest— interesting  to  men  of  all  parties,- 
most  especially  interesting  to  landlords, 
and,  above  all  others,  to  Irish  landlords. 
He  should  begin  by  reading  the  Motion 
with  which  he  intended  to  conclude.  It 
was  in  these  words :— > 

"  That  the  present  distracted  state  of  Ireland 
demands  the  instant  attention  of  Parliament, 
with  a  vie^  to  the  speedy  enactment  of  such  mea- 
sures as  may  be  necessary  to  improve  the  condi- 
tion, redress  the  grievances,  and  establish  the 
just  rights  of  the  Irish  people,  and  thereby  pro- 
mote the  good  order  and  prosperity  of  that  pqr- 
tion  of  the  ynited  Kingdom,  and  give  increase^ 
security  to  Her  Majesty's  Crown  and  Govern- 
ment." 

He  did  hope,  then,  that  the  House  would 
give  the  attention  necessary,  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion*  for  a  fair  and  full  discussion, 
Hon.  Members  could  scarcely  have  forgot- 
ten that  in  the  year  1844  the  poble  Lord 
now  at  the  head  of  the  Government  brought 
forward  a  Motion  for  a  Committee  to  con- 
sider the  state  of  Ireland,  upon  which  oc- 
casion the  noble  Lord  expressed  many  sen- 
tments  in  unison  with  those  which  he  (Mr. 
S.  Crawford)  himself  held.  In  1844  that 
Motion  had  been  carried;  and  he  would 
ask  the  House  what  had  been  the  state  of 
Ireland  from  that  time  to  the  present;  and 
he  would  appeal  to  them,  what  was  now  to 
be  done  with  Ireland  ?  If  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  he  knew  not  what  could  be  done 
with  that  country,  he  would  reply  it  was 
not  for  want  of  sufficient  information  being 
laid  before  the  House,  on  the  subject  of 
Irish  wants  and  Irish  distress;  for,  over 
and  over  again,  they  had  had  statements 
respecting  the  wrongs  and  miseries  of  that 
unhappy  land.  He  charged  England  with 
having  most  deeply  wronged  Ireland.  He 
never  entertained  a  doubt  that  England 
could  redress  the  wrongs  of  Ireland;  and 
he  complained  that  up  to  the  present  time 
England  had  taken  no  effectual  means  to 
redress  any  of  her  grievances.  He  would 
remind  the  House  that  in  the  year  1844 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  had  told  them  that 
Ireland  was  in  a  most  deplorable  state; 
he  drew  a  picture  of  the  condition  of  that 
country  which  in  all  respects  was  most  ap- 
palling. Now,  he  would  ask  why  was  Ire? 
land  in  that  condition  —  why  was  Ire- 
land in  such  a  state  that  it  might  be  said 
of  her  she  was  held  by  British  troops  but 
not  ruled  by  British  authority  ?  Ireland 
was  occupied  by  a  military  force;  but  not 
governed  by  the  Lieutenant  of  the  Queen. 
From    the  report  of  the  Landlord  and 
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Tenant  Commission,  it  was  evident  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  hadly  fed,  badly 
clothed,  badly  housed,  dependent  upon  pre- 
carious employment,  and  uncertain  sup- 
plies of  food.  Upon  the  authority  of  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  he  might  state 
that  a  great  proportion  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  without  the  common  necessa- 
ries of  life;  they  had  no  food  but  potatoes, 
they  had  scarcely  one  meal  a  day;  and 
sucn  was  the  deplorable  state  of  the  poor 
in  Ireland,  such  the  wide  spread  of  pau- 
perism, that  the  last  rate  made  for  the  re- 
lief of  the  poor  amounted  to  4,500,000?. 
The  long-continued  pressure  of  those  rates 
was  pulling  down  the  middle  class  to  the 
same  level  as  that  which  was  occupied  by 
the  paupers  themselves — without  shelter, 
without  food,  starving  and  dying;  and  yet 
all  this  time  vast  tracts  of  waste  lands 
were  left  uncultivated,  and  com  was  cheap. 
Why  was  that  ?  It  was  because  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland  had  been  misgoverned — ^it 
was  because  they  had  been  oppressed  by 
partial  and  unjust  laws — it  was  because 
they  had  been  overborne  by  the  power  of 
a  British  Parliament.  They  had  been 
treated  as  a  race  of  slaves,  and  the  Legis- 
lature had  made  the  landlords  the  masters 
of  those  slaves.  Many  of  the  evils  under 
which  Ireland  laboured  were  to  be  imputed 
to  the  jealousy  of  England,  both  before 
and  after  the  Union.  He  would  not  enter 
into  that  history  of  700  years  of  English 
oppression  in  Ireland,  which  the  late  Mr. 
0*Connell  had  often  most  forcibly  brought 
under  their  notice.  He  would  not  go  into 
that  long  catalogue  of  miseries,  but  con- 
fine himself  to  a  few  facts.  Cruel  and 
unjust  penal  laws  bore  down  the  oppressed 
Catholic  from  the  reign  of  Queen  Anne  till 
the  close  of  the  reign  of  George  IV.,  and 
.  a  system  of  Protestant  ascendancy  was 
established  which  worked  ill  even  for  the 
Protestants  themselves.  About  the  year 
1727  Dean  Swift  made  some  efforts  to  es- 
tablish a  spirit  of  freedom  in  Ireland;  but 
the  spirit  of  free  trade  had  not  then  been 
called  forth.  At  the  time  to  which  he  was 
referring,  the  people  of  Ireland  could  not 
trade  with  the  colonies  of  Great  Britain, 
except  under  very  severe  restrictions,  in 
fact,  amounting  to  prohibition.  Again  and 
again  Ireland  demanded  the  riglits  of  free 
trade;  again  her  claims  were  rejected  by 
the  Parliament  of  England;  and  that  re- 
sistance to  her  just  demands  proceeded 
principally  from  the  representations  made 
to  the  Legislature  by  the  commercial  clas- 
ses in  Bristol  and  Manchester,  and  other 


great  towns  in  England.  In  1778,  owing 
to  the  disastrous  termination  of  the  Ame- 
rican war,  and  the  influence  of  other 
causes,  this  country  was  in  a  deeply  de- 
pressed condition;  then  the  Irish  Volim- 
teers  were  called  into  existence;  bnt  that 
body  did  not  dissolve  themselves  tQl,  wi^ 
arms  in  their  hands,  they  demanded  and 
obtained  free  trade  for  Ireland.  He  men- 
tioned that  to  show  that  what  ought  to 
have  been  given  from  a  sense  of  juatice, 
was  yielded  to  the  stem  demands  of  armed 
men.  In  1789  Air.  Grattan  gave  to  the 
world  a,  frightful  picture  of  the  enormons 
corruptions  which  prevailed  in  Ireland, 
and  in  which  there  was  no  abatement  till 
1,800,  the  period  of  the  Union.  From 
that  time  to  the  present  the  history  of 
Irish  legislation  must  be  fresh  in  the  reed- 
lection  of  the  House;  neither  could  hon. 
Members  forget  that  in  1844  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  had  developed  his  views  of 
what  ought  to  be  the  government  of  Ire- 
land, Those  were  certainly  the  principles 
on  which  the  Union  was  professed  to  be 
founded;  and  the  noble  Lord  inquired  whe- 
ther they  had  been  carried  out;  and  he 
now  asked  the  same  question.  The  Ro- 
man Catholics  were  promised  that  if  the 
Union  were  once  established  they  should 
be  emancipated  and  placed  on  an  equality 
with  the  Protestants.  But  after  the  Union 
this  act  of  justice  was  refused  over  and 
over  again;  and  when  discontent  arose  in 
consequence,  coercive  laws  were  passed. 
The  promise  made  to  the  Roman  Catholics 
was  not  realised  until  a  period  of  twenty- 
nine  years  afterwards;  and  it  was  then 
granted,  as  the  noble  Duke  who  carried  Ca- 
tholic emancipation  said,  to  avoid  the  evils 
of  civil  war.  It  consequently  did  not  pro- 
duce that  satisfaction  which  it  would  have 
done,  had  it  been  granted  earlier.  The 
repeal  of  the  penal  laws  was  accom- 
panied by  another  Act,  which  took  away 
from  the  former  a  great  part  of  its 
advantage  —  the  disfranchisement  of  the 
4O5.  freeholders.  Another  grievance  which 
that  House  had  pledged  itself  to  re- 
dress was  connected  with  the  tithe 
question.  In  1835  a  Tithe  Bill  was 
introduced  under  the  Government  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Tam worth;  and  in 
the  same  year  the  noble  Lord  now  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  moved  and  carried 
resolutions  to  the  effect  that  no  measure 
upon  the  subject  of  tithes  in  Ireland  could 
lead  to  a  satisfactory  and  final  adjustment 
of  the  question  that  did  not  embody  the 
pnnciple  that  any  surplus  revenue  of  the 
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Church  EstlMUment  in  Ireland,  not  re- 
quired for  the  spiritual  care  of  its  mem- 
bers, ahould  be  applied  to  the  moral  and 
religious  education  of  all  classes  of  the 
people,  without  distinction  of  any  religious 
persuasion.  Since  that  peiiod  several  suc- 
cessive Bills  were  introduced  on  the  sub- 
ject; but  none  was  carried  till  1838,  when 
a  Bill,  brought  in  by  the  noble  Lord  now 
at  the  head  of  the  Woods  and  Forests, 
was  passed,  which  wholly  threw  aside  the 
principle  of  appropriation,  and  was  similar 
to  the  Bill  introduced  by  the  Government 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Tamworth.  Thus  the  pledges  so  often 
given  by  that  House  were  violated.  If  he 
were  told  that  the  tithes  were  paid  by  the 
landlords,  and  not  by  the  people,  he  must 
deny  such  an  assertion,  for  tithes  were  as 
much  paid  by  the  people  now  as  before. 
The  tithes  amounted  to  378,000^.  a  year, 
and  the  revenues  of  the  church  lands  to 
201,0002.  a  year,  making  a  total  of  up- 
wards of  half  a  million  a  year,  which  still 
continued  to  be  drained  from  the  resources 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  and  applied  to  the 
use  of  one  Church,  the  members  of  which 
did  not  exceed  one-twelfth  of  the  whole 
population.  The  Presbyterian  ministers 
were  also  paid  large  stipends  out  of  the 
revenues  of  the  State;  but  the  clergymen 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  were  paid 
by  the  people,  who  were  thus  obliged  to 
pay,  one  way  or  another,  the  ministers  of 
two  Churches,  and  the  ministers  of  their 
own  besides.  Whilst  such  enormous  abuses 
existed,  could  there  be  anything  but  discon- 
tent? Could  these  things  be  considered 
otherwise  than  as  a  badge  of  slavery  by 
any  people  having  proper  notions  of  lib- 
erty? The  next  question  in  respect  to 
which  breaches  of  faith  had  been  com- 
mitted by  the  Parliament,  was  connected 
with  the  franchise  and  registration  for  Ire- 
land. Various  Bills  had  been  brought  in 
on  this  subject  since  1835;  and  in  the 
present  year  a  Bill  had  been  introduced  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
for  Ireland ;  but  that  had  been  aban- 
doned. The  franchise  in  Ireland  had  been 
nearly  annihilated — it  was  so  small  that  it 
hardly  deserved  the  name;  and  yet  the 
country  had  been  trifled  with  on  this  sub- 
ject since  1835.  Bills  had  been  brought 
in  acknowledging  the  grievance,  and  as 
yet  the  remedy  was  not  applied.  Was  it 
any  wonder,  then,  that  discontent  should 
exist  in  Ireland  ?  Then,  with  regard 
to  the  relief  of  the  poor,  what  sort  of 
law  was  passed?     The  first  enactment 
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limited  the  relief,  so  that  it  could  only  be 
given  inside  the  workhouses,  where  the 
poor  could  not  be  adequately  provided  for. 
Then  the  unions  were  so  arranged  in  re- 
spect to  size  that  they  could  not  be  made 
practically  useful.  The  Commissioners  of 
Inquiry  had  declared  that  if  a  poor-law 
were  adopted  it  would  be  necessary  at  the 
same  time  to  enact  other  measures  for  the 
employment  of  the  poor;  but  their  recom- 
mendations were  disregarded.  The  next 
subject  to  which  he  would  refer  was  the 
question  of  landlord  and  tenant.  That 
question  had  been  under  discussion  since 
1835.  A  Commission  in  1843,  established 
under  the  authority  of  the  Government  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tamworth, 
made  reports  which  showed  the  necessity 
of  a  measure  on  the  subject,  and  in  184d 
a  Bill  in  reference  to  it  was  brought  in  by 
Lord  Stanley.  In  1846  another  Bill  was 
brought  in;  and  now  the  House  had  a  Bill 
on  the  same  subject  before  it,  introduced 
by  the  present  Secretary  for  Ireland. 
There  was  every  reason  to  suppose  that 
that  Bill  also  would  be  abandoned;  but  its 
withdrawal  would  cause  him  little  regret, 
because,  from  its  provisions,  it  would  be  of 
no  value,  and  give  no  satisfaction  in  Ire- 
land. It  had  provisions  of  a  vexatious 
character,  and  would  practically  upset  the 
custom  now  existing  in  Ulster.  In  Derry 
a  body  of  Orangemen  had  met  on  the  12th 
of  July,  and,  neglecting  their  usual  cere- 
monies on  that  anniversary,  had  made  a 
declaration  on  the  subject  of  tenant-right, 
denouncing  the  Bill  before  the  House  as 
one  of  gross  robbery  and  injustice,  inas- 
much as  it  handed  over  to  the  landlords, 
without  any  compensation,  the  old  existing 
tenant-right.  A  measure  for  reclamation 
of  waste  lands,  recommended  by  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government,  had 
been  delayed,  and  there  appeared  now  no 
prospect  of  any  measure  of  that  sort.  The 
people  were  allowed  to  be  exterminated 
and  to  starve,  while  there  were  5,000,000 
acres  of  improvable  land  in  Ireland;  and 
all  the  authority  of  the  State  was  given  in 
aid  of  the  landlords  to  produce  that  exter- 
mination. Such  being  the  case,  was  it 
not  the  duty  of  the  State  to  devise  means 
by  which  some  location  should  be  provided 
for  the  poor,  either  upon  waste  but  im- 
provable lands  in  the  lands  in  the  country, 
or  through  the  means  of  emigration  ?  He, 
however,  did  not  see  why  they  should  com- 
pel the  people  to  emigrate  to  foreign  coun- 
tries so  long  as  there  were  5,000,000  acres 
of  land  which  might  be  reclaimed  by  them 
2H 
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in  their  own  countrj.  He  had  always  heen 
of  opinion  that  the  resources  within  the 
country  ought  first  to  be  had  recourse  to, 
and  when  they  were  exhausted  the  means 
for  facihtating  emigration  might  he  af- 
forded. But  to  depend  on  emigration 
alone  was  a  most  cruel  delusion,  as  no 
emigration  to  a  foreign  country  could  he 
carried  on  to  such  an  extent  as  to  produce 
the  necessary  relief.  Another  measure  of 
great  importance  which  had  been  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House  was  a  Bill 
for  enabling  landlords  under  entail  to  exe- 
cute improvements,  and  to  charge  the  ex- 
pense of  those  improvements  on  the  inhe- 
ritance. He  deemed  it  most  important  that 
landlords  under  entail  should  be  enabled, 
under  proper  regulations,  to  borrow  money, 
or  to  expend  their  own  money,  for  this  pur- 
pose, with  the  certainty  of  being  reimburs- 
ed for  their  own  expenditure.  The  Bill 
to  which  he  had  referred  relating  to  this 
subject  was  still  upon  the  Orders;  but  as 
the  Government  did  not  approve  of  the 
machinery  of  the  measure,  he  feared  there 
was  little  chance  of  its  being  sanctioned  by 
the  House.  Such  a  measure,  in  his  opin- 
ion, ought  to  be  introduced  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  to  be  supported  by  their  in- 
fluence. Another  important  measure  re- 
quisite for  Ireland  was  some  system  of  tax- 
ation which  would  affect  absentee  pro- 
prietors— some  change  in  the  poor-law 
taxation  which  would  act  in  such  a  man- 
ner as  to  give  resident  proprietors  the  ben- 
efit of  their  exertions  for  the  employment 
of  the  people,  and  to  impose  a  share  of  the 
burden  of  taxation  upon  those  proprietors 
who  were  absentees,  and  who  took  no 
pains  to  promote  the  welfare  of  their  ten- 
antry. He  also  considered  that  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  that  well-considered 
public  works  should  be  taken  up  by  the 
State.  In  this  country  it  was  not  neces- 
sary that  the  State  should  furnish  means 
for  carrying  on  great  public  works;  there 
was  private  capital  and  enterprise  enough 
for  that  purpose,  but  the  case  was  different 
in  Ireland.  There  were  man}-  important 
public  works  which,  if  they  were  not  taken 
up  under  the  authority  of  the  State,  would 
never  be  carried  out  in  that  country — he 
alluded  particularly  to  the  great  lines  of 
railway.  He  asked  the  House  to  consider 
what  immense  benefit  the  establishment  of 
a  line  of  railway  communication  between 
Dublin  and  some  port  on  the  western  coast 
of  Ireland  must  produce  to  that  country; 
hut  such  a  work  could  not  be  undertaken 
ir   completed  without    Government    aid. 


When  he  looked  at  the  legislation  of  that 
House  during  the  present  Session,  he 
thought  ^t  Irish  Members  had  great 
reason  to  complain  of  the  indifference  of 
Parliament  with  regard  to  the  interests  of 
their  country.  He  found  in  Her  Majesty's 
Speech  at  the  opening  of  the  Session  the 
following  passage : — 

"  Her  Majesty  views  with  the  deepest  aaxietf 
and  interest  the  present  condition  of  IreUnd,  and 
She  recommends  to  the  consideration  of  Pariiiu 
ment  measures  lyhich,  with  a  due  regard  to  the 
rights  of  property,  may  advance  the  social  eon- 
dition  of  the  people,  and  tend  to  the  permaaent 
improvement  of  that  part  of  the  nnked  king- 
dom." 

The  House  replied  by  an  address,  promis- 
ing to  apply  themselres  to  these  subjeets; 
but  what  had  they  done  ?  They  had  pas- 
sed a  Coercion  Act  rery  speedily,  for  the 
protection  of  life  and  property  in  Irdand — 
the  Government  pledging  them  selves  that 
they  would  submit  some  ameliorating  mea- 
sures to  the  House;  and  on  this  understand- 
ing the  liberal  party,  with  great  unanimity, 
agreed  to  support  the  Government  in  that 
course.  It  was  true  that  some  measures 
relating  to  Ireland  had  since  been  m* 
troduced;  but,  with  the  exception  of  the  En* 
cumbered  Estates  Bill,  they  had  not  made 
any  progress  in  the  House.  In  conse- 
quence of  the  disturbed  state  of  Ireland, 
however,  a  Bill  for  the  better  security  of  the 
Crown  and  Government  had  been  intro- 
duced, and  had  received  the  sanction  of 
the  Legislature;  the  awful  state  of  things 
now  existing  in  that  country  had  led  to  the 
proposal  of  a  still  more  severe  Coereion 
Bill,  which  had  been  passed  with  almost 
unprecedented  rapidity;  but,  though  such 
measures  had  been  adopted  by  the  Legis- 
lature, it  was  very  improbable  that  any 
measures  for  ameliorating  the  condition  ^ 
the  Irish  people  would  receive  the  sancUon 
of  Parliament  during  the  present  Session. 
The  Encumbered  Estates  Bill  was  good  in 
principle;  but  it  would  be  of  little  present 
advantage  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  for  it 
was  impossible,  under  existing  cireom- 
stances,  that  any  large  quantities  of  land 
in  that  country  could  now  be  brought  into 
the  market.  The  only  measure  that  could 
be  of  any  value  would  be  a  Landlord  and 
Tenant  Bill;  but  such  a  measure  would  be 
useless  if  loaded  with  vexatious  restrictions. 
The  principle  of  such  a  measure  must  be 
to  enable  the  tenants,  without  trouble,  to 
obtain  a  full  recompense  for  any  labour  or 
capital  they  might  bestow  upon  their  hold- 
ngs;  and  he  believed  that  a  measure  of 
that  nature  would  very  materially  tend  to 
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the  tranqoillisation  and  improYement  of 
Ireland.  He  might  state  that,  in  the 
union  in  which  he  resided,  and  where  this 
security  existed  by  custom,  during  the 
most  distressed  period  the  amount  of  pau- 
perism was  only  one  per  cent  upon  the  popu- 
lation. About  three  months  back  a  Bill 
had  been  introduced  into  that  House  for 
the  relief  of  evicted  tenants  in  Ireland.  It 
appeared  that  numbers  of  poor  people  had 
been  summarily  turned  out  of  their  cottages, 
and  were  actually  starving;  and  a  Bill  was 
brought  in  to  require  the  authorities  to 
provide  food  and  lodging  for  such  persons. 
But  in  what  manner  had  that  Bill  been 
treated  ?  It  had  been  three  months  in 
suspense.  The  Amendments  which  had 
been  introduced  into  it  in  the  other  House 
would  almost  render  it  nugatory;  and  the 
Bill  was  now  delayed  until  the  other  House 
had  considered  the  Commons*  reasons  for 
disagreeing  to  the  Lords'  Amendments. 
That  Bill  had  been  brought  forward  with  the 
object  of  rescuing  hundreds  and  thousands 
of  persons  from  actual  death  by  starvation, 
and  yet  it  had  remained  for  three  months 
before  Parliament,  after  it  had  been  con- 
sidered, without  being  passed  into  a  law. 
If  he  wished  to  describe  the  condition  of 
the  poor  persons  for  whose  relief  this  mea- 
sure was  intended,  he  would  use  the  lan- 
guage quoted  by  the  noble  Member  for  the 
city  of  London  (Lord  J.  Russell)  in  1846, 
in  opposing  the  Protection  of  Life  (Ireland) 
Bill:— 

.     .     .    .    "  Famine  is  in  thy  cheeks, 
Need  and  oppression  starveth  in  thine  eyes. 
Upon  thy  back  hangs  ragged  misery, 
The  world  is  not  thy  friend  nor  the  world's  law ; 
The  world  affords  no  law  to  make  thee  rich  ; 
Then  be  not  poor,  but  break  it." 

He  thought  that  Parliament  should  by 
some  means  endeavour  to  ameliorate  the 
condition  of  these  poor  persons;  and  that, 
instead  of  sending  forth  decrees  of  slaugh- 
ter and  bloodshed,  they  should  try  to  re- 
move the  inducements  to  insurrectionary 
movements,  by  showing  a  desire  to  pro- 
mote the  welfare  of  the  Irish  people.  The 
noble  Lord,  on  the  occasion  to  which  he 
had  just  referred,  alluded  to  the  danger 
that  by  supporting  coercive  measures,  they 
might  afford  an  argument  to  the  repealers. 
The  noble  Lord  used  this  language  : — 

"  The  people  might  be  told,  *  You,  miserable 
peasants,  shut  up  from  sunset  to  sunrise,  obliged 
to  keep  within  your  miserable  hovels,  if  you  are 
found  looking  for  a  stray  cow,  or  visiting  an  ac- 
quaintance who  lives  in  a  cottage  a  few  yards  from 
you,  you  are  liable  to  transportation  ;  but  it  is  not 
for  the  security  of  the  lives  of  the  people  among 
whom  you  live,  but  it  is  because  Englush  measures 


were  passing  through  Parliament  at  the  same 
time ;  and  it  is  for  the  sake  of  those  measures  that 
these  restrictions  are  inflicted  upon  you.  Now. 
tell  us,  ay  or  no,  is  the  Parliament  of  England 
and  Scotland  a  fit  Legislature  for  Ireland  ?  Will 
you  not  seek  for  a  domestic  Legislature — will  you 
not  use  your  utmost  efforts  to  obtain  repeal?' 
Why,  what  answer  would  there  be  to  such  an  apr 
peal  but  a  unanimous  shout,  a  unanimous  effort 
of  the  people,  and  a  declaration,  *We  have  not 
justice,  we  are  determined  to  obtain  justice,  and 
it  is  now  proved  to  us  it  is  not  to  be  bad  df  the 
Parliament  of  England.'  I  say,  let  the  House  be- 
ware of  supplying  such  an  argument  as  that.  If 
you  wish  to  maintain  the  Union — if  you  wish  to 
improve  the  Union,  to  make  the  Union  a  source  of 
happiness,  a  source  of  increased  rights,  a  source 
of  blessing  to  Ireland  as  well  as  to  England,  a 
source  of  increased  strength  to  the  united  empire, 
beware  lest  you  in  any  way  weaken  the  link  which 
connects  the  two  countries.  Do  not  set  so  &r 
apart  the  governor  and  the  governed.  Do  not  let 
the  people  of  Ireland  believe  that  you  have  no 
sympathy  with  their  afflictions — ^no  care  for  their 
wrongs." 

This  language  fully  expressed  the  senti- 
ments which  he  (Mr.  Crawford)  entertain- 
ed; and  he  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would 
declare  his  determination  to  act  upon  these 
principles,  and  that  he  would  not  deprive 
the  Irish  people  of  all  hope  that  measures 
for  their  relief  would  be  brought  forward. 
He  would  now  state  what  measures  he  con- 
sidered necessary  to  render  Ireland  tran- 
quil and  prosperous.  The  first  and  most 
important  of  those  measures,  with  regard 
to  public  rights,  would  be  the  amendment 
of  the  Act  of  Union  in  such  a  manner  as 
to  give  Ireland  a  just  and  fair  proportion 
of  representatives  in  the  Legislature..  The 
other  measures  he  would  suggest  were  a 
new  Corporations  Bill;  a  new  Registration 
Bill;  a  Bill  for  altering  the  Appropriation  of 
Church  Revenues  in  Ireland;  and  a  Grand 
Jury  Bill.  These  were  measures  affecting 
public  rights,  which,  in  his  opinion,  were 
imperatively  required.  He  would  also  re- 
commend a  Landlord  and  Tenant  Bill ;  a 
Bill  for  enabling  landlords  under  entail  to 
charge  the  inheritance  with  the  cost  of 
improvement;  a  Bill  for  the  reclamation  of 
waste  lands;  a  measure  to  impose  a  system 
of  taxation  upon  absentee  proprietors;  the 
amendment  of  the  poor-law  in  many  re- 
spects; a  plan  to  afford  reasonable  facili- 
ties for  emigration;  and  also  a  measure 
providing  that,  under  proper  regulations, 
means  should  be  furnished  for  conducting 
great  public  works.  He  believed  that  the 
only  way  to  excite  in  the  people  of  Ireland 
a  feeling  of  self-reliance  was  to  give  them 
equal  political  rights  with  the  people  of  this 
country.  The  Irish  people  had  been  clamor- 
ous  for  repeal;  but  latterly  they  had  de^ 
2H2 
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manded  separation.  It  was  his  most  anxious 
wish  to  maintain  the  connexion  between 
the  two  countries ;  but  he  believed  that 
that  connexion  could  be  best  preserved  by 
the  establishment  of  a  properly  constituted 
legislative  body  for  Ireland.  He  consi- 
dered, however,  that  when  persons  were 
preaching  rebellion  against  the  constituted 
authorities,  it  was  not  the  proper  time  to 
raise  such  a  question.  It  was  now  for 
England  to  consider  what  she  would  do 
with  regard  to  Ireland.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  there  were  only  two  courses 
which  England  could  ado^t — either  to  as- 
sociate Ireland  with  herself  by  aifection 
and  by  remedial  measures,  or  to  hold  that 
country  by  military  occupation.  There 
was  no  medium  course  between  these  two. 
If  they  determined  upon  the  military  occu- 
pation of  Ireland,  one  third  of  the  British 
Army  would  be  required  for  the  purpose; 
and  that  military  occupation  could  only  ap- 
ply to  the  towns — it  could  not  extend  to 
the  country.  He  feared  that  there  was 
great  danger  that  the  present  insurrec- 
tionary movement  might  turn  into  a  ser- 
vile war;  and  he  need  scarcely  remind  the 
House  of  the  difficulty  of  protecting  life 
and  property  throughout  the  whole  of  Ire- 
land. He  asked  them  to  consider  the  ex- 
pense which  that  would  entail  upon  the 
country.  There  would  be  no  possibility  of 
levying  taxes;  the  landlords  and  the  clergy 
would  be  starving,  as  well  as  the  people, 
and  would  be  dependent  for  support  upon 
this  country.  England  would  thus  gra- 
dually sink  in  her  means  and  in  her  respect- 
ability, and  would  eventually  be  brought 
down  to  the  level  of  Ireland.  He  thought, 
then,  as  one  of  the  representatives  of  the 
people  of  England,  that  he  was  only  doing 
his  duty  in  bringing  this  subject  before  the 
House,  and  in  warning  them  against  the 
infatuated  course  they  were  pursuing.  He 
considered  that  the  late  Act,  in  the  pre- 
sent situation  of  Ireland,  was  an  absolute 
declaration  of  war;  Ireland  must  be  recon- 
quered, and  if  reconquered,  held  by  the 
sword.  There  were  many  who  desired  to 
see  an  actual  collision  take  place ;  they 
thought  it  would  crush  for  ever  any  efforts 
of  the  Irish  people  again  to  resist  English 
rule;  but  such  persons  were  greatly  mis- 
taken. Unless  there  were  an  immediate 
announcement  of  remedial  measures,  the 
result  which  he  anticipated  must  come. 
He  wished  to  abstain  from  saying  one 
word  offensive  to  the  Government ;  but 
why  had  they  not  pressed  forward  remedial 
measures  ?     They  would  say  they  had  not 


means,  or  the  time ;  but  thej  had  the 
means  and  the  time  to  press  forward  a 
Coercion  Act.  Why  not  say — "  We  pro- 
pose such  and  such  measures,  and  unless 
they  are  passed  we  surrender  office  ? " 
Why  should  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Rus- 
sell) be  responsible  for  a  departure  from 
his  own  principles,  and  for  the  governing  of 
Ireland  by  coercion?  If,  indeed,  he  was 
obstructed  by  a  majority  in  that  House,  and 
the  House  would  not  pass,  or  had  not  time 
to  pass,  the  measures  for  the  benefit  of  Ire- 
land required  by  the  Government,  was  not 
this  an  unanswerable  argument  for  a  repeal 
of  the  Union  ?  The  noble  Lord  had  request- 
ed Irish  Members  to  go  home  to  Ireland  and 
use  their  influence  for  the  good  of  their 
country;  he  meant  to  do  so,  but  he  wanted 
to  have  a  message  of  peace  to  carry  with 
him;  and  if  he  had  it  not,  he  did  not 
know  how  far  his  influence  could  be  arail- 
able.  He  wanted,  before  he  left  his  place 
in  Parliament,  to  hear  something  from  the 
noble  Lord  that  would  enable  him  to  say 
to  the  people  of  Ireland  —  "You  have 
some  hope  of  measures  being  adopted  to 
improve  your  condition."  If  he  could  go 
home  with  that  intelligence,  he  should  go 
with  a  light  heart;  but  in  the  circumstances 
in  which  he  was  at  present  placed,  he 
should  go  home  with  sorrow  and  dread. 
No  one  could  repudiate  more  strongly  than 
himself  the  principles  of  those  who  were 
now  agitating  Ireland;  but  he  did  not  wish 
to  see  the  people  in  a  condition  in  which 
they  could  be  led  into  acts  of  plunder.  He 
felt  bound  to  say,  that  he  thought,  if  the 
moral  power  of  the  country  had  been  better 
directed,  and  if  the  exertions  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  been  steadily  applied  here,  an  im- 
pression might  have  been  made  upon  the 
House;  he  could  not  approve  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  great  majority  of  the  Irish 
Members.  He  had  often  referred  to  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  in  stating  the  griev- 
ances of  the  tenantry;  but  he  must  say, 
that  the  position  in  which  the  landlords  had 
been  placed  by  the  law  was  a  great  excuse 
for  their  conduct.  When  the  land  was 
confiscated,  they  were  set  over  the  people 
as  tyrants  over  slaves,  and  taught  habits  of 
oppression  by  the  law;  and  if  they  were 
acting  tyrannically,  the  conduct  of  the  Oo- 
vernnients  of  England  had  been  in  great 
fault  for  it.  Parliament  ought  to  set  about 
the  correction  of  the  evil  by  good  and  fair 
laws  as  between  landlord  and  tenant,  with 
a  view  to  restore  confidence  and  kind  feel- 
ing. He  would  only  add,  that  he  trusted 
ho  had  brought  this  great  subject  before 
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the  House  without  any  aggravating  lan- 
guage. It  was  not'  his  wish  to  produce 
any  excitement,  and  he  considered  that  the 
question  was  one  proper  to  he  raised  in  the 
House.  The  hon.  Member  concluded  by 
moving  the  Amendment  he  had  read. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  has  brought  forward  this  Motion, 
has  done  it  in  language  so  temperate,  that 
I  prefer  following  him  immediately  to  wait- 
ing till  the  course  of  debate  may  have  in- 
troduced greater  asperity  and  warmer  con- 
tention upon  the  interesting  subjects  which 
he  has  brought  before  us.  If  I  must  say 
that  I  cannot  agree  in  many  of  the  opin- 
ions that  he  has  stated,  in  some  of  those 
opinions  I  do  agree;  and  I  am  ready,  at  all 
events,  to  state  the  view  which  I  take  of  a 
great  portion  of  the  subjects  to  which  he 
has  called  the  attention  of  the  House.  In 
considering  the  conduct  of  this  Imperial 
Parliament,  as  the  hon.  Member  has 
brought  it  before  the  House,  I  think  it  is 
hardly  just  to  say,  that  certain  measures 
have  been  long  delayed — that  they  have 
been  brought  before  this  House  many  years 
ago — that  this  House  has  not  finally  car- 
ried them  into  law — and  to  attribute  that 
delay  or  that  refusal  entirely  and  solely  to 
an  unwillingness  to  debate  Irish  subjects, 
or  to  grant  a  remedy  for  Irish  grievances. 
Whether  it  be  a  portion  of  our  character 
and  habit — whether  it  be  oWing  to  the 
complicated  nature  of  our  Government — 
whether  it  be  owing  to  the  habits  of  de- 
bate which  prevail  in  Parliament  and  in 
the  country — the  fact  is,  that  there  is 
hardly  any  measure  of  great  public  im- 
portance, whether  it  relates  to  the  united 
kingdom  or  to  any  portion  of  the  empire, 
which  is  ever  carried  without  a  very  con- 
siderable delay — without  the  vicissitudes 
of  being  rejected  at  one  time,  triumphant 
at  another — postponed  at  one  period,  and 
only  assented  to  after  long  discussion. 
There  have  been  questions  which  related 
entirely  to  this  country  before  the  Union 
took  place— questions  which  did  not  relate 
entirely  to  this  country,  but  which  were 
subjects  of  debate  before — such  questions 
as  that  of  Parliamentary  reform,  which 
took  upwards  of  fifty  years  in  settling — 
such  questions  as  that  of  the  aboUtion  of 
the  slave  trade,  which  took  nearly  thii'ty 
years  in  discussion ;  and  various  other  cases 
in  which  it  is  obvious,  that  whether  from 
the  reasons  I  have  mentioned  or  not,  that 
which  was,  as  I  believe,  a  just  and  fair 
cause  for  legislation  did  not  produce  its 
effect  in  obtaining  the  measures  that  were 


asked  till  after  a  long  period  of  time,  and 
repeated  defeats.  I  cannot  consider,  then, 
that  when  we  are  speaking  of  Irish  mea- 
sures, it  should  be  said  that  the  delay  of 
those  measures  is  entirely  owing  to  an  un- 
willingness to  discuss  Irish  grievances,  or 
to  afford  that  remedy  which  may  seem  to 
some  portion  of  the  Irish  representatives — 
it  is  generally  only  a  portion — to  be  the 
most  proper.  The  hon.  Member,  like 
others,  has  described  the  state  in  which  he 
finds  Ireland  at  the  present  moment;  and 
I  must,  therefore,  ask  his  attention,  and 
that  of  the  House,  to  the  description  which 
was  given  of  the  state  of  Ireland  in  a 
pamphlet  published  somewhere  about  1796 
or  1797,  by  an  adversary  certainly  of  the 
Government  of  that  day.  It  is  there 
stated — 

"  If  the  condition  of  a  people  be  the  best  crite- 
rion to  judge  of  the  excellence  of  their  practical 
government,  how  shall  the  people  of  Ireland, 
worse  housed,  worse  clad,  and  worse  fed,  than  the 
subjects  of  the  most  inveterate  despotism  in  Eu- 
rope, divest  themselves  from  thinking  that  they 
live  under  one  of  the  worst  practical  governments 
in  the  world  ?  " 

That  at  least  shows  that  in  the  opin- 
ion of  the  writer  this  condition  of  the 
people  of  Ireland,  that  they  were  ill- 
housed  and  ill-fed,  is  not  the  creation 
of  the  Imperial  Parliament  or  of  the  Go- 
vernment since  the  Union;  the  inherit- 
ance which  the  Imperial  Parliament  de- 
rived from  the  ParHament  of  Ireland  be- 
fore the  Union  was  a  people  in  that  unfor- 
tunate and  miserable  condition.  But  it 
may  be  said  that  there  is  one  grievance  at 
least  which  is  caused  entirely  by  the  exist- 
ence of  an  Imperial  Parliament,  a  griev- 
ance which  the  hon.  Member  touched  upon 
— that  of  absenteeism.  But  this  writer 
goes  on  to  say — 

"  Does  the  produce  of  the  lands  of  Ireland  go 
to  supply  the  fund  for  the  employment  of  its  peo- 
ple ?  No.  Your  corn,  your  cattle,  your  butter, 
your  leather,  your  yam,  all  your  superfluous 
produce,  and  much  more  than  would  be  superflu- 
ous if  the  people  of  Ireland  were  furnished  with 
the  common  necessaries  of  life,  are  all  exported 
without  a  return  to  pay  the  rents  of  Irish  land- 
lords, who  do  not  think  the  country  worthy  of 
their  residence,  every  particle  of  which  is  as  ut- 
terly lost  to  the  fund  for  the  employment  of  the 
I)eople  of  Ireland  as  if  it  had  been  thrown  into 
the  sea." 

So  far,  then,  it  appears  that  these  griev- 
ances are  not  grievances  of  our  creation, 
that  they  are  of  long  endurance,  that  they 
are  rooted  in  the  state  of  bociety  in  Ire- 
land; and  all  that  the  hon.  Member  or  any 
one  else  can  say  of  the  present  generation 
is,  that  they  should  do  as  much  as  they 
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ran,  patientlr  and  graduaDj — ^be^anse  it  |  the  hon.  Member  has  toadied.  I  hsft 
Bust  be  patientlr  and  graduallT  that  a  re- 1  said  that  upon  some  of  them  I  agree  with 
medj  can  be  applied.  And  let  me  saj, !  him.  He  complained  that  admiasioa  to 
vhateTer  blame  may  be  imputed  to  the  j  political  and  civil  pririlegeB  had  been  le- 
GoTemments  or  the  Parliaments  of  former  i  fosed  to  the  Roman  Cath<£cfl  of  Irelaiid, 
times,  or  of  this  period,  that  after  the  con-  from  the  Union  to  the  year  1829.  I  mj- 
dition  of  a  people  has  become  such  as  it !  self  consider  that  refusal  to  hare  been  im- 
has  been  represented  to  be  before  the :  just.  I  can  see  nothing  in  the  creed  cf 
TTmoD,  the  habits,  the  wishes,  the  inclina-  \  the  Roman  Catholics  which  was  to  debar 
lions  of  the  people  themseires,  tend  to  *  them  firom  all  the  political  and  tkrSL.  pnri- 
maintain  and  to  foster  that  wretched  state  l^es  of  other  inhabitants  of  these  iilandi 
c^  soeietT  which  I  hare  de^ribed.  For  j  FitHn  the  time  I  had  a  seat  in  this  Home 
instance,  I  consider  it  as  one  of  the  great  i  I  constantly  roted  for  the  remoml  of  fio- 
misfortunes  of  Ireland,  that  the  population  !  man  Catholic  disabilities;  and  I  own  I  eon* 
has  gone  on  incneasing  without  a  propor-  {  sider  it  to  hare  been  a  great  miafixtime — 
tionaie  increase  in  the  means  of  subsist-  a  mlsfomme  of  which  we  feel  the  efleeti 
ence  and  of  comfort:  that  with  a  state  of;  to  this  day — that  instead  of  psMing  that 
morals  highly  commendable,  but  with  a  |  measure  as  a  part  of  the  Union,  ot  acco»« 
&<vial  condition  much  to  bo  deplon?d.  the '  panying  the  Union,  it  was  ddajed  till 
early  marriages  of  the  peasants  of  that :  1S29.  I  remember  hearing  Mr.  Csnnfaig 
chantry,  Veing  satis£ed  with  a  miserable '  relate  in  this  House  a  eooTersation  whidi 
hoTel  and  a  plo;  of  potatoes  wLich  furnish 
a  pff>?carioos  sul^sistence  for  a  year,  with- 
om  looking  to  an  iae;>?a5e  of  ci>>mforts, 
withv^ut  waiting  for  marnage  till  there  was 
a  sulHcieney  a<.vumulaio>i  for  the  suri?  and 
ci>isfortable  subsistence  of  a  married  couple 
— that  that  state  of  society  has  been  of 
itse^  a  misfonuse,  with  wl^h  it  wis  rery 
didikcuh«  if  no;  irapvxs^ible,  for  any  Legisla- 
tors to  deaL  I  am  not  saying  whether 
criiriaallT  tho  de-zradation  of  the  Rocian 


he  had  with  Mr.  Pin.  He  described  Mr. 
Pitt  as  receiring  a  de^teh  of  Lord  Cora- 
wallis  with  respect  to  earrying  die  mea- 
sure of  the  Union.  Lord  Comwslfis  le- 
poned — 

*- 1  tli^Ji  I  sLiZ  carrr  fer  to«  ihtt  meaasra  tf 
s^  r=>?c  "mrjL.  EvlAcd:  b«s  tkr  meaasra  af 
ILcojA  CA:bct>r  wttanpauon.  tht  psnae^atHS 
ci  tbe  RoiEac  C&:bi:Cm  xa  all  tkt  fiiilma  af 
ihie  I^-ceisftrii  c^  IrbUii.  I  shall  wk  be  aUa  to 
rtrry.'^ 

Ca^hofic*  o:  IisU^  as  a  race,  whether  the   ^-  Canning  stated— 
cnael  and  unjust  pesul  laws,  whether  the  •     ~  TSk.  if  I  vwv  vvml  I  wo«U  1 1  fan  batt:  I 
law?   whi:h  preTect^xi    the    pev'^Ie  fr^^    wLirx;  iar*  sbe««  wrsiwttheadier.- 
tcrairg  thecr  attentSxi  to  trades  a=<i  =iasu-    Mr.  rA?^^tn-y  said,  that  Mr.  Pitt  with  giest 
farturers.  wh-echer  the  rel:^.v>as  bcrxry  of .  reasC'U  rcboked  the  indiscretion  sad  intern* 
the  1 7th  oec:ury  aad  the  o^dnenriil  ;ea- 
Kmsst  of  the  I5;h.  n»y  not  hax-e  orlgiza:<?d 
n^-^i  of  the  eTi!s  to  wh:-,'h  I  an  r^rerri-i: 


he  was 


I  an  2«:5  h^jre  Ttrix-a::-^  : 
of  th'.-ee   IfcT^   iZT  nore 


;hxn  1  w:c:d 
ssaai  Tip  f:r  soc-e  of  the  acts  ot  the  N:r- 
2aaa  cooi^:ser,v<*  '^h-^  I  SrSeve  wvre  as 
tyr*m«u  jcd  or:^:  in  this  *.vcz::y  as 
tieyw^re  is  IrvLufi:  all  thit  I  an  coci- 
teocTj:  f:r  i*^  ihjis  szch  LiTicg  be<*::  Th> 
ca^<e.  :h>i5  <:3;rh  >e-izj:  the  i'.&clty  whx*h 
we  iih^r.:.  >.:f:h  xir^  :ha^  scciecy  :hi: 
w'l  are  ;o  r.^^  -"— -  ^-*  ->  ~^5  :li->  w:r i  c:  a 

:f  ^"Tve  v;jL-s.  :,*  v'Viirjr,'  :l^jk:  *ii:«*  ot  so- 
c-ziy — c:  iv-Ii.v  ::.„*  >.vy^i*  :,*  *.v'x  f:r  a 
*:<:•: r;fr  ,-.r  •.  ^.-.-t — :,*  r*;  i.l  .-Itscje*  :7.  Ire^ 
"izji  .r:,*  :bjL:  <:^::   ,*t   rir^';?ry  w-.:h  0.*-* 

▼'I'-i,-*  :.  '  <i::  ::•.  :.* •■jl-*.:>  '»,**!'>.  A"-.:  r:*^?- 
eii^«r  :rr.va  iccio   .*c  :hfe  tec  ,»  cs  whivh 


perasee  of  the  yxKing  man  tt> ' 
speakiz^:  bai  I  own  that, 
UTOQ  what  then  passed.  I  Tery  moi^  docbi 
wh-t^her  the  yxKhf^L  judgmeBt  of  Mr. 
Oar-s-Tg  wxs  nr-t  wiser  than  the  astve 
i^.-csixi  ::  Mr.  Pin.  Howerer*  thst  gri». 
n=x*e  cf  the  difercBce  of  pcxrilsges,  tlM 
Iiferec%*e  tiLu  was  si^ie  in  wiKliesl  pmi- 
l-e^^ires  becween  the  Rceaan  ia^hofics  sad 
rr^.'cesrarts.  was  aK'&hed  hy  Act  of  Par- 
.ijknefi:  iz  I SH^".^ :  vhaserer  may  lisv»  wsiiod 
r:r  s*:c:e  y?(&r<^  I  think  it  cannot  be  denied 
:h.ft,  *•.  V  ::  U  v^:Zy  abc&hed:  I  diiiik  bo 
:£•?  oAz^  i-'iy  :\k  ia  Ireland  a 
v'A:h-:iC':  who  iis  fiir  <;Ltim  to  sbt 
i^':cAl  :c  TTcrcal  ^scisctioa  or 
*:j^  as  r::s.*h  ik.-v*e«s  t«>  is  as  any  \ 
.-az  hjkTv.  Th-;re  was  another  ssj^ect  to 
«'-:h  ;h<^  h>:c.  MecrVnr  aCaded,  Mid  om 
v^x-\  :  :i.ii  he  harily  did  jitkc  to 
▼  ri:  rj3  >^fs  i<:o*  by  the  LBperial 
rArv;4r:.,'£::.     i,>2e    cc    tae  grestest   svib 


941 


Bemedial  Measures 


{July  28} 


far  Ireland. 


942 


the  state  of  the  ]aw  as  to  tithes.  Not  only 
was  every  cottager  obliged  to  pay  tithes, 
but  the  uncertainty  of  those  tithes,  the 
levying  tithes  in  kind  upon  all  the  vege- 
tables of  the  poor  man*s  plot,  the  state  of 
the  ecclesiastical  courts  which  had  to  de- 
cide upon  these  questions,  the  fines  and 
fees  that  poor  men  dragged  into  these 
courts  were  obliged  to  pay — all  this  con- 
stituted a  grievance  of  the  most  acute  and 
harassing  nature.  In  the  first  place,  the 
Parliament  of  the  united  kingdom  sanc- 
tioned a  plan,  proposed,  I  believe,  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Cambridge,  for  the  voluntary 
commutation  of  tithes.  Some  years  after- 
wards, 1834,  Lord  Wellesley  recommend- 
ed a  permanent  and  compulsory  commuta- 
tion of  tithes  into  a  rent-charge,  and  tliat 
proposal  was  carried  into  effect  in  1838, 
when  a  deduction  of  25  per  cent  was  made 
upon  the  whole  amount  of  tithes,  leaving, 
therefore,  a  charge  of  75  per  cent  to  be 
paid  by  the  landlord.  Thus,  the  tenant 
was  relieved  from  the  payment  of  the 
tithes,  and  by  that  means  an  end  was  put 
to  those  angry  collisions  which  had  previ- 
ously been  the  source,  not  only  oi  ani- 
mosity, but  almost  of  a  servile  war  in  many 
parts  of  Ireland.  By  that  arrangement, 
the  grievance  connected  with  tithes,  as  far 
as  related  to  the  mode  of  payment,  was 
put  an  end  to.  I  am  aware  that  many 
persons  contend  that  it  is  a  grievance  for 
persons  in  Ireland  to  be  compelled  to  pay 
for  the  support  of  the  clergy  of  the  mi- 
nority; but  permit  me  to  observe  that  it  is 
a  totally  distinct  question  from  the  griev- 
ance complained  of,  in  the  mode  of  collect- 
ing tithe,  which  it  was  the  object  of  the 
Commutation  Act  to  remove.  The  hon. 
Member  says  that  the  Irish  Reform  Act  is 
imperfect.  It  may  be  so;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  I  think  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man should  recollect,  that  it  gave  the  peo- 
ple great  power  which  they  had  not  there- 
tofore possessed — that  many  close  and  no- 
mination boroughs,  such  as  Tralee,  which, 
I  believe,  used  to  bo  iianded  down,  by  will, 
from  father  to  son,  and  the  nomination  for 
which  was  constantly  an  object  of  sale — 
were,  by  the  Reform  Act,  thrown  open, 
and  that  thenceforward  the  people  residing 
in  those  places  really  exercised  the  rights 
of  electors.  As  to  the  number  of  Mem- 
bers for  Ireland,  that  was  not  properly  a 
question  to  be  settled  by  the  Reform  Act, 
because  it  had  been  previously  determined 
by  the  Act  of  Union ;  but,  nevertheless, 
there  was  an  addition  of  fiv0  to  tb«  num- 


ber of  Members  for  Ireland  made  by  the 
Reform  Act.  The  hon.  Member  next 
complained  of  the  state  of  the  law  with 
respect  to  petty  juries  in  Ireland;  but  I 
believe  that  the  law  as  to  juries  is  the 
same  in  Ireland  as  it  is  in  England.  If 
there  be  any  difference  to  the  prejudice  of 
Ireland,  it  ought  of  course,  to  be  corrected; 
but  I  believe  there  is  no  essential  differ* 
ence  between  the  law  in  the  two  countries 
as  regards  juries.  The  hon.  Member  also 
referred  to  the  franchise,  and  the  question 
of  the  registration  of  voters.  With  re^ 
spect  to  the  franchise,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
cannot  fail  to  recollect — indeed,  he  himself 
alluded  to  the  circumstance  —  that,  in 
1840-1,  a  noble  Friend  of  mine  proposed  a 
measure  for  the  extension  of  the  franchise. 
When  I  came  into  office,  in  1846,  one  of 
the  first  questions  to  which  I  directed  the 
attention  of  my  lamented  Friend,  Lord 
Besborough,  was  the  state  of  the  franchisa 
in  Ireland;  and  he  prepared  the  outline  of 
a  measure  on  that  subject  in  the  autumn 
of  1846,  and  that  measure  was  ready  to 
be  introduced  at  the  commencement  of  tho 
very  next  Session.  I  may  be  asked  why 
that  measure  was  not  introduced  ?  Why 
has  it  been  delayed  ?  I  have  already 
answered  that  question.  I  say  that  the 
great  calamity  which  befell  Ireland  in  the 
total  failure  of  the  chief  article  of  the  sub- 
sistence of  the  people  of  that  country  made 
it  imperatively  necessary  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  direct  its  attention  to  tho 
means  of  mitigating  that  awful  and  over- 
whelming visitation.  Under  these  circum- 
stances it  was  impossible  for  us  to  attend 
to  the  question  of  the  extension  of  tho 
franchise.  This  Session,  however,  we  in- 
troduced a  Bill  respecting  tho  franchise, 
which,  in  its  nature,  is  similar  to  that 
framed  by  Lord  Besborough,  which  it  has 
been  found  necessary  to  postpone  to  next 
Session.  The  hon.  Gentleman  complains 
of  this  postponement;  but  no  practical  evil 
can  result  from  it,  except  in  the  case  of 
one  or  two  isolated  elections  which  may 
possibly  take  place  between  the  present 
time  and  next  Session,  unless,  indeed,  a 
general  election  should  occur  in  the  inter- 
val— an  event  which  is  by  no  means  pro- 
bable. The  hon.  Member  does  not  find 
fault  with  the  measure ;  and,  I  believe,  it 
is  generally  admitted  that  it  will  consider* 
ably  extend  the  franchise  in  Ireland,  and 
thereby  obviate  the  complaints  now  made 
that  the  number  of  Irish  electors  is  too 
limited.  Let  me  observe,  however,  that, 
although  tho  people  of  Ireland  niay  hn^o  o 
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iair  right  to  compUin  of  the  limited  extent '  money,  differing  in  amonnt  in  Tariom  &- 
to  which  the  franchise  is  di^sed  among '  tricts  from  ten  to  twdre  reare'  ralne  «f 
them,  this  and  other  grierances  which  are  the  rent  to  two  years'  T^oe.  Whether 
fineqnentlj  referred  to  are  not  such  as  to  the  cnstom  be  good  or  bad,  it  is  <^mo« 
prerent  the  progress  of  the  Irish  people,  that  the  incoming  tenant  has  a  daim  oa 
prorided  thev  would  exert  themselves  man-  the  landlord  equiTalent  to  the  sum,  what- 
fnllj  to  attain  that  station  and  condition  ■  ever  it  may  be,  which  he  baa  paid  to  die 
in  90cietT.   bv  indostrr  and  attention  to   outgoing  one.     It  woald  be  a  fraud  on  die 


their  own  immediate  pursuits,  which  the 
freedom  of  oar  constitution  allows  them  to 
reach.  Look  to  the  case  of  Scotland. 
Ppcrions  to  the  Reform  Act  of  lS3o,  the 
people  of  Scotland  had  altogether  no  more 
than  3,000  electors  amongst  them:  ret, 
br  thw  spirit  and  indostrr,  bj  availing 
themselves  of  the  genius  of  our  free  con- 


tenant  if  the  landlord,  having  iacitlT  eai- 
sented  to  the  custom,  should  attonpt  to  ia- 
fringe  on  it.  I  should  verr  much  regret  to 
see  Pariiament  crive  its  sanctioo  to  anj  Bi& 
having  for  its  object  to  anthonBe  a  ^ 
of  faith  between  landlord  and  tenant  n 
tricts  where  the  custom  to  which  I 
advened  exists;  but  when  I  hawe 


stitmion,  and  by  rightly  using  those  per-  .  the  hon.  Member  argue  the 


soaal  liberties  which  the  constitution  ac- 
coids  to  all  who  Hve  under  it,  whether  in 
England*  Scotland,  or  Ireland,  the  Scotch. 
in  the  SO  years  which  intervened  between 
the  KbeHioQ  of  174o  a2>d  the  passing  of 
the  R<^irm  Act  in  ISSo.  made  a  more 
remarkable  pn[:^:T>e5s  than«  1  bi^ve,  was 
ef«r  acbieviNi  by  any  other  people  on  the 
£m*  of  the  gloW.  Th««of^,  while  1  ad- 
mit thai«  with  reispec*  to  the  franchise,  and 
ocher  subjects,  the  people  of  li>e':and  may 
haTe  jas<  grounds  o:  cc^mplaint,  1  never- 
theless totally  deny  that  tbeir  griertoces 
are  any  sufficient  reason  why  they  shocld 
BM  make  very  great  pr»£Tess  in  wealth 
and  prcfesperity.  if.  using  the  iniellige-zx^ 
which  they  j^MiMiSS  in  a  T>^markabue  de- 
gnw*  tbey  woejd  £x  tbeir  minds  oa  the 
adnetag«s  wikh  they  might  envy.  lather 
tha£  rrv>B  the  evils  which  they  s:ip- 
p«if  theci^ive*  t.-*  s^eff  i=>ier.  Tne 
hoBL  M«csber  referre^i  to  aao^ber  suVSect 
in  wii-i  he  takes  g7>?at  interest:  asd. 
althoouc^  I  a^•^y$  lisies  to  his  i>r^^:MiS 
Wtt  that  Tv^t  wiih  ane3ti.>=.  I  niiss  vr-o- 
fw*  1  am  ;::saK-e  i."*  arr:v>f  as  t>?  coc>r!x:sS:c: 
v>  whx*^  the  &.-«.  ^.^^sitle^ias  c-.xii'C^ — ! 
alhoie  to  the  CTjessJ.-c:  v :  tie  reliiSrc  >n 
tw^cer.  JksiA>iri  ar^i  tcran;  :-  Irfljci.  Thz 
b:c:.  Vi^nSer  T^ii  sc-c^-e  eitrw:s  fr.^T::  tbe 
rv-TVin  cc  a  ^::'^f■::Tg  w^x-i  :,vk  r^v  iz 
the  i>:ir;i  :•   Itv  jlsc.  Ar>i  rvrVr:^  :o  the 

ItSts*. I.  *.-■,»   >   JL^TX».*     •"     *•    i-.i      ..^-J\.  .—  ^  »     .•—4 

rt  se^rrs  ::  —-f  ;r.i:  :>c  >r:^?.."s  w'n-^  t-t^ 
'  :K>se  r:^.\i:^;r.s^  ivi  *>.:  Ai,r«  :!ie 

i*is::.T.r:.  ''^li:  :>  ri^V-I  u-rir;--^'!;  :* 
1  :«;--dkr»i   is   jk  :i5JO:*  y  -^-  ^  i. ..  t  ^     :.   .\ . f .'  -^-^r  z 
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has  always  spoken  as  if  the  naage  ia  < 
tion  ought  at  once  to  be  tranaferred  fiom 
the  districts  in  which  it  prevaila  to  oChen 
in  which  it  has  never  existed;  and  the 
tenant-right  advocated  by  the  1 
ber,  wof^  accoiding  to  the 
passed  at  the  meeting  to  whieh  he  rcfared« 
amount  to  this — that  the  teoant  in  poweih 
sion  has  a  right  to  the  oecopatioQ  of  the 
land.  pn>vided  he  pay  his  rent  ponetoiflj. 
Can  anything  be  more  completelj  aohver- 
sive  of  the  rights  of  prftperkr  than  that! 
Hef>?  is  a  mm  to  whom  law!  has  dpaecmW, 
and  vbo  lets  a  part  of  it,  saj  100  acres. 
of  a  very  improvaUe  chancser,  at  a  hm 
rvEi.  peAsaps  7t.  or  I0-*.  aa  acxe,  ia  eoB- 
sSSentko  of  the  improvement  which  he 
has  a  rig^t  to  expect 'that  the  tomat  will 
suke  CO  h.  Lk  iis  np^ose  dmt  the  ten- 
ant, instead  of  isjcviiag  the  land  aad 
aaking  it  wcnh  '2J.\bl  acre,  ntterir  acg- 
!-eci5  it.  redaw*  it  to  a  smse  xa  whi^  ia  a 
:?-w  yc&r^  it  wc^id  be  w-ordi  iwidiing  to  let 
tv  a^xlvr  tes^ant:  hs  cshhatioa  is  bad  aad 
f:;il.  a:ii  it  TO.*»it2ees  baTdh*  aaTdun^  hot 
vtx^is.  a  ft  w  p:<a:jiH«  and  icaae  bad  oata. 
WVjit  w:c:c  :V  tbcc^t  if  the  Legialataie 
sb:.£ti  T«&s^  az  Act  whifh  voald  decleie 
t  *:a:  i-  so.-^  a  case  as  I  have  fmu  the  light 
r.-'  :1;  .-o.nr^rci  cc  ibe  laad  shoold  ao 
l-.cprc-  :<cI>:-TX  to  d>e  isanSwd.  hat  ahoold 
a:  rru-^  >e  tr»z;sffr:^  v*  the  teaaat  ?  It 
:s  :r-T*,issd:^  :.c  tii*  Legislaxare,  with 
iry  ?^-c*r£  f:c  j^ssace*  to  pass  sa^  a  law; 
i.r>£  .:  s^.*-i  a  l&w  vcre  pijaed  for  Ireland* 
.;  w:<L'.i  scr-ke  at  tie  rx«  of  [aiycitj  ia 
:h-e  ▼b^r:  nitei  krrjpajct.  The  Geven- 
=>rr.:  ^as  iTTr>£^oic  a  aaeascre  for  the  in- 
T^r.-Tir.-^'T;  :c  tb*  laz»i.  aad  far  icgalatiBg 
:':-  f  r;-'..^>:ir  :«»^w^:{I  ^^aijerdb  and  teaaata 
.r  ".Tv"j»3»i  It  s^^css  r:  Se  geaRalhr  agreed 
:ri:  :!:j^  T=rf*s;ir^?,  rrtwwria^  i 
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for  Ireland;  and  I  have  yielded  my  own 
conyiction  to  what  appears  to  he  the  uni- 
versal opinion.  We  purpose  interfering  so 
far  as  to  render  it  necessary  for  the  land- 
lord to  submit  to  certain  conditions  with 
respect  to  the  treatment  of  the  land,  to 
which  he  may  not  have  originally  agreed, 
for  the  purpose  of  promoting  improvement. 
I  think  we  have  gone  as  far  as  we  can  with 
respect  to  that  subject.  Although  the  Bill 
has  passed  through  a  Committee  consisting 
mainly  of  Irish  Membem,  and  been  ap- 
proved of,  there  will  not  be  time  to  pass  it 
during  the  present  Session,  and  therefore 
it  will  be  postponed.  I  hope  the  measure 
will  be  well  considered  in  Ireland  during 
the  recess,  and  if  any  emendations  can  be 
suggested,  the  Government  will  be  ready  to 
adopt  them,  it  being  our  wish  to  do  all  in  our 
power  to  improve  the  land  in  Ireland,  only 
taking  care  not  to  violate  the  great  princi- 
ples on  which  property  rests ;  but,  after  all, 
that  which  we  should  look  to  for  improving 
the  relations  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
is  a  better  mutual  understanding  between 
those  who  occupy  those  relative  positions. 
Voluntary  agreements  between  landlords 
and  tenants,  carried  out  for  the  benefit  of 
both,  are,  after  all,  a  better  means  of  im- 
proving the  land  of  Ireland  than  any  legis- 
lative measure  which  can  be  passed.  The 
hon.  Member  referred  to  the  poor-law;  but 
I  do  not  think  that  any  blame  can  fairly 
be  cast  upon  Government  for  not  having 
sooner  introduced  poor-laws  into  Ireland. 
I  believe  that  the  poor-law  has  been  the 
means  of  preserving  life  in  Ireland  by  af- 
fording relief  to  the  poor  who  are  absolutely 
destitute;  but  at  the  same  time,  being 
aware  of  the  abuses  inseparable  from  a 
poor-law,  and  of  its  effect  in  deadening  in- 
dustry, I  was  naturally  reluctant  to  intro- 
duce that  system  into  Ireland  rashly  and 
on  too  extensive  a  scale.  After  all,  I  be- 
lieve that  the  poor-law  will  tend  to  the 
civilisation  of  Ireland,  by  putting  an  end 
to  those  habits  of  mendicity,  akin  to  rob- 
bery, which  prevail  in  countries  that  have 
no  poor-laws.  The  hon.  Member  expressed 
a  wish  that  the  land  of  Ireland  should  be 
tlivided  into  small  farms  similar  to  those 
which  are  found  in  the  county  of  Down, 
which  he  thought  would  render  it  unneces- 
sary to  have  recourse  to  emigration.  In 
alluding  to  this  question  last  year,  I  showed, 
by  reference  to  statistical  documents,  that 
in  some  of  the  most  populous  and,  at  the 
same  time,  most  flourishing  countries  of 
Europe,  the  practice  prevailed  of  dividing 
the  land  into  small  farms.     [An  Hon. 


Member:  What  do  you  mean  by  small 
farms?]  An  hon.  Member  asks  very  na- 
turally what  I  mean  by  small  farms?  I 
am  aware  that  what  we  call  a  small  farm 
in  England  would  be  thought  a  large  one 
in  Ireland;  but  I  was  alluding  to  such  a 
division  of  land  as  exists  in  Tuscany,  where 
the  farms  do  not  exceed  six  or  seven  acres 
in  extent.  In  order  to  establish  such  a 
system  in  Ireland,  great  changes  must 
take  place — changes  not  effected  by  law, 
but  dependent  on  the  conduct  of  the 
landlords,  on  the  ability  of  persons  of 
small  capital  to  purchase  portions  of  land; 
and  on  various  other  circumstances  of  that 
nature.  It  does  not  accord  With  my  no- 
tion of  a  small  farm,  that  the  holding 
should  be  a  plot  of  ground  too  large  for  a 
garden,  but  not  large  enough  for  a  farm. 
I  believe  that  such  holdings  are  productive 
of  much  evil  in  the  west  of  Ireland.  I 
think  that  the  Encumbered  Estates  BiU, 
which  will  be  passed  this  Session,  will  lead 
to  the  division  of  land  into  smaller  farms 
than  at  present  exist.  And  while  the  large 
farms  of  Northumberland  and  other  coun- 
ties of  England  are  the  best  system,  ac- 
cording to  the  habits  of  the  inhabitants  of 
those  counties,  in  Ireland  you  must  leave 
those  things  to  take  their  own  course,  and 
to  be  settled  according  to  the  habits  of  the 
people  in  the  different  parts  of  Ireland. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  alluded  to  a  Bill 
which  was  brought  in  on  a  subject  similar 
to  the  one  I  have  just  spoken  of,  on  the 
question  of  the  evicted  tenantry.  Now, 
while  I  cannot  allow  that  any  person  by 
the  mere  occupation  of  land,  at  the  will 
and  pleasure  of  the  landlord,  or  perhaps 
against  his  will  and  pleasure,  has  thereby 
gained  a  right  to  occupy  in  all  succeeding 
time,  yet  I  do  think  the  driving  out  a  great 
number  of  the  small  occupants — the  driv- 
ing them  out  by  some  summary  process, 
perhaps  in  a  winter's  evening,  and  leaving 
them  without  the  means  of  shelter  and  food 
— I  say  I  do  think  that  such  a  practice, 
although  there  may  be  everything  that  is 
said  as  to  the  legal  conduct  of  the  landlord, 
and  although  there  may  be  something  to 
be  said  as  regards  his  moral  conduct,  so 
far  as  the  conduct  of  the  tenant  has  been 
faulty  towards  him — shows  a  cruelty  and 
want  of  good  feeling  with  which  it  is  in- 
cumbent and  necessary  for  the  law  to  deal: 
I  was,  therefore,  party  to  bringing  in  a 
Bill  introduced  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department, 
by  which  it  was  provided,  that  where  a 
landlord  was  left  in  the  full  possession  of 
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altering  the  system  of  registration,  inclvd- 
ing  tlie  franchise.  I  have  stated  that  w« 
have  already  introduced  a  Bill  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  that  it  will  he  no  loss  of  time  if 
that  Bill  is  not  proceeded  with  till  the  next 


his  right  at  law  to  eject  a  tenant,  while 
the  law  gave  him  that  power,  yet  that  care 
should  he  taken  that  hy  due  notice  to  the 
guardians  of  the  poor  shelter  and  food 
should  he  provided  for  those  miserahle  out- 
casts, some  of  whom,  perhaps,  might  he  I  Session.  The  hon.  Gentleman  wishes  to 
afflicted  with  fever  and  other  diseases,  and  j  have  some  additional  measure  with  regard 
somo  of  the  women,  perhaps,  just  after  j  to  corporations.  Y^  several  jean  I  eon- 
childhirth,  not  able  to  bear  the  inclemency  |  tended  in  this  House  that  it  was  but  right 
of  the  weather,  and  to  be  absolutely  in  need  I  to  place  corporations  in  Ireland  on  the  same 
of  such  food  and  shelter,  in  order  to  their ;  footing  as  corporations  in  Engrland.  I  think 

{ireservation.  1  do  not  think  that  we  are  >  there  is  a  great  deal  to  be  said  on  the  other 
iablo  to  bo  charged  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  \  side  of  the  question.  It  was  predicted  thst 
with  having  been  in  this  House  tardy  in  \  those  reformed  corporations,  instead  of  at- 
earrying  that  Bill  through;  the  Bill  was  {tending  to  municipal  and  local  aflaiit  of 
introduced  and  read  a  lirst  time  on  the  their  own  cities  and  boroughs,  would  be- 
22nd  of  April — that  was  immediately  before  \  come  violent  poUtlcal  bodies;  that  in  some 
the  Easter  holidays;  it  was  read  a  second  {  cases  they  would  rather  add  to  and  aid  say 
time  after  the  recess  on  the  2nd  of  May;  i  disaffection  that  prevailed  in  the  < 
and  a  thini  time  and  passed  on  the  Sth  of ;  "  " 
May.  1  think,  therefore,  that,  considering  " 
the  holidays,  there  was  no  want  of  despatch 
as  to  that  Bill.  I  very  much  lament  to 
say.  that  the  view  1  had  taken  of  that  Bill. 
and  the  sanction  that  was  given  to  it  by 
this  House,  was  not  adopted  by  the  House 
of  Lords.  When  the  Bill  came  back  to 
this  House.  1  own  it  appeared  to  me  that ' 
the  Bill  did  not  only  not  ii:ske  the  law  at  all 
hettor  than  i:  now  i<,  but.  in  some  respects, 
made  it  wor?o.  Wo  could  not,  therefore. 
agrw  to  iho^^  Amc::dmen:s.  The  BLIi  is 
gvnng  back  to  the  House  or  Lords:  a!:d  1 
urusi  that  they  will  take  the  sacio  view 
which  this  House  took  on  the  sub?ect,  aid 
that  therv  s:ay  bo  a  rer.:cxiy  w'-Loh  the  law 
will  aiv?rd  hi  s.ich  ariiotis  •  cas^s.  The:!. 
the  hoc.  Ger.;IeaiAi  rr.HXvdixi  w-.^h  his  r^ 
medios  :a  the  pirv's^:!:  s:a:e  cf  Ir^rLmd.  I 
will  U05  as  ;>.o  prvss:u:  3:=: en:  sdy,  who- 
iher  or  no:  is  wouli  r^i^  r«:*j"":'.e  r.;^  \-y  z^ 
iat^»  the  vvr.*iii'r:i:i:c:  ::' all  :ht'  Tirl:.:*  r^ 
Kedie*;  :u:  I  will  *:.i:e  ^^hi?  ::  is  :h^  h:c. 
iieatleciJkT.  ih.::!*  r.-ecTf^sArT  :o  r-:  Irrlxn-i 
iu  a  Iv::^:?  *i.viAl  i::.:  7«:-.::ioil  cvnc  :::=. 
The  hor*  vi  0 ■::!;?-.' i:i  :h:-*v*  i:  ~^*v>L*^.s»i-7^  :•: 
ha v'o  Avl i  : : : r jj  1  M  i  r.: ":-: «  :  .1  : h :>  :i  :rs--:  : .  r 
IrvLizi^l      1   i;   r.;;   .::-v  :hi:  :hi-»  niiv 


A.M :  ;"-il 


j..:-".>i:.f  :j:i: 


•;  -.v: 


'.^0-: 


-   ^*--.. 


,2  A  . 


:l:^.>w-  :"*  r.i*  .:  r^-\:  :»: 
5iiv  :j.i:  ".  i:  -:■!  :!:-! 

'.   i-:   -■ ' :  *  ■  ■  1  : ' : r-:   ":  i*  :e-:-:*  :  >  i:  1 ::  i* :d- 

:!i.!v.     -:-i-"*;-    :u:*>^ ::     :  :j  ■-:*  i"  ■:   v- 
::! «f  V  -" '  • : «.■•.->  •" .  r  ".  -^- •  .1 .  ■  •;       7  : :   "lo  r    J  -•  c- 


than  lessen  or  control  it  by  their  : 
and  magisterial  power.  There  was  great 
weight  in  that  objection.  Bat  ai  the  saoie 
time  I  was.  and  I  am  still  of  ofMnion,  that 
municipal  institutions — that  eorporadons 
elected  by  the  people — are  of  grreat  benefit 
to  the  people:  they  are  so  in  £n|jriand  sad 
Scotland:  and  it  would  prodnee  a  just  and 
well-f:^anded  discontent  if  we  woe  to  re- 
fuse to  Ireland  that  whieh  was  considered 
in  England  and  Scotland  an  adrantage.  I, 
therefore,  shoold  have  no  oljeccioD,  gene- 
rally speaking,  to  the  exienson  of  the 
fracchise  in  those  eorporadons,  in  the 
sazie  cianner  as  it  is  ext^ided  in  Eng- 
lani.  There  are,  however,  some  powera 
whi:h  e*>rT<-n::ons  hare  in  Engjand,  wln^ 
I  :h:-k  are  cf  doabttnl  adTaatage,  and 
which  oc^t  not  to  be  introdiMd  into 
a::y  nfw  Bill  as  to  Ireiaad.  The  koa. 
G'iztl-^zian  allsd-?d  to  the  grand  jury  law; 
viih  respect  ;o  that  law.  chat  agan&  was 
a  s:::-fc:  thas  •:cecpled  the  attenlioB 
:■:  L:ri  Be4bcr:azh.  azui  has  also  oe- 
.•-r:^i  :h^  a:tez:ioa  e:  Lced  CTarendoa; 
::::  s-^jh  h^  been  the  b^ssiBeaB  of  this 
H.use  :ha:  we  ha^^  no^  been  aUe,  with 
i::T  ohi-v-e  0:  earryhx*  it.  to  intro- 
ii:^  a  Bill  ^itcc  :ha:  sabjeet.  I  qnite 
ic^>f  :'j  i:  .4  :*  a  5cV<«  ci  the  greateel 
.  jTi-—:!:.':.  I  jiirz.:*  ecoieeire  anything 
r.-r:  ■:*^r-il  :c  IrjvJJLl  dtan  to  hare  good 
\^±.  :i..l  :*  ii  h-er  .'oaaes  whe  woidd 
Tr*;-*:::^*  :i?  TiA^t-'j:  it  roais  aad  odier 
u::77-:»f-::.^-:s  by  a  earetoL  j«st«  and 
:■  cc>c  ^  iTei'iiTurs;  «  tae  ratea  levied  in 
:.':>:  .••;  17 :.•;*.  I  laiak  br^  wwcrs 
.  1^  : :.  re  r'^iz:^  :j  ;ije  <eantzies  a  that 
**;  5 . 1:  >," .  7 :  f  h'.'  a .  ' J'ea^Imua  hsa  aQttied 
:.  *  >  Idzii  .-ri  aaji  Tt-oiui  BuL  of  whkh 
1  ia?^  sock^s.    He  aSmkiL  Ekffriae,  to 
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the  Waste  Lands  Bill.  Now,  Sir,  I  in- 
troduced a  Waste  Lands  Bill  into  this 
House,  which  gave  great  compulsory 
powers.  We  afterwards  abandoned  that 
Bill;  but  we  added  500,000?.  to  the  sum 
given  for  the  improTement  of  land  bj 
landlords,  and  for  the  reclamation  of 
waste  lands.  I  think  that  such  a  mea- 
sure was,  at  all  events,  rightly  introduced 
before  the  introduction  of  any  compubory 
measure.  Such  a  compulsory  measure  met 
with  very  great  difficulties,  and  there  were 
other  objections  of  an  economical  natiu*e  as 
to  any  expenditure  of  the  Government  for 
the  purpose  of  reclaiming  and  beginning 
the  cultivation  of  the  waste  lands.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  alluded  to  the  assist- 
ance that  was  given  to  railways.  A  very 
considerable  measure  was  introduced  by 
my  noble  Friend  the  First  Commissioner 
of  the  Woods  and  Forests  when  he  was 
Secretary  for  Ireland;  but  it  certainly  did 
not  meet  with  any  great  encouragement  in 
this  House.  We  did  last  year  propose  a 
vote  of  considerable  amount  as  a  loan  to 
one  of  the  railway  companies  in  Ireland, 
which  was  approved  of  by  this  House,  but 
we  met  with  considerable  opposition.  But, 
to  introduce  any  measiu*e  of  that  kind, 
we  ought  to  have  a  more  flourishing  state 
of  the  finances  than  we  can  boast  of  at  this 
moment.  I  do  not  think  that  we  ought 
to  advise  any  large  expenditure  of  that 
kind  unless  there  was  a  surplus  balance  in 
the  Exchequer.  With  regard  to  measures 
for  Ireland  generally,  I  shall  say  that  they 
divide  themselves  into  three  classes — social, 
political,  and  religious.  With  regard  to 
measures  bearing  on  the  social  character 
of  the  people,  we  have  introduced  and  car- 
ried into  effect  an  amended  poor-law  by 
which  a  vast  number  of  persons  have  been 
fed  during  the  present  year.  We  have 
likewise  introduced  a  measure  for  the  sale 
of  encumbered  estates,  which,  although  it 
will  not  have  any  immediate  operation,  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  said,  will,  I  believe,  in 
time,  be  found  of  great  social  advantage. 
I  can  conceive  nothing  worse  for  Ireland 
than  an  estate  encumbered  in  such  a  man- 
ner that  there  is  no  person  to  perform  the 
duties  of  a  landlord,  where  there  is  only  a 
nominal  landlord,  receiving  so  small  a  sum 
from  the  rental  that  it  is  impossible  he  can 
give  anything  to  the  improvement  of  the 
land,  and  where  there  are  others  having  an 
interest  in  the  land  so  temporary  or  doubt- 
ful that  they  do  not  feel  themselves  bound 
by  any  obligations  of  a  real  or  permanent 
character.    I  trust  that  that  great  evil  will 


meet  with  some  correction  from  the  Bill 
we  have  introduced.  With  respect  to  poli- 
tical measures,  there  is  the  question  of  the 
franchise,  upon  which  we  have  introduced 
a  measure,  and  which  seems  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  many  of  those  who  ask  for  an 
extended  franchise.  The  other  question 
is  one  of  the  utmost  difficulty — that  which 
relates  to  religion  and  the  ecclesiastical 
estabhshment  in  Ireland,  upon  which  I 
have  myself  taken  a  very  prominent  part 
on  former  occasions — I  allude  to  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland, 
which  is  a  Church  to  which  only  a  mino- 
rity of  the  people  belongs;  but  which  has 
always  had  the  revenues  that  are  recog- 
nised and  acknowledged  by  the  State.  This 
state  of  things  is  far  from  satisfactory. 
No  one  can  deny  that  the  appropriation  of 
the  whole  of  the  revenues  which  the  State 
allows  and  recognises  as  the  revenues  of 
the  Established  Church  of  a  small  portion 
of  the  people,  is  in  itself  an  anomaly  and 
a  grievance.  But  if  I  consider,  from  ac- 
knowledging that  grievance,  what  can  be 
the  remedy  adopted,  I  own  I  find  the  diffi- 
culty almost  insuperable.  The  measure 
that  I  proposed  was,  that  a  portion  of  .the 
revenues  of  the  Established  Church  should 
be  devoted  to  the  education  of  the  people 
of  every  class  and  creed;  but  with  respect 
to  that  measure,  which,  if  it  had  been 
adopted  at  that  time,  would,  I  think,  have 
given  great  satisfaction,  yet,  when  it  was 
refused,  and  refused  more  than  once,  the 
circumstances  became  entirely  altered. 
The  Protestants  felt  it  a  great  grievance 
to  have  any  part  of  their  Church  revenues 
separated  from  the  purposes  of  that  Church ; 
and  they  considered  that  the  separation  of 
a  part  would  lead  to  the  abolition  of  the 
whole  Establishment.  Those  who,  on  the 
other  hand,  considered  the  Church  Estab- 
lishment as  a  grievance,  not  seeing  this 
measure  carried  into  effect  at  once,  carried 
their  views  much  further,  and  would  not 
be  satisfied  with  less  than  the  abolition  of 
the  entii-e  Protestant  Establishment.  In 
such  a  condition  it  was  useless  to  attempt 
to  advance  that  measure.  It  would  have 
been  almost  impossible  to  have  carried  it; 
but,  if  carried,  it  would  not  have  produced 
the  effect  originally  intended.  Well,  then, 
Sir,  should  we  adopt  the  measure  proposed 
the  other  day  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester — the  abolition  of  the  Protes- 
tant Church  Establishment  ?  For  my  own 
part,  I  believe  that  the  Protestants  of  Ire- 
land, living  in  a  country  where  a  Church 
Estabhshment  .is  acknowledged,  have  a 
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fair  claim  to  havo  a  Church  Establish- 1  their  Church  as  an  attempt  to  bribe  tbe 
mont  of  thoir  own;  that  they  havo  a  clergy  away  from  the  cause  of  the  people: 
fair  claim  that  that  Establishment  shall  be  and  I  feel  quite  sure  of  one  thing,  that  if 
AcknowKMlgod  hv  the  State;  ami  I  do  not  I  declared  myself  in  favour  of  such  a  pro- 
know  that,  diminished  as  the  tithes  have  ceeding,  I  should  hear,  not  that  it  was  u 
been,  diminished  as  the  property  of  the '  endeavour  to  do  justice  to  the  people  of 
Chun»h  has  been,  by  the  abolition  of  church  Ireland,  by  giving  an  establishment  to  the 
rates,  taking  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  at  majoiity  as  well  as  the  minority,  but  thtt 
somewhere  about  a  million  —  [An  Hon.  it  was  an  endeavour  to  sedace  the  clergy 
Mkmukk:  7r>0.lHK^]  —  there  is  any  great  of  Ireland  frum  their  flocks,  and  to  brike 
excess  in  the  amount  allowed  to  that  them  to  the  service  of  the  State.  Here, 
IVuestant  I'hun'h.  Then  are  there  not  then,  are  the  difficulties  of  that  question, 
other  r\^asons  why  you  should  not  prooiod  partly  ecclesiastical  and  partly  religiou. 
to  the  aMitiou  of  that  I'hurch  i  I  can  It  forms  a  difficulty  in  the  state  of  Ire- 
well  understand  that  men  who  are  for  what  land,  with  which  unliapptly  Mr.  Pitt  did 
i*  oalKxl  the  vv^Unitary  principle — who  think  not  iit tempt  to  c>pe  when  he  framed  his  pLu 
the  Ohuri'h  Kstublishment  v>f  England  an  for  the  puqH.>-e  of  the  Union.  It  is  a  diffi- 
abus^^ — who  think  the  ihurch  of  S^vtland  eul:y  wi;h  which,  I  believe,  some  Goren- 
an  abu*^^ — and  tha:  the  A u: erica n  principle  ment  or  e:ber.  some  Pariiament  or  other  of 
is  the  true  principle  to  Iv  adopted — I  can,  this  country,  must  cope;  but  I  would  depre- 
I  say*  well  undorsMud  t>.at  they  should  de-  caio  any  aiieTtjpt  xu  encounter  this  diffieohy 
niand  the  instant  aK\i::ou  o:  the  Church  of  unless  circumstances  are  faTonrable  to 
Ireland  ;  bu:  for  my  so*.:"  1  have  c:her  view*,  the  su».*cess  cf  the  measure  that  was  td- 
For  rvas^>i*.s  lha\e  :r\\:ucv.:'y  cxrrvssod  in  visible  to  be  profvjsed.  I  think  that  the 
this  House.  I  :h!r/v  :h.i:  such  auKsiaViish-    exo::ea:rc:  ^i  great  religions  animosities, 

:he  pvi::^  c^o^'j^ion  to  a:taek  the  religioB 
::  a  ^rta:  per:  ..:  :he  people  of  these 
islir.l?.  :hv  i;:T:nj  'A'cajsion  to  excite  one 
ziAH  j^Ains:  anvihtr  on  the  groond  of  the 
I"f.:r\'>i^  o:  his  rvli^lous  creed — ^woold  be 
a  v::y  seri.cs  finl:.  if  not  a  crime,  on  tha 
ivir;  .:  Any  O  :7-ri=iea:.  unless  they  were 
:.  sr:-e  th-i:  :h:wjt:  ihAi  lemporarj  eril 
rj-^h:  :n'  tM-Sc-i.  *<:=-?  ^reat  ultimate  he- 
-^-  i :  '^ :  il  i  :•*  i^ r. red  fr;  =i  it.  I .  thefcfoK, 
l-\i--*  :>-.s  5-:;-,\:: — sr:  deajia^  its  impor- 
:Ar>:— z.:  ifzyi-z  ^a:.  as  Uie  qoestioii 
>Ti-i>.  i:  .s  A  ^l:Ti;,>»,  t'C^  as  the  same 
:-=*  :..  z::-c  --*  :'*  i=i=:<nse  difBeulty, 
in:  i;v"-L-.:j:  :!:j:  the  c^c^doa  ought  not 
::  ":o  ir.-.zT:::>.«i  -^<^  tl:«re  is  a  pitK- 
t:-.:  :  :::  >:Ii-j,^  ;f  thii  di&tih  prob- 
T  • :  ': :  t  .-^ztleziia  who  has  made 
:>  s  >w.:-  -  Lji.>  :is  ::  r»?  iz»  the  consd- 
:-i:  ::  .:"  :L:Si£  -i.~.cs  :«escaei».  In  the 
J.:  ,-  -L--:  .-  ti-r  r^^Ani.a  he  asks  joa 
•- -  -.  ■ .  >3»>--y  -:'Z}itz-=:yi^\  oc  soch  mes- 
> .  -^^  s^  r. i T  :,:  rt;v«6*ry  w  impfore  the 
:  r.':-:<s  "l:-  r^jc-razeesw  and  es- 
J  •  >:  : .  :>-  -  jTi^Sw  ;c  tli*  Irish  pe<^e. 
V:.  •  :  - .'.-.•zzid^^  w^-i  saoke.  I  most 
>si  -»  :  C"*-^-:  ri::-i:iir  la-i  £ii*ces&,  is 
T.  .J  :  >K-.i  i  -; :  -  :^  i*^ss  h  as  ^ixn  any 
^  ^:  ■  ..;-^  -_*jc  -£:-*  aw*si:«»5  h*  thinks 
i —  .  ...  '-.•i-:s*  r"-^^*^'^»  ba^e  been 
>.•"":  :^  .•-'=.■1  r^Aaiuad  SKce  to 
..-.  -  ,~'..  -  ;  T^-s  .--:T*£ri^eiit  than 
^  i  ■  •■  :  - :-:  ":>Jir  seasuzvsw  one 
1,-  *  ^.^  ui'^'ir  ^  liiiTitinfirtn  nf 
/  ^-  :.a^«.7  \  7.  iu~^  snrl  fts  are  apprared 


racn:  ;s  a  w:sc  ms:::;::: 
I  believe  tha:  »l:cre  i; 

,^:i  r:r  :.:e  cv^untry. 
i  s  r r,^:v rly  c.^*  v :  ic  i 

to  the  vunxv^cs  tor  v»  h' 
a  Church  KstiX.  >*;.:vc 

vh  ::  «AS  :'::erv'U\;. 
v.:   is  i;  llissirr  t: 

:^e  lyvplc  ar.:;-.'ps:  >»h 

.-r.  i:  is  cs:A:l:sh-'I. 

Noc.  :^-.r»  ca;i   1   SvV  t' 

*:i:   :h-:re  w.-^li  :-: 

a:*>  4,^Ji:";a^v   :r.  dr. 

^  "«;"h   thi^  rest   :* 

:Sf  ;;5h,-s  :hjt:  »>.\1: 
:\^  rer  ^v*:   .:*  :h;':u. 
ar^s^*   ^-ch^^r  c:5C*::^t:s. 

>»i   hi^e   i:-c  v!:h 

w,::.  :hz=.  th— 

Th-Ti:  a::  5*1*  th; 

l>>-*.,'r:  rVr    ;V:.s;a: 

::s,  »S:>ir  ^\i,-:!v 

,'f  .^^  v.-vsv  •:   A -:.•...: 

,-    v    irv    ii^->: 

i-fv-v-    :^;-    :.s    V- 

scr:    i-   -v:.     v.u 

*.■';..  ■•  "-i^v  •■•  ■:>   v.'ji,' 

•:   i:-v    .-'  vr   i>:A> 

*>.'  v:   :  r  :>:  \i:::^  ,- 

...    ^-.-j^;    -.^.   .-.-Y 

.<'  .'-o;r  :        V   ;-^ 

.  "?    >  i^i-*:     :  :":; 

^.Jx-J.-,>i  :.*i:  \->v-:  :" 

^:  ;  -:>;     •     V^:-* 

,v?v:    ^  iTi---, .  t . ;  V  :'\ 

^   ::   :■:    .:^■:-:■:^ 

\.Vi.    ,■•..<.           :':    >  .-, 

',:   •"■•:■  "C^   ::    :1": 

: . . ;  . :  y    .:  i    :  4    •. 
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of  speedily  passed,  and  to  have  those  that 
are  not  approved  of  either  corrected  or  re- 
jected, for  another  and  hotter  consider- 
ation. It  is  not  surely  the  Government, 
therefore,  who  are  to  he  accused  of  having 
caused  the  delay  of  the  various  measures 
which  hon.  Gentlemen  have  thought  neces- 
sary, or  which  the  Government  may  have 
thought  necessary,  for  the  good  of  Ireland. 
No  one  can  have  attended  to  the  dehates 
during  the  present  Session  without  feeling 
how  great  are  the  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
carrying  a  series  of  measures  into  effect. 
There  was  an  ohject  of  great  importance 
to  the  navigation,  the  manufactures,  and 
the  commerce  of  the  whole  united  king- 
dom, which  we  were  anxious  to  effect — 1 
allude  to  the  change  in  the  navigation 
laws;  hut,  owing  to  the  protracted  debates 
in  this  House,  the  measure  relating  to  that 
subject  cannot  be  carried  during  the  pre- 
sent Session.  Nor  can  I  promise  that  I 
shall  have  any  influence,  by  making  an  al- 
teration in  the  rules  of  the  House,  even  if 
such  an  alteration  were  practicable,  to 
change  the  habit  of  long  and  protracted 
debates.  The  habit  of  bringing  on  various 
discussions  on  a  multiplicity  of  subjects, 
and  of  interweaving  the  subjects  of  those 
discussions  one  with  another,  is,  I  am 
afraid,  one  which  has  become  too  invete- 
rate for  me  to  entertain  the  hope  of  pos- 
sessing sufficient  influence  to  change  it. 
So  long,  therefore,  as  this  habit  lasts, 
Ireland  must  take  its  share  with  the  rest 
of  the  united  kingdom  in  the  delay  that 
may  happen  by  the  postponement  of  mea- 
sures which  are  of  very  great  importance. 
It  is  not,  I  feel  confident,  any  indisposition 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  or  any  in- 
disposition on  the  part  of  the  majority  of 
this  House,  to  consider  such  measures  as 
may  tend  to  benefit  Ireland,  that  gives 
rise  to  that  delay.  I  feel  convinced  tliat 
if  the  House  were  persuaded  that  the  re- 
presentatives of  Ireland  really  demanded 
the  enactment  of  certain  measures,  and 
that  those  measures  would  tend  to  the 
benefit  of  Ireland,  they  would  be  as  readily 
considered  and  adopted  as  any  measures 
which  could  be  proposed  for  the  benefit  of 
any  other  portion  of  the  empire.  But, 
whatever  those  measures  may  be,  or  the 
delays  may  be,  let  me  conclude  as  I  began, 
by  stating,  that  the  grievances  of  Ireland 
are  not  grievances  of  a  recent  date — that 
they  are  not  caused  by  enactments  within 
the  last  few  years,  oi-  by  the  neglect  of 
enactments  during  the  last  few  years — but 
that,   although   their  principal  character 


may  be  social,  yet  they  are  also  political 
and  religious  grievances  of  long  standing, 
and  which  cannot  be  easily  or  speedily  re- 
dressed. I  trust  that  that  want  of  speedy 
and  easy  redress  will  not  be  imputed  as  a 
fault  to  the  present  Parliament  of  the 
united  kingdom,  any  more  than  it  would 
be  to  any  special  Parliament  of  Ireland.  I 
believe  we,  as  an  Imperial  Parliament, 
have  some  advantages  over  a  Parliament 
sitting  in  Ireland  for  remedying  the  griev- 
ances which  exist  in  that  country,  because 
we  must  always  recollect  that  in  Ireland 
there  is  not  one  really  indisputable  path 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  an  undisputed  ma- 
jority, would  lead  that  country  to  prosperity 
and  happiness.  On  the  contrary,  such  is 
the  division  of  opinion  in  Ireland,  that  I  do 
think  it  useful,  very  often,  in  order  to 
soothe  the  asperities  that  exist,  to  intro- 
duce the  opinions  of  persons  who  are  less 
mingled  with  party,  and  with  the  political 
and  religious  animosities  of  that  country. 
All  that  I  can  ask  of  the  House  is,  not  to 
assent  to  the  impossible  task  laid  before  us 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman;  but  to  proceed 
calmly  and  gradually  to  the  removal  of  any 
grievances  that  may  affect  the  people  of 
Ireland;  and,  above  all,  to  be  persuaded 
that  it  is  by  peaceable  methods,  and  by 
discussion  in  Parliament,  that  a  redress  of 
those  grievances  is  to  be  obtained;  that  a 
resort  to  arms  and  to  rebellion  can  but  lead 
to  an  aggravation  of  the  misfortunes  that 
already  afflict  that  country;  that  the  re- 
sources of  Ireland,  great  as  they  are,  would 
speedily  be  sacrificed  and  dissipated  in  civil 
warfare;  and,  finally,  that  we  should  alone 
look  to  the  maintenance  of  the  authority  of 
the  law  to  enable  the  industrious  and  the 
peaceable  in  Ireland,  under  the  free  insti- 
tutions of  this  empire,  to  advance  in  happi- 
ness and  prosperity. 

Mr.  H.  HERBERT  thought  the  pecu- 
liar  evil  of  the  legislation  of  this  country 
for  Ireland  was,  not  that  the  measures 
were  unsuitable,  but  that  they  were  not 
concomitant  with  one  another.  The  poor- 
law,  for  instance,  was  an  admirable  mea- 
sure; but  any  one  might  have  seen  that  it 
would  be  a  failure  unless  it  were  accom- 
panied by  other  measures  for  the  cultiva- 
tion of  the  waste  lands,  or  for  otherwise 
employing  the  poor.  Then,  again,  the 
Encumbered  Estates  Bill  was  a  capital 
measure;  and  he  only  regretted  that  it 
was  not  passed  at  the  time  the  Poor  Law 
Bill  was  enacted.  It  would  have  admirably 
assisted  the  operation  of  the  latter  mea- 
sure.    But  he  discountenanced  the  idef^ 
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wbieh  the  Irish  seemed  to  entertain  that 
eTenrtliing  was  to  be  done  by  legislation. 
Would  legislation  make  a  tyrant  landlord 
just  I  Would  legislation  make  an  idle 
tenant  industrious  and  honest  \  It  had 
been  said  of  Mr.  0*Connell  that  he  found 


borough  system,  bat  she  had  lost  greatly 
by  the  abolition  of  the  40#.  freeholden. 
With  reference  to  the  improrement  of  the 
social  condition  of  Irelana,  the  first  gretft 
requisite  was  agricultural  improremeBt; 
and  he  was  confirmed  in  thia   bj  the  eri- 


his  countrymen  slayes,  and  that  he  left  \  dence  of  Lord  Deyon  giyen  before  the  Se- 
them  free  men.  This  he  did  not  mean  to  j  leet  Committee  on  the  Fannera*  Estate  BID, 
dispute;  but  still  he  belieyed  that  the  spirit ;  to  the  effect  that  the  efforts  of  the  Legu- 
of  agitation  which  preyailed  in  Ireland  had  lature  ought  to  be  directed  to  the  creatiai 
done  more  to  retard  the  prosperity  of  the  of  a  class  of  small  landed  proprieton. 
country  than  any  legislation  of  that  House.  '  C«.loni5ation  and  emigration,  lie  beliered, 
[••  Xo.  no  !"]     llv^n.  Gonilemen  cried  out    would  be  wholly  inoperatiye  to  relieyethe 

country  of  the  weight  of  destitntioa  mider 
which  it  was  suffering.  With  respeet  to 
the  tenant-right  in  Ulster,  to  wiueh  tiie 
noble  Lord  had  cnrsorilj  alluded,  he  wai 
rejoiced  to  find  that  the  noble  Loid  wai 
not  disy»osed  to  yiew  that  institntion  other- 
wise than  farourably.  Unlike  manj  other 
Irish  Memlicrs.  he  entirelr  approTed  of  the 
poctr-law  which  had  been  passed  for  Ireland 
last  Session,  recognising  the  prinriple  that 
ir.  sc-z^e  cases,  and  under  certain  cimm- 
sTr4i:Cvs.  it  was  ri^rht  and  proper  that  out- 
dxT  relief  should  be  administered  to  the 
destn:i:e  :  let  noiwithstanding'  that  on 
prin::pie  be  was  friesdir  to  the  enactmeDt, 
he  u:i  r:ot  hesitate  to  predict  tJbat  it  would 
not  wcrk  we'j.  or  allsy  the  disronteDt  wlueh 
a:  prL-ser.:  prerai^ed  amongst  the  late- 
Tvaytrf.  ur.less  K^iLe  impc-rtant  altefatiou 
were  in'rc-iaccd  with  respect  to  the  mode 
of  r£::Lz.  a::d  the  apTonaomnent  of  the 
i'f<i:ral  d:T:>::.aF.  He  entire!  j  Cfcaiied 
«-::l  :be  D:r>^  L:>ri  in  thinking  that  h  was 
a  r^iHcr  cf  tctt  c:>:ia3derab1e 


"  Xo,  no;*'  but  at  alleyents.  in  expressing 
his  opinion,  he  hoped  ho  had  done  so  with 
due  respect  to  the  memory  c^f  the  illustrious 
man  he  had  mentioned.  It  was  much  re- 
quired in  Ireland  that  the  leaders  of  the 
people  would  haye  the  moral  courage  to 
speak  the  truth.  If  the  people  were  to 
obey  the  instructions  of  the  Catholic  olergr. 
as  contained  in  the  letter  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic clergy  of  Tralee,  puViished  some 
time  agv*.  and  which  en; coined  ihem  to 
shake  odT  the  torpcT  of  their  character,  and 
turn  their  attention  t>  the  development  of 
the  soil,  their  cv^ndixion  would  l»e  far  bet- 
ter. He  was  muih  p^t:f.ed  tbat  the  Irish 
cjergy  were  gi»":r.^  sir^iilAr  ad"»-:c-e  t^  ihoir 
flivks.  arsi  in  sk"»  li.v.r.^  u:ey  were  or.::ile-i 
to  the  ibar.fc5  of  the  c:ur.:rT;  f.r.  tak:r.j 
them  fcs  a  b>iy.  when  hi  rcrnis^'b-crei  the 
priyatjons  *hoy  hau  suferei.  ani  the  y> 
sition  in  •rhkh  ih:y  '^ere  T-la«%:,  hi? 
surprii»e  w-as  not  thit  a  :c«-  wori-  c:*- 
a^ecioi,  bi:t  that  ihvre  w-i«  o:;e  L.vil  st::- 
^ioci  ajDOTiir  Thor.:. 

Mt..  FA^^AX  fe3k*i'£  that  ir.o  >T»C":\:h  cf 
H or  M  s;esiT  s  •.  h  i :  V.  :-■.*:<  r  w  .-.u".  I  r : :  W 
<».-M.*.'}aeri^;  a  r:ii*s?»Lp-"  cf  yesi-e  ir.  I r: '.:.•-. 
7.": ouch  ;ho  r^.^'if  L:-r.l  r.*..'.  a.:T.-n-:'iI  :: 
ir.jtr^   of  :hr  cr-iT-tT ..-^o* -wh  :h  :  r:->soi   :~ 
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lir.\:   sT>i  he  e;:L>d  dm  refram  from 
7->:>>"7^   h:w  i:r.*fe«edlr  s^trrj   be  wii 

:>.:.:  ih-  7r.-7.:is:i::.::  of  the  ac-We  Lofd  the 
y.:r:*:n-r  ::-r  Lrrr  Lv-«rd  George  Bentinck) 
":A.i  -;■;  >?e-  tssccted  to  bj  that  Honse 
lif:  >t->f-::-.  It  wo£»£  sot  haxe  ewt  Eng- 
!l-  :  .-■:  fhZr.r.  whil-r  h  w->ii]d  bare  ia- 
::."..:>  c:ci-:rrt-»i  rrpAi  asd  lasiii^ benefit 
:-.  :':  •:  7->:t.:-:  :c  Irriasd.  The  obwrra- 
:  .T.>  -phi.'h  :he  e:.:>  Lr?c-d  L^rd  J.  Rts- 
>: .;  hi,!  ;  f  £:r:-I  w^ih  :*fpen  »  ibeCbarch 
:>:::':•  ;>rLiiT:  :-  Irclaziu.  w«*  3«  as  wor- 
:hT  ::'  .-:■=: r..-.T.;jii;:.x  **  scime  «£»«-  pa»- 
>rr*:s     :    ::.:    zi.hjr   l:c«'*   s^imc^l     He 

V  :r.  -. ::  -vr-f;  t:  ti.:*  sir-wi,  n:*  oc^cr  i»- 

- :  -  -;  li    ■    -    !*.  L- ".    iK  TiOfcKC  tbaS  tVW  ihu 
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did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  nothing  could 
be  more  unwise — nothing  more  impolitic  or 
unstatesman-like — than  the  determination 
to  continue  such  an  institution.  He  thought 
it  right,  however,  to  add,  that  he  did  not 
wish  to  see  the  ecclesiastical  revenues  in 
Ireland  appropriated  to  Catholic  purposes, 
and  he  was  most  decidedly  hostile  to  any 
State  provision  for  the  Catholic  clergy. 
He  had  but  very  imperfectly  touched  on  a 
few  of  the  topics  dwelt  upon  by  the  noble 
Lord;  but  he  should  not  be  justified  in 
trespassing  any  longer  on  the  attention  of 
the  House. 

Mb.  MONSELL,  feeling  strongly  with 
regard  to  the  present  miserable  condition 
of  Ireland,  could  not  hesitate  to  give  his 
vote  in  favour  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
proposition.  In  opposition  to  the  opinions 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr,  Fagan),  he  must  say,  that  there  was 
not  one  single  Member  in  that  House,  of 
any  party,  be  he  English,  Scotch,  or  Irish, 
however  different  from  others  might  be 
the  views  that  he  took  as  to  the  means  of 
remedying  the  evils  of  Ireland,  who  did 
not  sincerely  and  heartily  desire  to  remedy 
those  evils,  and  was  not  prepared  to  exer- 
cise his  utmost  energies  in  the  removal  of 
them.  He  would  ask  the  House  to  con- 
sider, for  one  moment,  what  was  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  Ireland.  It  was  not  ne- 
cessary for  him  to  go  into  any  lengthened 
proof  on  that  subject — it  would  answer  his 
purpose  to  recall  to  the  attention  of  the 
House  the  remarkable  letter  read  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  a  few  nights  ago,  in  which 
was  described  the  condition  of  every  class 
of  the  Irish  people — landlords  of  the  west 
of  Ireland  being  described  to  be  in  debtors' 
prisons — fields  deserted — and  the  people 
out  of  employment.  When  the  House  re- 
collected all  these  things,  it  would  be  mere 
surplusage  in  him  to  endeavour  to  amplify 
that  description,  or  to  adduce  any  argu- 
ments to  prove  that  the  social  condition  of 
Ireland  was  most  desperate.  But,  in  giv- 
ing his  vote  in  favour  of  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Roch- 
dale, he  was,  of  course,  obliged  to  show 
that  these  evils  were  such  as,  he  did  not 
say  might  be  remedied,  but  might,  at  all 
events,  be  mitigated  by  legislation.  [The 
hon.  Member,  on  this  subject,  quoted  a 
long  passage  from  the  speech  of  Lord 
Howick  (now  Earl  Grey),  in  1843,  who 
then  declared  that  the  evils  of  Ireland 
might  be  remedied  by  legislation.]  Every 
one  (he  continued)  who  considered  the  sab« 


ject  must  confess  that  the  present  .social 
condition  of  Ireland  was  attributable  to 
the  relation  which  existed  in  that  country 
between  capital  and  labour.  Until  they 
increased  the  capital  of  Ireland,  or  dimi- 
nished the  numbers  of  those  who  required 
employment,  it  was  idle  for  that  House  to 
imagine  that  any  thing  else  that  they  could 
do  for  Ireland  would  deliver  her  from  the 
miserable  condition  in  which  she  was 
placed.  Now,  there  was  a  very  remark^* 
able  fact,  which,  he  thought,  showed  very 
clearly  what  the  state  of  Ireland  was  with 
reference  to  the  employment  of  capital. 
He  held  in  his  hand  returns  moved  for  by 
the  present  Solicitor  General,  of  the  amount 
of  stocks  and  annuities  transferred  from 
Ireland  to  England  for  several  years.  On 
the  5th  of  January,  1848,  the  amount  of 
annuities  transferred  from  Ireland  to  Eng- 
land was  1,384,482Z.  So  that  by  rea- 
son of  the  insecure  state  of  Ireland,  even 
the  capital  which  was  in  it  flew  from  it. 
It  sought  investment  anywhere  else  rather 
than  in  Ireland.  The  owners  of  capital 
there  preferred  a  low  rate  of  interest  and 
security  in  England,  to  a  high  rate  of  inte- 
rest in  Ireland,  with  the  insecurity  that 
attached  to  property  there.  Now,  how 
was  that  evil  to  be  remedied  ?  In  the  first 
place,  he  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Kerry,  that  nothing  could  be 
more  idle  than  the  imagination  that  legis- 
lation alone  could  give  prosperity  to  Ire« 
land ;  but  he  did,  at  the  same  time,  main* 
tain  that  without  legislation,  without  giv- 
ing some  hope  to  the  industrious  man—* 
without  giving  some  expectation  that  self- 
reliance  would  accomplish  its  end — it  was 
idle  for  that  House  to  imagine  that  self<« 
reliance  would  be  produced.  And,  there- 
fore, although  it  might  seem  to  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen to  be  a  small  thing  to  put  in  the 
front  of  so  great  a  matter,  he  should  say 
that  the  first  thing  that  ought  to  be  done 
was  to  hasten,  in  every  way,  that  arrange-^ 
mcnt  with  regard  to  settling  the  area  of 
taxation  for  the  poor  which  was  now  being 
made  under  the  directions  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  to  bring  it  into  play  with 
the  least  possible  delay.  And,  if  he* might 
adduce  one  reason  more  than  another  which 
ought  to  induce  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  endeavour  to  hurry  that  arrangement, 
it  would  be  the  accounts  that  had  reached 
this  country  with  regard  to  the  state  of 
the  potato  crop  in  Ireland.  And  he  did 
entreat  Her  Majesty's  Government  not 
again  to  face  the  frightful  evil  of  famine 
with  the  area  of  taxation  as  largo  as  il 
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now  vaa.  There  was  another  question  of 
far  greater  magnitade.  which  he  mu=t  also 
take  that  opportunity  of  pressing  upon 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  upon  the 
House — the  question  of  colobisation.  Un- 
less that  House  determined  to  encourage 
colonisation  to  a  large  extent,  nil  their 
exertions  on  behalf  of  Ireland  would  be 
thrown  away  ;  for  there  were  many  dis- 
tricts in  Ireland  in  which  the  small  farms, 
or  rather  wretched  holdings,  described  by 
the  noble  Lord  ^Lord  J.  Russell  >  did  not  ex- 
ist. Until  they  took  steps  v*  pet  rid  of  that 
wretched  system  of  small  holdings.  Ireland 
would  remain  in  its  present  niiserable  con- 
dition. With  regard  to  the  measure  which 
had  just  passed  with  regard  to  Ireland — 
the  Encumbertrd  Estates  Bill — he  augured 
great  good  from  it.  lie  a!-o  believed  that 
much  good  might  be  expected  to  result 
from  the  adoption  of  the  measure  which 
had  been  introduced  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  fur  Ireland,  with  re- 
gard to  registration,  but  which  it  had  been 
found  necessary  to  postpone  until  next 
Session,  when  he  trusted  that  it  would  be 
passed  into  a  law.  But  the  question  which 
he  believed  to  be  the  most  important  of 
all,  was  the  ecclesiastical  condition  of  Ire- 
land, lie  confessed  that  the  expressions 
which  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  on 
that  subject  had  given  him  the  greatest 
possible  pain.  The  noble  Lord  had  stated 
that  he  still  felt  as  he  did  when  he  sat 
upon  the  Opposition  bonches.  that  it  was 
most  desirable  to  establish  religious  equal- 
ity in  Ireland  :  but  he  dwelt  upon  the 
groat  difficulty  uf  discovering  any  plan  for 
the  accomplishment  of  that  obio»?t.  He 
felt  that  the  subject  wa^  one  of  very  great 
difficulty :  but  ho  would  tell  that  House 
that  it  was  a  difficulty  which  they  must 
face.  He  wanted  to  know  why  it  was 
that,  whilst  they  found  Roman  I'atholics 
and  Protestants  living  together  \\\  j»crfect 
amity  in  other  count ri.^s — in  Bavaria,  Si- 
lesia, and  every  part  of  the  Continent — in 
Ireland  they  found  them  always  arrayed  in 
bitter  hostility  to  each  oiher.  Did  not 
every  one  acquainted  with  Ireland  feel  as- 
sured that,  if  unfortunately  the  misguided 
people  who  were  now  in  anus  in  ihai  coun- 
try prv>voked  a  war,  that  war  would  beoonie 
a  religious  war — it  would  n-jt  only  be  a 
war  of  the  poor  against  tlie  rich,  but  of 
Catholios  against  Troiestants  .'  Well,  now, 
he  wanted  to  know  why  that  should  be  the 
case  f  Beeavise  the  niainienaneo  of  the 
Established  Church  in  Irohind  was  the 
xnaiutonauco  of  the   marks   of  conquest, 
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which  produced  the  most  bitter 
and,  until  they  entirely  remored  dm  I 
galling  marks,  and  established  perfect  n> 
ligiuus  equality,  there  could  be  no  peMe 
in  that  country.  The  real  difficolty  ii  { 
settling  this  question  was  that  the  Com- 
ment feared  to  encoiinter  the  rdigkn 
feeling  or  bigotry  of  the  people  of  Eig- 
land  and  Scotland.  He  entreated  the  Go- 
vernment to  reconsider  their  decision  apn 
this  question — boldly  to  grapple  with  db 
grievance:  for  by  so  doing  thej  would  W 
taking  the  greatest  step  towards  the  pid- 
ticf^tion  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  could  not  regard  Ae 
question  then  before  them  in  a  merely  Ink 
point  of  view.  He  believed  that  it  mi  i 
question  deeply  affecting  the  wel&re  i 
England  and  Scotland  as  well  as  Irdaiii 
Ue  believed  that  it  was  a  great  nstiml 
question,  and  as  such  he  should  addiea 
himself  to  its  consideration.  He  thooght 
that  no  hon.  Member  could  eaj  he  was  «• 
tirely  satisfied  at  the  close  of  this  Sessoi 
of  Parliament  to  leave  Ireland  in  the  stite 
in  which  it  at  present  existed,  and  wUA 
was  every  day  getting  worse.  Haviif 
commenced  the  Session  by  passing  a  Coer- 
cion Act,  and  finished  by  a  suspension  of 
the  Habeas  Corpus  Act,  it  could  hsrdljk 
said  that  the  Uousc  had  done  its  duty  to- 
wards Ireland.  It  was  a  remarksble  &et 
that  on  that  very  day,  the  28th  of  Jdj, 
l^Oo  'forty-five  years  ago),  the  House  of 
Commons  was  employed  in  suspending  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act  for  Ireland.  Nov,  he 
would  ask,  what  had  the  House  dose  in 
these  forty -five  years  to  produce  anv  stlo- 
tary  change  in  the  condition  of  IreLmi 
Ue  must  tell  the  House  that  there  wis  % 
deep  conviction  on  the  minds  of  the  people 
— he  did  not  allude  either  to  Young  Irdud 
or  Old  Ireland,  but  to  the  people  generallT 
— that  that  House  was  incapable  of  legisla- 
ting for  Ireland;  and  if  there  was  one  dutj 
more  incumbent  than  another  on  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  and  the  House  of  Com- 
mons at  the  present  time,  it  was  to  shov 
that  they  were  able  and  willing  to  grapple 
with  Irish  questions — not  to  fold  their  amu 
with  complacency,  and  point  to  the  £n- 
ouv.ibered  Estates  Bill,  the  Landlord  and 
Tenant  Bill,  or  any  other  single  measure, 
but  to  address  themselves  like  mea  to  the 
consideration  of  the  whole  question  of  the 
remedies  for  the  grievances  of  Ireland.  He 
roniombered  —  and  the  majority  of  the 
House  would  remember — ^that  in  the  course 
of  last  Session,  in  the  year  1847,  when  a 
large  deputation  of  what  waa  then  called 
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«*  the  Irish  Party  "  waited  on  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  iiead  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  expostulate  with  him  on  certain 
clauses  of  the  Poor  Law  Act,  the  noble 
Lord  cut  short  the  existence  of  that  party 
by  a  most  laconic  query — •*  What  other 
pkns  do  you  propose?"  The  Irish  Party 
was  silent.  They  proposed  no  other  plan ; 
and  in  the  course  of  that  week  the  Irish 
P4rty  expired.  He  would  say  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  '*  What  other  plans 
do  you  propose  on  this  occasion  ?  You 
have  suspended  the  constitution.  What 
other  plans  do  you  propose  ?  "  However 
excellent  the  tone  of  the  noble  Lord's 
speech  might  be  in  the  opinion  of  the 
House,  it  would  not  do  on  the  other  side 
of  the  Channel;  the  very  milk-and-water 
hopes  he  held  out  would  scarcely  compen- 
sate the  Irish  people  for  the  very  injurious 
measures  he  had  carried.  Indeed,  there 
was  no  mention  of  any  remedies  or  of  any 
|4ans  but  those  they  had  had  this  Session. 
For  the  fifteenth  time — he  spoke  within 
his  own  limited  experience — an  hon.  Mem- 
ber got  up  and  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  state  of  Ireland,  and  the  ne- 
cessity of  remedial  measures.  To  the  pre- 
sent times,  indeed,  the  language  of  that 
great  orator,  Hussey  Burgh,  might  well  be 
applied  when  he  said,  *'  Talk  not  of  peace. 
Ireland  is  not  in  a  state  of  peace.  Ireland 
is  in  a  state  of  smothered  war."  How 
was  it  that  Ireland  was  at  this  moment  in 
a  state  of  smothered  war?  It  had  been 
said  Ireland  did  not  come  before  Parlia- 
ment in  a  proper  manner  to  prefer  a  state- 
ment of  her  grievances.  Did  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  said  so  ever  hear  of  **  a 
starving  people  taught  to  writhe  with  grace 
and  groan  in  melody?  "  Was  it  strange, 
if  they  felt  themselves  an  oppressed  na- 
tion, that  they  did  not  come  before  that 
House  with  **  bated  breath  "  and  bended 
knee?  Hon.  Gentlemen  might  talk  of 
concessions.  He  denied  that  any  volun- 
tary concessions  had  been  made  to  Ireland. 
The  Limited  Parliaments  Bill,  the  repeal 
of  Poyning's  law,  the  great  measure  of 
emancipation — why  the  statesmen  of  Eng- 
land, from  Lord  Grenville  down  to  Lord  J. 
Kussel],  would  acknowledge  that  they  had 
been  extorted  by  the  fears  of  this  country. 
The  maxim  of  the  great  English  poet  had 
been  forgotten — 

**  Who  gives  constrained,  but  his  own  fear  re- 

yeals ; 
Not  thanked,  but  scorned  :  nor  are  these  gifts, 

but  spoils." 

So  would  their  measures  be  regarded  by 
VOL.C.    {ilS} 


the  Irish  people,  till  granted,  not  to  meet 
the  exigency  of  the  moment,  but  to  com- 
ply with  the  demands  of  justice.  When 
they  spoke  of  the  ingratitude  of  Ireland, 
might  he  not  ask,  have  you  dop'^  justice 
to  that  country?  He  defied  any  one  to 
say  that  justice  had  ever  been  done  to  the 
people  of  Ireland.  The  Government  at 
one  time  hanged  the  Irish,  at  another  ca- 
ressed them;  again  deceived  them,  and 
then  discarded  them.  What  were  the  de- 
clarations of  the  two  leading  statesmen  in 
this  country,  and  of  different  parties,  with 
respect  to  Ireland  ?  In  1829,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tam worth 
said — 

"  We  cannot  determine  on  remaining  idle  spec- 
tators of  discord  and  disturbance  in  IreUnd.  The 
uniyersal  voice  of  this  country  declares  that  some- « 
thing  must  be  done.  I  am  but  echoing  the  senti- 
ments of  all  reasonable  men  when  I  say  that  some- 
thing must  be  done." 

That  "  something,"  it  might  be  presumed, 
was  Catholic  emancipation.  What  had 
been  the  language  held  by  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
so  late  as  1844  ?  On  the  13th  of  Febru- 
ary,  1844,  Lord  J.  Russell  said — 

"  We  have  before  us  the  notorious  &ct8  that 
Ireland  is  filled  with  troops ;  that  the  barracks 
where  the  troops  are  posted  have  been  fortified ; 
that  preparations  have  been  made  as  if  the  Go- 
vernment were  hourly  in  expectation  of  civil 
war.  We  have  before  us,  in  short,  the  fact  that 
Ireland  is  occupied  and  not  governed  by  those 
who  now  hold  the  reins  of  power.  I  say,  and  say 
it  deliberately,  Ireland  is  occupied,  not  governed, 
by  the  present  Administration" — [the  Adminis- 
tration of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Tamworth].  "  In  England,  the  Government,  as 
it  should  be  and  has  been,  is  a  Government  of 
opinions :  the  Government  of  Ireland  is  notori- 
ously a  Government  of  force." 

That  was  in  1844.  In  1848,  what  did  the 
House  think  was  the  state  of  Ireland? 
Was  it  not  as  much  •*  occupied,  not  go- 
verned," as  in  1844?  The  alternative  of 
this  moment  seemed  to  be  nothing  but 
civil  war  or  repeal  of  the  Union.  It  had 
been  said  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  that  Ireland  was 
his  chief  difficulty.  So  it  was  supposed, 
not  only  in  Ireland  but  in  this  country, 
that  the  present  Government  possessed 
some  extraordinary  secret  for  putting  mat- 
ters to  rights  in  Ireland.  When  the  noble 
Lord  displaced  the  right  hon.  Baronet  on 
a  Coercion  Bill  for  Ireland,  some  people 
shrugged  their  shoulders;  they  had  their 
doubts;  some  objected  to  the^  change  with 
reference  to  the  foreign  policy  of  the  coun- 
try; others  had  other  grounds  of  hesita- 
tion; but,  on  the  whole,  there  was  won- 
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now  was.  There  was  another  question  of 
far  greater  magnitude,  which  he  must  also 
take  that  opportunity  of  pressing  upon 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  upon  the 
House — the  question  of  colonisation.  Un- 
less that  House  determined  to  encourage 
colonisation  to  a  large  extent,  all  their 
exertions  on  hehalf  of  Ireland  would  he 
thrown  away  ;  for  there  were  many  dis- 
tricts in  Ireland  in  which  the  small  farms, 
or  rather  wretched  holdings,  described  by 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  did  not  ex- 
ist. Until  they  took  steps  to  get  rid  of  that 
wretched  system  of  small  holdings,  Ireland 
would  remain  in  its  present  miserable  con- 
dition. With  regard  to  the  measure  which 
had  just  passed  with  regard  to  Ireland — 
the  Encumbe^d  Estates  Bill — he  augured 
great  good  from  it.  He  also  believed  that 
much  good  might  be  expected  to  result 
from  the  adoption  of  the  measure  which 
had  been  introduced  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  with  re- 
gard to  registration,  but  which  it  had  been 
found  necessary  to  postpone  until  next 
Session,  when  he  trusted  that  it  would  be 
passed  into  a  law.  But  the  question  which 
he  believed  to  be  the  most  important  of 
ally  was  the  ecclesiastical  condition  of  Ire- 
land. He  confessed  that  the  expressions 
which  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  on 
that  subject  had  given  him  the  greatest 
possible  pain.  The  noble  Lord  had  stated 
that  he  still  felt  as  he  did  when  he  sat 
upon  the  Opposition  benches,  that  it  was 
most  desirable  to  establish  religious  equal- 
ity in  Ireland  ;  but  he  dwelt  upon  the 
great  difficulty  of  discovering  any  plan  for 
the  accomplishment  of  that  object.  He 
ftlt  that  the  subject  was  one  of  very  great 
difficulty ;  but  he  would  tell  that  House 
that  it  was  a  difficulty  which  they  must 
fiaoe.  He  wanted  to  know  why  it  was 
that,  whilst  they  found  Roman  Catholics 
and  Protestants  living  together  in  perfect 
amity  in  other  countries — in  Bavaria,  Si- 
lesia,  and  every  part  of  the  Continent — in 
Ireland  they  found  them  always  arrayed  in 
bitter  hostility  to  each  other.  Did  not 
.e?erj  one  acquainted  with  Ireland  feel  as- 
sured 4hat,  if  unfortunately  the  misguided 
people  who  were  now  in  arms  in  that  coun- 
trj  provoked  a  war,  that  war  would  become 
a  religious  war — it  would  not  only  be  a 
.irar  of  the  poor  against  the  rich,  but  of 
Catholics  against  Protestants  ?  Well,  now, 
lie  wanted  to  know  why  that  should  be  the 
eaae?  Because  the  maintenance  of  the 
Batabliahed  Church  in  Ireland  was  the 
ifMiiatenance  of  the  marks  of  conquest, 


which  produced  the  most  bitter  results ; 
and,  until  they  entirely  removed  those 
galling  marks,  and  established  perfect  re- 
ligious equality,  there  could  be  no  peace 
in  that  country.  The  real  difficulty  in 
settling  this  question  was  that  the  Govem- 
ment  feared  to  encounter  the  religious 
feeling  or  bigotry  of  the  people  of  Eng- 
land and  Scotland.  He  entreated  the  Go- 
vernment to  reconsider  their  decision  upon 
this  question — boldly  to  grapple  with  this 
grievance;  for  by  so  doing  they  would  be 
taking  the  greatest  step  towards  the  paci- 
fication of  Ireland. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  could  not  regard  the 
question  then  before  them  in  a  merely  Irish 
point  of  view.  He  believed  that  it  was  a 
question  deeply  affecting  the  welfare  of 
England  and  Scotland  as  well  as  Ireland. 
He  believed  that  it  was  a  great  national 
question,  and  as  such  he  should  address 
himself  to  its  consideration.  He  thought 
that  no  hon.  Member  could  say  he  was  en- 
tirely satisfied  at  the  close  of  this  Session 
of  Parliament  to  leave  Ireland  in  the  state 
in  which  it  at  present  existed,  and  which 
was  every  day  getting  worse.  Having 
commenced  the  Session  by  passing  a  Coer- 
cion Act,  and  finished  by  a  suspension  of 
the  Habeas  Corpus  Act,  it  could  hardly  be 
said  that  the  House  had  done  its  duty  to- 
wards Ireland.  It  was  a  remarkable  fact 
that  on  that  very  day,  the  28th  of  July, 
1803  (forty-five  years  ago),  the  House  of 
Commons  was  employed  in  suspending  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act  for  Ireland.  Now,  he 
would  ask,  what  had  the  House  done  in 
these  forty-five  years  to  produce  any  salu- 
tary change  in  the  condition  of  Ireland. 
He  must  tell  the  House  that  there  was  a 
deep  conviction  on  the  minds  of  the  people 
— he  did  not  allude  either  to  Young  Ireland 
or  Old  Ireland,  but  to  the  people  generally 
— that  that  House  was  incapable  of  legisla- 
ting for  Ireland;  and  if  there  was  one  duty 
more  incumbent  than  another  on  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  and  the  House  of  Com- 
mons at  the  present  time,  it  was  to  show 
that  they  were  able  and  willing  to  grapple 
with  Irish  questions — not  to  fold  their  arms 
with  complacency,  and  point  to  the  En- 
cumbered Estates  Bill,  the  Landlord  and 
Tenant  Bill,  or  any  other  single  measure, 
but  to  address  themselves  like  men  to  the 
consideration  of  the  whole  question  of  the 
remedies  for  the  grievances  of  Ireland.  He 
remembered  —  and  the  majority  of  the 
House  would  remember — that  in  the  course 
of  last  Session,  in  the  year  1847,  when  a 
large  deputation  of  what  was  then  called 
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**  ihe  Irish  Party  "  waited  on  the  noble 
Lord  at  th«  liead  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  expostulate  with  him  on  certain 
daoses  of  the  Poor  Law  Act,  the  noble 
Lord  cat  short  the  existence  of  that  party 
by  a  most  laconic  query — **  What  other 
plans  do  you  propose?  "  The  Irish  Party 
was  silent.  They  proposed  no  other  plan ; 
and  in  the  course  of  that  week  the  Irish 
Pirty  expired.  He  would  say  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  "  What  other  plans 
do  you  propose  on  this  occasion  ?  You 
have  suspended  the  constitution.  What 
other  plans  do  you  propose?**  However 
excellent  the  tone  of  the  noble  Lord's 
speech  might  be  in  the  opinion  of  the 
House,  it  would  not  do  on  the  other  side 
of  the  Channel;  the  very  milk-and-water 
hopes  he  held  out  would  scarcely  compen- 
sate the  Irish  people  for  the  very  injurious 
measures  he  had  carried.  Indeed,  there 
was  no  mention  of  any  remedies  or  of  any 
phins  but  those  they  had  had  this  Session. 
For  the  fifteenth  time — he  spoke  within 
his  own  limited  experience — an  hon.  Mem- 
ber got  up  and  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  state  of  Ireland,  and  the  ne- 
cessity of  remedial  measures.  To  the  pre- 
sent times,  indeed,  the  language  of  that 
great  orator,  Hussey  Burgh,  might  well  be 
applied  when  he  said,  **  Talk  not  of  peace. 
Ireland  is  not  in  a  state  of  peace.  Ireland 
is  in  a  state  of  smothered  war.**  How 
was  it  that  Ireland  was  at  this  moment  in 
a  state  of  smothered  war?  It  had  been 
said  Ireland  did  not  come  before  Parlia- 
ment in  a  proper  manner  to  prefer  a  state- 
ment of  her  grievances.  Did  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  said  so  ever  hear  of  **  a 
starving  people  taught  to  writhe  with  grace 
and  groan  in  melody  ?  **  Was  it  strange, 
if  they  felt  themselves  an  oppressed  na- 
tion, that  they  did  not  come  before  that 
House  with  **  bated  breath  **  and  bended 
knee?  Hon.  Gentlemen  might  talk  of 
concessions.  He  denied  that  any  volun- 
tary concessions  had  been  made  to  Ireland. 
The  Limited  Parliaments  Bill,  the  repeal 
of  Poyning's  law,  the  great  measure  of 
emancipation — why  the  statesmen  of  Eng- 
land, from  Lord  Grenville  down  to  Lord  J. 
Russell,  would  acknowledge  that  they  had 
been  extorted  by  the  fears  of  this  country. 
The  maxim  of  the  great  English  poet  had 
been  forgotten — 

**  Who  gives  constrained,  but  his  own  fear  re- 
veals ; 

Not  thanked,  but  scorned :  nor  are  these  gifts, 
but  spoils." 

So  would  their  measures  be  regarded  by 
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the  Irish  people,  till  granted,  not  to  meet 
the  exigency  of  the  moment,  but  to  com- 
ply with  the  demands  of  justice.  When 
they  spoke  of  the  ingratitude  of  Ireland, 
might  he  not  ask,  have  you  dop'^  justice 
to  that  country?  He  defied  any  one  to 
say  that  justice  had  ever  been  done  to  the 
people  of  Ireland.  The  Government  at 
one  time  hanged  the  Irish,  at  another  ca- 
ressed them;  again  deceived  them,  and 
then  discarded  them.  What  were  the  de- 
clarations of  the  two  leading  statesmen  in 
this  country,  and  of  different  parties,  with 
respect  to  Ireland  ?  In  1829,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth 
said — 

"  We  cannot  determine  on  remaining  idle  spec- 
tators of  discord  and  disturbance  in  IreUnd.  The 
universal  voice  of  this  country  declares  that  some-  « 
thing  must  be  done.  I  am  but  echoing  the  senti- 
ments of  all  reasonable  men  when  I  saj  that  some- 
thing must  be  done." 

That  **  something,**  it  might  be  presumed, 
was  Catholic  emancipation.  What  had 
been  the  language  held  by  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty*s  Government, 
so  late  as  1844  ?  On  the  13th  of  Febru- 
ary, 1844,  Lord  J.  Russell  said — 

"  We  have  before  us  the  notorious  &cts  that 
Ireland  is  filled  with  troops ;  that  the  barracks 
where  the  troops  are  posted  have  been  fortified ; 
that  preparations  have  been  made  as  if  the  Go- 
vernment were  hourly  in  expectation  of  civil 
war.  We  have  before  us,  in  short,  the  fact  that 
Ireland  is  occupied  and  not  governed  by  those 
who  now  hold  the  reins  of  power.  I  say,  and  say 
it  deliberately,  Ireland  is  occupied,  not  governed, 
by  the  present  Administration" — [the  Adminis- 
tration of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Tamworth].  **  In  England,  the  Government,  as 
it  should  be  and  has  been,  is  a  Government  of 
opinions :  the  Government  of  Ireknd  is  notori- 
ously a  Government  offeree." 

That  was  in  1844.  In  1848,  what  did  the 
House  think  was  the  state  of  Ireland? 
Was  it  not  as  much  **  occupied,  not  go- 
veraed,**  as  in  1844?  The  alternative  of 
this  moment  seemed  to  be  nothing  but 
civil  war  or  repeal  of  the  Union.  It  had 
been  said  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  that  Ireland  was 
his  chief  difficulty.  So  it  was  supposed, 
not  only  in  Ireland  but  in  this  country, 
that  tho  present  Government  possessed 
some  extraordinary  secret  for  putting  mat- 
ters to  rights  in  Ireland.  When  the  noble 
Lord  displaced  the  right  hon.  Baronet  on 
a  Coercion  Bill  for  Ireland,  some  people 
shrugged  their  shoulders;  they  had  their 
doubts;  some  objected  to  the^  change  with 
reference  to  the  foreign  policy  of  the  coun- 
try; others  had  other  grounds  of  hesita- 
tion; but,  on  the  whole,  there  was  won* 
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derful  unaoimitj  in  the  opinion  that  the 
noble  Lord's  party  coold  set  Ireland  to 
rights;  the  noble  Lord  had  nothing  to  do 
bat  to  take  his  seat  on  the  Treasury  bench, 
and  forthwith  a  series  of  remedial  measures 
would  appear  for  Ireland.  It  was  not  sur- 
prising that  the  people  of  Ireland,  trusting 
to  the  words  of  the  noble  Lord — ^as  for  the 
last  fifty  years  they  had  trusted  to  his 
party — believed  that  he  had  some  wonder- 
ful secret — ^that  they  might  look  to^him  as 
to  a  second  St.  Patrick — that  he  would  at 
once  expel  all  grievances  from  Ireland. 
Their  expectations  might  be  exorbitant, 
but  they  had  not  arisen  without  cause. 
They  could  scarcely  have  believed  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  have  stopped  short  like 
the  celebrated  conjuror  who  advertised  that 
•he  would  on  such  a  day  enter  a  quart  bot- 
tle. The  promises  of  the  noble  Lord  raised 
the  public  expectation.  The  people  of  Ire- 
land were  on  tiptoe.  Could  any  one  be 
astonished  if  the  Irish  people  and  the  Irish 
Members  were  disappointed  when  the  ad- 
vertisement was  not  fulfilled,  and  mor- 
tified when  they  found  that  the  noble 
Lord  and  his  Friends  had  only  crept  into 
office  ?  The  noble  Lord  ejected  the  right 
l^on.  Baronet  on  a  Coercion  Bill.  He  made 
extraordinary  promises;  but  the  promises 
of  a  Minister  in  posse,  were  like  lovers* 
promises.  The  people  of  Ireland,  how- 
ever, had  long  memories.  They  were 
taught  to  expect  extraordinary  results  from 
the  administration  of  the  noble  Lord.  The 
Government  now  in  office  turned  out  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth  on  a  Coercion  Bill.  On  the  I5th  of 
June,  1846,  the  noble  Lord  opposed  the 
Coercion  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
and  then  said,  that  Coercion  Bill — 

"was  not  accompanied,  above  all,  with  such  mea- 
sures of  relief,  of  remedy,  and  of  conciliation,  af-  . 
footing  the  great  mass  of  the  people  of  Ireland  who  i 
were  in  distress,  as  ought  to  accompany  any  mea-  ' 
sure  tending  to  an  increased  rigour  of  the  law."      i 

The  noble  Lord  took  office  on  the  express  ' 
promise  that  he  was  immediately  to  bring 
in  those  measures  of  conciliation  and  re- 
lief. How  had  he  carried  out  that  pro- 
mise ?  What  had  been  tbe^upshot  of  two 
years*  liberal  administration  ?  Two  Co- 
ercion Acts,  splendid  promises,  and  the 
suspension  of  ]tlie  Habeas  Corpus  Act.  If 
complaints  were  made,  what  happened  ? 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  got  up 
and  said,  **  self-reliance.**  The  noble  Lord 
said,  **  gradual  progress.*'  A  noble  Lord, 
another  place,  the  other  day  read  a 
y  on  tranquillity  and  letting  things 


alone.  Without  venturing  to  BUggest  to 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  the  quMtion  whe^ 
ther  they  ever  got  out  of  their  depUi,  it 
might  be  asked,  what  would  the  ChanceU 
lor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the  noble  Lord, 
if  they  were  drowning,  think,  were  a  pas- 
senger on  the  bank  to  make  them  a  very 
cool  bow  and  say,  *'  Self-reUance — gradual 
progress — ^tranquillity — ^let  things  alone  ! '' 
Although  the  right  hon.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  and  his  noble  brother-in-law 
might  be  very  good  types  of  tranquillity, 
yet  to  hold  out  such  things  at  the  present 
moment  to  Ireland  was  most  inopportune 
and  most  ofi^ensive.  He  held  in  his  hand 
an  address  from  Irish  Members  in  1843, 
subscribed  by  nearly  all  the  Members  of 
that  House  connected  with  Ireland,  and  by 
three  Members  of  the  present  Government. 
It  was  an  answer  to  the  question,  "  What 
do  the  Irish  require  ? "  And,  as  to  the 
first  thing  which  the  Irish  required,  they 
said — 

"  We  demand  the  recognition  of  perfect  equality 
in  regard  to  ecclesiastical  and  educational  arrange- 
ments between  the  several  religious  oommuniiies 
into  which  the  population  of  Ireland  are  di- 
vided." 

That  raised  a  question  on  which  he  should 
make  bold  to  enter  at  some  little  length, 
the  question  of  the  Irish  Church.  It  was 
very  far  from  his  intention  to  utter  any- 
thing that  could  be  construed  into  the  least 
slur  upon  its  ministers.  For  the  ministers 
of  the  Protestant  church  he  entertained  a 
high  respect;  a  more  excellent  body  of 
men  did  not  exist.  He  possessed  the  ad- 
vantage of  knowing  some  amongst  them, 
who  were  men  of  very  high  attainments 
—  men  who  would  do  honour  to  any 
Church;  but  they  were  not  the  men  who 
danced  attendance  at  the  levees  of  vice- 
roys, or  dedicated  controversial  sermons 
to  viceroys*  ladies.  He  should  not  then 
mention  names,  fearing  that  it  might  be 
painful  to  their  feelings;  but  were  the  per- 
sonal merits  of  the  men  a  reason  why  the 
vicious  system  should  continue  ?  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen had  often  been  heard  to  say,  that 
**  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland  was  a 
monstrous  grievance;  but  after-  all,  the 
Irish  Members  did  not  complain;"  to  say 
so  was  really  taking  a  superficial  view  of 
the  subject.  He  believed  that  there  was 
much  false  delicacy  amongst  the  Roman 
Catholic  Members  of  that  House  on  the 
subject  of  the  Irish  Church;  he  appre- 
hended that  they  did  not  speak  out.  Let 
them  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin,  and 
he  would  tell  them  that  throughoat  tho 
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greater  part  of  Ireland  the  Church  was  al- 
most always  t)ie  ohject  of  "  curses  not  loud 
hut  deep/*  That  hon.  Memher,  and  every 
man  who  knew  anything  of  Ireland,  would 
tell  them  that  the  Irish  Church  was  at  the 
root  and  was  the  cause  of  all  the  heart- 
humings,  discontent,  and  disaffection  which 
prevailed  in  Ireland.  It  was  an  enormity 
for  which  there  scarcely  ever  had  existed 
a  parallel — with  one  exception,  he  had 
never  heard  or  read  of  anything  of  the  sort. 
There  were  in  Ireland  750,000  memhers 
of  the  Established  Church.  He  would  not 
admit  there  was  a  million.  The  question 
was  not  how  many  Protestant  Dissenters 
there  might  be  in  Ireland;  but  how  many 
individuals  there  were  in  that  country  who 
continued  to  be  in  communion  with  the  Es- 
tablished Church.  Now,  for  the  religious 
instruction  of  this  small  population  of 
750,000  souls  there  were  twelve  bishops, 
the  aggregate  of  whose  incomes  amounted 
to  70,000?.  a  year.  In  the  mean  time, 
everybody  seemed  to  forget  that  there  were 
8,000,000  of  Roman  Catholics— Parlia- 
ment seemed  to  ignore  the  existence  of  the 
Roman  Catholics  altogether.  It  was  true 
that  they  recognised  the  existence  of  Ro- 
man clergymen  by  appointing  them  as 
chaplains  to  gaols;  but  upon  what  a  pau- 
per s  allowance  were  they  placed  !  In  the 
small  church  to  which  he  repaired  on  a 
Sunday,  with  five-and-twenty  other  Chris- 
tians, the  Protestant  clergyman  was  like 
one  crying  in  the  wilderness,  for  he  was 
almost  in  a  condition  of  solitude;  but  how 
different  was  the  state  of  the  adjoining  Ro- 
man Catholic  chapel !  That  building  was 
crowded;  yet  those  who  worshipped  there 
were  so  poor  that  they  could  not  add  to  the 
building,  and  therefore  the  greater  part  of 
them  were  obliged  to  kneel  in  the  open  air. 
What  did  the  noble  Lord  mean  to  do  with 
the  Established  Church  ?  He  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  in  what 
that  Gentleman  had  said  with  regard  to  the 
Established  Church;  and  should  not  be 
unwilling  to  propose  its  abolition,  if  he 
thought  the  time  ripe  for  such  a  purpose; 
but  this  he  could  do  at  any  time.  They 
were  accustomed  to  say,  that,  after  all,  the 
Church  in  Ireland  was  by  no  means  a  rich 
Church.  If  the  whole  of  its  revenues  were 
divided  equally  among  the  clergy,  it  would 
not  give  them  2002^.  a  year  each.  But,  as  it 
appeared  to  him,  the  question  of  rich  or 
poor  did  not  depend,  or  ought  not  to  be 
made  to  depend,  upon  the  numbers  of  the 
clergy,  but  on  that  of  the  flocks.  The 
queation  was,  how  far  the  Church  wad 


wanted  or  not.  They  were  told  that  the 
Church  was  very  cheap,  that  it  was  a  great 
bargain — quite  a  sacrifice;  hut  he  would 
say  that  it  was  not  wanted,  and  was  dear 
at  any  price.  The  Irish  Church  had  once 
been  described  by  one  of  the  best  Chief 
Secretaries  that  Ireland  ever  possessed. 
He  meant  the  noble  Lord  who  at  present 
held  {he  rather  curious  office  of  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  Woods  and  Forests.  That  no- 
ble Lord  said — 

"  That  in  the  Irish  Church  there  were  livings 
without  duties,  a  clergy  without  flocks,  pay  wiUk- 
out  work,  and  gains  and  sinecures  upon  ike  worst 
principles  of  the  bigot." 

While  he  was  speaking  of  the  Irish  Church, 
it  might  be  interesting  to  ascertain  how  they 
had  dealt  with  a  Roman  Catholic  popular 
tion  of  eight  millions.  He  held  in  his  hand 
an  account  of  the  sums  of  money  contri*- 
buted  by  the  State  from  1800  to  1842. 
The  various  sects  of  the  Established  Church 
of  England  and  Ireland  had  received 
5,207,546?.;  the  Protestant  Dissenters, 
1,019,647;  the  Roman  Catholics.  365,607  J. 
Let  the  world,  then,  not  be  told,  that  they 
had  put  an  end  to  Protestant  ascendancy. 
The  shadow  might  have  been  removed,  but 
the  substance  remained  in  full  force.  It 
was  reported  by  a  Commission  in  1837, 
that  there  were  in  Ireland  forty-one  bene- 
fices belonging  to  ministers  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  in  connexion  with  which 
there  was  not  a  single  Protestant  to  be 
found;  that  there  were  ninety-seven  bene- 
fices with  less  than  twenty  Protestants; 
and  124  with  between  twenty  and  fifty 
Protestants.  Thus  there  were  264  bene- 
fices regularly  supplied  with  clergy,  so  far 
as  regarded  the  receipt  of  income,  but  from 
which  no  adequate  advantage  was  derived 
by  the  population.  If  there  were  no  Pro- 
testant ascendancy  principle  involved — if 
they  were  legislating  for  any  country  in 
the  world  besides  Ireland — he  believed 
this  state  of  things  would  not  be  allowed 
to  exist.  It  often  struck  him  that  Eng- 
lishmen were  somewhat  too  ready  to  im- 
pute to  other  nations  feelings  of  bigotry 
and  intolerance;  but  for  the  purpose  of 
putting  an  end  to  the  bigotry  with  which 
Ireland  was  treated,  he  had  not  heard  of 
any  plan.  If  he  were  asked  what  were 
his  own  plans,  he  should  at  once  say  that 
he  had  no  plan,  nor  had  he  heard  any  plan 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  for  doing  an 
act  of  tardy  justice  to  Ireland.  This,  at 
all  events,  he  was  prepared  to  say  ought  to 
be  done — the  territorial  system  of  the 
Church  ought  to  bo  put  an  end  to;  ^d  for 
212 
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H  the  congregational  Bjstem  ongfat  to  be 
substituted.  With  reference  to  the  Church 
the  country  had  been  mapped  out,  and  the 
clergy  paid  according  to  the  area.     Now, 
that  might  do  all  rery  well  when  the  reli- 
gion happened  to  be  that  of  the  whole  na- 
tion; but  when  it  was  the  £&ith  of  the  mi- 
nority the  case  became  materially  altered. 
An   experiment  had   been   tried    by   the 
Stuarts    in   Scotland  ;    but,    as    they  all 
knew,    had  been   unsuccessful  ;    yet   the 
noble  Lord  held  out  the  Scottish  nation  as 
a  people  to  be  imitated  by  the  Irish  at  the 
Tery  moment  when  he  was  endeayouring  to 
keep  them  under  the  subjection  which  the 
Scotch  had  thrown  off.     The  noble  Lord 
told  them  to  emulate  the  spirit  of  industry 
by  which  the  Scotch  were  distinguished. 
He  might  desire  them  to  emulate  the  spirit 
of  the  Scotch.     If  they  did,  they  would 
not  submit  to  the  Established  Church.  Ac- 
cording to  the  congregational  system,  the 
pecuniary  rewards  of  the  clergy  would  de- 
pend upon  the  numbers  who  constituted 
tiieir  flocks,  and  not  according  to  the  area 
which  those  congregations  inhabited.    The 
congregational  system  existed  in  Scotland 
at  the  present  moment,  and  prevailed  also  in 
L'eland,    as   far   as    the  Dissenters  were 
concerned.     Further,  the  House  could  not 
have  forgotten  that  it  was  a  plan  proposed 
fourteen  years  ago  by  a  Member  of  the 
noble    Lord's   own    Government   in    that 
House.      He    might  also   remind    them, 
that  when  in  1835  the  present  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  Woods  and  Forests  brought 
in  his  Tithe  Bill,  sequestrating  all  livings 
in  which  fifty  Protestant  inhabitants  were 
not  residing,   Mr.   Bingham  Baring,   now 
Lord  Ashburton,  moved  a  certain  clause  on 
the  7th  of  July,  1835,  which  clause,  if  the 
measure  proved  successful,  would  have  the 
effect   of  introducing   the   congregational 
system  throughout  the  whole  of  Ireland. 
•  Of  that  the  noble  Lord  approved.     If  that 
measure  had  succeeded,  the  redemption  of 
tithes  would  have  gone  on,  and  the  princi- 
ple of  separating  the  Church  from  the  land 
would  have  been  carried.     It  appeared  to 
him,  that  there  would  be  no  hope  of  carry- 
ing out  a  good  plan  till  they  aflirmed  the 
principle  of  selling  the   lands  at  present 
possessed   by    the    archbishops,    bishops, 
deans,  and    chapters,   for  the  purpose  of 
creating  additional   endowments    for    the 
working  clergy  and  for  the  general  funds 
of  the  Church.     The  noble  Lord  might  say 
there  were  diflSculties  to  be  overcome,  and 
that    a    Government   might    be    scarcely 
rong  enough  to  carry  such  a  measure. 


The  noble  Lord  might  consider  hims^ 
perfectly  safe;  no  party  would  be  bold 
enough  to  take  office  in  the  present  circum- 
stances of  the  country.  There  was  one 
other  thing  which  remained  as  a  diFision 
betwixt  CathoHcs  and  Protestants,  and 
that  was  the  situation  of  the  Irish  bishops 
in  the  House  of  Lords.  He  knew  that 
there  were  insuperable  objections  to  Ro- 
man Catholic  bishops  taking  their  seats  in 
that  House;  but  he  did  not  see  why  they 
should  not  remove  the  Irish  Protestant 
bishops  from  the  House  of  Lords.  He 
thought  it  would  be  for  the  interest  of  the 
Irish  Church,  and  would  remove  discon- 
tent  from  the  minds  of  Roman  Catholics, 
to  remove  them  from  that  House,  while  it 
would  afford  an  opportunity  of  reducing 
their  incomes.  He  would  pay  the  sur- 
plus derived  from  the  Protestant  Church, 
as  was  proposed  in  1835  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  Lord  Melbourne,  into  the  Conso- 
Udated  Fund,  of  which  no  man  could  have 
any  jealousy.  They  never  would  have  a 
permanent  settlement  of  the  question  till 
this  was  done;  and  when  they  were  told 
that  this  was  not  the  time  to  do  it,  he 
would  call  their  remembrance  to  the  argu- 
ment used  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Ripon  (Sir  J.  Graham), 
when  expostulating  with  the  opponents  to 
the  Government  of  which  he  was  a  Mem- 
ber; and  he  would,  at  the  same  time,  tell 
the  noble  Lord  that  he  had  created  the 
difficulties  which  he  had  now  to  overcome. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  "  There 
was  the  responsibility  of  Government,  but 
there  was  also  the  responsibility  of  Opposi- 
tion." He  accepted  that  definition;  and 
when  he  heard  people  talk  of  exaggerated 
hopes,  and  find  fault  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Manchester  for  what  he  had  said 
regarding  the  Irish  Church,  he  thought  he 
was  called  upon  to  give  a  short  synopsis  of 
what  had  been  said  by  some  of  the  present 
Members  on  the  subject  of  the  Irish 
Church.  Where  was  the  Secretary  for 
the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Ward)  ?  He  did  not 
see  the  hon.  Member  in  his  place;  but  if 
he  should  recall  some  of  his  words  on  this 
subject,  even  in  his  absence,  the  hon. 
Member  would  have  no  right  to  complain. 
In  August,  1843,  he  brought  forward  a 
Motion  on  the  question  of  the  Irish  Church, 
which  was  counted  out;  hut  in  June,  1844, 
he  moved  for  an  inquiry  into  the  Irish 
Church  temporalities.  On  that  occasion 
he  said — 

**  This  Church  is  the  root  of  Irish  discontent ; 
lot  it  become  the  cradle  of  Irish  tranqnilUty,  the 
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pledge  of  a  reconciliation,  which  can  no  longer  be 
deferred  without  the  utmost  peril  to  our  existence 
as  an  empire.  We  may  depend  on  it  Ireland  will 
have  her  rights.  It  is  still  within  our  power  to 
say,  whether  she  shall  derive  them  from  our  jus- 
tice or  from  our  humiliation.  There  is  but  one 
way  to  avert  repeal  ;  that  is,  to  consummate  in 
time  the  great  act  of  religious  and  national  eman- 
cipation." 

The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
V.  Smith)— 

"  warned  the  House  not  to  delay  the  settlement 
of  this  question  until  it  was  forced  on  them  by  a 
revolt  in  Ireland,  or  a  foreign  war.  At  every 
turn,  and  in  every  act,  they  were  met  by  the  Irish 
Church.  The  vote  he  should  give  would  be  a  vote 
of  want  of  confidence  in  Sir  R.  Peel's  Ministry, 
as  £ir  as  related  to  their  Irish  policy,  if  they  did 
not  take  some  step  as  to  the  Irish  Church." 

The  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  said — 

"  The  state  of  the  Church  of  Ireland  is  the 
most  important  question.  I  believe  there  is 
no  such  case  at  present  existing  in  Europe — no 
case  of  any  Church  of  this  kind.  The  only  pa- 
rallel that  can  be  found  in  history  is  the  state  of 
the  Episcopal  Church  in  Scotland  during  the  reign 
of  the  Stuarts,  under  which  that  country  was  con- 
vulsed with  disturbances  and  insurrection,  and 
oppressed  with  tyranny  and  wrong.  The  same 
feelings  exist  in  Ireland  as  formerly  existed  in 
Scotland;  and  I  cannot  but  believe  that  some  re- 
medy is  required  before  you  can  expect  peace  and 
tranquillity  to  be  restored  to  Ireland.  When  the 
Irish  see  you  impose  on  them  a  grievance — no  na- 
tion in  Europe  submits  to  them — I  ask  if  the 
warmest  loyalty  may  not  grow  cool,  if  the  strong- 
est attachments  may  not  turn  into  enmity? 
Until  you  have  tried  just  and  conciliatory  mea- 
sures, you  have  no  right  to  say  that  you  have  done 
justice  to  the  people  of  Ireland." 

These  were  taken  from  speeches  delivered 
on  that  occasion,  when  on  a  division  the 
Ayes  were  179;  the  Noes  274:  Majority 
95.  There  were  twenty-five  Members  of 
the  present  Government  in  that  minority, 
and  of  that  number  eight  were  Cabinet 
Ministers.  Well,  then,  there  was  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Northum- 
berland, the  Member  for  Harwich,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Af- 
fairs, the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
the  Paymaster  of  the  Forces  (though  he 
did  not  know  whether  he  was  now  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Cabinet  or  not),  and  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  the  city  of  London. 
But  there  was  another  debate  in  April, 
1845,  and  on  that  occasion  the  faithful 
friend  of  the  cause  again  brought  the  ques- 
tion forward,  as — 

"  he  thought  it  was  now  high  time  for  doing 
away  with  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland, 
which  only  remains  as  a  monument  of  England's 
conquest  and  Ireland's  disgrace." 

The  Admiralty  came  out  very  strong  on 


that  occasion,  and  the  Motion  was  second- 
ed by  an  hon.  Gentleman  now  a  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Captain  Berkeley),  who 
said — 

\  "  the  Chtlrch  of  Ireland  was  the  monster  griev- 
ance of  Ireland;  and  what,  then  could  bo  more 
just  than  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  V* 

Mr.  Macauley,  in  a  speech  almost  seditious, 
said  the  Church  of  Ireland  was  not  only  a 
bad  but  an  infamous  institution.  He  said-« 
"  This  is  my  deliberate  opinion,  long  entertain, 
ed,  confirmed  by  much  observation  and  reflection  ; 
and  it  is  my  opinion  that  of  all  institutions  now 
existing  in  the  civilised  world  the  Established 
Church  of  Ireland  is  the  most  absurd  and  indefen- 
sible ;  it  reverses  the  text  of  Scripture — *  It  filleth 
the  rich  with  good  things,  and  sends  the  hungry 
empty  away.'" 

Lord  Howick — 

"  regarded  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland  in 
the  same  light  as  Mr.  Macauley.  He  had  been 
convinced  for  many  years  past  that  that  Churoh 
had  been  t  great  obstacle  to  the  spread  of  Protes- 
tant principles  in  Ireland ;  and  he  believed  that 
the  Church  was  at  the  root  of  all  the  oppression 
which  had  taken  place  in  that  country." 

In  1845  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell) 
as  ardent  a  friend  of  the  reform  of  the 
Irish  Church  as  in  1843,  said — 

"  Whether  or  not  there  will  be  any  future  dis- 
cussion upon  that  subject  I  know  not ;  but  if  there 
should  be,  I  shall  think  it  my  duty  to  contrast  the 
conduct  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  from  1836  to 
1841,  and  their  conduct  from  1841  to  1843,  with 
that  which  they  are  at  present  pursuing ;  and  I  do 
come  to  this  conclusion,  that  either  there  was  the 
greatest  blindness,  the  greatest  want  of  foresight 
&om  1835  to  1843,  and  in  that  case  I  have  no 
opinion  of  their  wisdom,  and  must  suppose  that 
the  Ministers  are  the  most  wanting  in  capacity  of 
any  that  have  ruled  this  country  for  a  long  time ; 
or,  if  I  refuse  that  conclusion,  and  say  they  are 
men  of  great  ability  and  capacity,  I  must  deny 
that  they  acted  with  any  sincerity  during  the 
whole  course  of  their  opposition." 

Those  were  the  opinions  expressed  on  the 
Irish  Church  question  from  the  time  of  the 
Appropriation  Clause  in  1835  down  to  1845 
by  those  Members  of  the  present  Ministry. 
But  there  might  be  many  people  who  would 
Dot  give  any  great  weight  to  the  opinions 
of  laymen.  If  so,  here  was  the  opinion 
of  that  great  and  good  man  Dr.  Arnold : — 
"  The  Irish  being  a  Catholic  people,  they  have 
a  right  to  perfect  independence,  or  to  a  perfectly 
equal  union  ;  if  our  conscience  objects  to  the  lat- 
ter, it  is  bound  to  concede  the  former.  Whether 
Ireland  remain  in  its  present  barbarism,  or  grow 
in  health  and  civilisation,  in  either  case  the  down- 
fall of  the  present  Establishment  is  certain;  a 
savage  people  will  not  endure  the  insult  of  a  hos- 
tile religion  ;  a  civilised  one  will  reasonably  insist 
on  having  their  own. " 

He  would  now  dismiss  this  question  of  the 
Irish  Church.     He  had  shown  conclusively 
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rcnl4e,  m  those 
dnmfrom  llbe  fpei«li«  of  ibe  MemLen 
wlk»  wjw  fott  on  the  Trea^orr  leceh,  and 
eaipk^ed  ij  tbera  when  tfaej  vere  in  op- 
fmtum^  Them  va«  one  o<ber  nl^cstt  on 
whidb  dbene  oogltt  to  be  perfect  eqittfitr  in 
Irdnd.  He  referred  ta  the  state  of 'the 
UntTenilj  of  Dnb&n.  There  eonld  be  no 
yttietX  rdigioos  eqnaUt j  in  that  eocmtry, 
while  thej  fsffered  that  UmrerBtj  to  re- 
main in  ita  present  state,  and  exehided 
Boman  CathoUes,  who  formed  the  great 
maloritjr  of  the  peoi^,  from  its  benefits 
nal  its  honattrs.  rerhaps  it  might  be 
iaid«  bjr  waj  of  taont,  that  after  bariDg 
settled  the  Church  €A  Ireland*  thej  were 
not  tonieni;  bat  he  agreed  with  Dr. 
J)Qj\e,  **  that  the  remoral  of  the  Church 
itself  would  not  tranqnillise  Ireland."  He 
hc^iered  that  bj  itself  it  wonld  not  be  snffi- 
eient*  He  was  one  of  those  who  thought 
that  no  patchwork  sjstem  of  legislation 
for  Ireland  would  be  of  anj  use.  It  was 
of  no  use  coming  down  with  peddling  mea- 
sures in  the  course  of  the  Session;  blow- 
ing the  trumpet  in  the  Queen's  Speech 
about  remedial  measures,  and  bringing  in 
the  Encumbered  Estates  BiU,  which,  bow- 
erer  useful — and  he  had  supported  it — 
would  nerer,  he  beliered,  work  well  in  the 
wajr  in  which  it  had  been  altered  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  There  was  another  point 
adrerted  to  in  this  address  of  the  Irish 
Kembers  in  1843,  subscribed,  be  it  re- 
membered, bjT  three  Members  of  the  Go- 
Temment,  and  that  was  the  adoption  of 
measures  calculated  to  improre  the  condi- 
tion of  the  industrial  classes.  To  the  con- 
sideration of  such  measures,  in  conjunction 
with  others,  it  was  of  vital  importance  at 
all  times,  and  moro  particularly  at  the  pre- 
sent, for  this  House  to  devote  its  energies. 
He  was  not  fond  of  quoting  statistics;  but 
he  had  a  few  so  short,  and  so  appropriate 
to  the  purpose,  that  he  begged  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  while  he  called  its  atten- 
tion to  the  state  of  Ireland,  as  represented 
in  the  last  population  returns.  He  found 
that  in  Ireland  there  were  8,175,124  per- 
sons and  2,385,000  wore  absolute  paupers, 
living  in  mud  cabins;  7,000,000  belonged 
to  the  agricultural  class,  and  the  labourers 
received  from  4c?.  to  lOd.  a  day  wages  in 
the  west  and  south  of  Ireland,  and  from 
8(2.  to  Iff.  in  the  north.  The  average 
8  in  Ireland  were  2«.  6c?.  per  week, 
^  third  of  the  population  were  actually 
.  Perhaps  hon.  Gentlemen  would 
at  for  this  state  of  things  the  Le- 


Igidsmknagnated  %  pwrlaw;  Wt  he 
\mmA  make  die  ressark,  tkat  it  wns  tlds 
,  poor-lav,  io  kse  as  1^6,  whiek  wns  tiie 
i  Terr  meassre  of  all  others  vhick  ^k  noble 
\  Lord  deprecated.  He  tkou^kt  that  there 
j  was  one  material  pc%nt,  in  passing  a  poor- 
( law  for  Ireland,  which  ovght  to  he  teken 
into  eonsideTatioQ  by  the  GoTemmeiit,  and 
that  was  the  cmpacitT  of  the  eunntry  for  a 
poor-law  in  rdation  to  the  ptopetty;  that 
was  to  say,  how  far  die  piopeily  eoold 
bear  the  paupers  chargeable  upon  it.  The 
districts  ^  Ireland  differed  as  mudi  as  Ta- 
rioos  countries.  The  ifistriet  where  his 
propertjf  lay  was  capable  of  bearing  a  poor- 
law;  but  in  the  west  and  sooth,  where  the 
population  exceeded  the  nmnber  of  pounds 
sterling  paid  in  rent  for  the  land,  and 
where  aD  depended  entirely  on  the  erop,  a 
failure  of  the  harvest  rendered  it  totaHj 
impossible  for  the  district  to  bear  a  poor- 
law.  Compare  the  rateable  property  in 
England  with  the  rateable  property  in  Ire- 
land. The  rateable  property  in  EngUuid 
amounted  to  62,500,OOOL,  with  a  popula- 
tion of  16,000,000.  The  imteable  pro- 
perty in  Ireland  only  amounted  to 
13.ob0,000;.,  with  a  popuUtion  of 
8,000,000.  Thus,  with  half  of  the  popa- 
lation  of  England,  Ireland  possessed  but 
one-fifth  of  the  means.  In  point  of  fact« 
Ireland's  means  were  less,  because  the 
amount  of  property  not  rated  to  the  poor 
in  England  was  probably  ten  times  as 
great,  in  proportion  to  the  rateable  pro- 
perty, as  it  was  in  Ireland.  But  the  noble 
Lord  spoke  of  the  system  of  small  farms, 
and  Tuscany  had  been  referred  to.  But 
Tuscany  was  a  complete  market  garden; 
it  was  all  vineyards.  That,  however,  was 
not  the  adequate  remedy;  and  he  had 
heard  the  noble  Lord  and  his  supporters 
say,  that  the  only  system  for  Ireland  was 
forming  large  farms  on  the  English  model. 
He  certainly  disagreed  from  that,  because 
he  thought  that  Ireland  was  a  country  pe« 
culiarly  adapted  for  small  farms.  Not, 
however,  farms  of  seven  acres,  but  of 
twenty-five  acres.  That  was  the  system 
adapted  to  Ireland.  If  hon.  Gentlemen 
said  that  large  farms  would  cure  the  evil, 
let  the  House  test  the  value  of  that 
assertion.  He  found  that  in  England 
there  were  770,000  families,  cultivating 
25,000,000  acres;  and  in  Ireland  970,000 
families,  cultivating  12,000,000  families. 
Supposing  the  English  system  were  estab- 
lished in  Ireland,  then  the  12,000,000 
acres  would  only  require  370,000  families 
for  their  cultivation.      This  would  be  a 
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great  gain.  There  were  probably  4,000,000 
acres  of  waste  land  reclaimable,  half  for 
tillage  and  half  for  coarse  pasture,  which, 
supposing '  that  thej  would  all  pay  the  ex- 
pense of  reclamation  by  capitalists,  might 
on  the  same  plan  employ  100,000  families. 
Taking  the  largest  allowance  of  labour, 
however,  and  assuming  that  the  English 
system  of  agriculture  might  employ  upon 
the  whole  soil  of  Ireland,  if  every  acre  of 
waste  were  reclaimed,  500,000  families, 
they  had  still  left  475,000  agricultural  fa- 
milies to  be  provided  for,  which,  according 
to  the  census  returns,  made  more  than 
2,500,000  persons.  What  were  they  to 
do  with  them  ?  But  in  Ireland — for  it 
was  an  extraordinary  country — besides 
these  2,500,000  persons^  a  great  quantity 
of  young  men  were  to  be  met  with  having 
no  profession.  The  Irish  gentlemen  had 
no  interest  at  Court  in  respect  to  getting 
appointments  for  their  families,  and  there 
was  always  a  lot  of  young  men  in  Ireland 
waiting  for  commissions;  and  thdy  might 
be  seen  waiting  for  commissions  from  the 
age  of  15  to  60,  shooting  snipes  and 
breaking  horses  all  their  lifetime.  In  this 
country  there  was  nothing  like  that,  be- 
cause the  East  India  Company  took  off  all 
their  surplus  yoimg  gentlemen;  and  many 
men  being  connected  with  the  Government 
got  their  Tom,  Jerry,  or  Harry  placed  in 
a  situation.  The  House  must  come  to 
some  plan  such  as  that  adverted  to  by  the 
hou.  Member  for  Sonthwark  in  his  able 
and  eloquent  speech  the  other  evening, 
namely,  systematic  colonisation;  and  he 
was  surprised  at  the  hon.  Gentleman  be- 
low him  saying  that  the  colonies  were 
glutted  with  labour.  The  contrary  was 
the  case,  for  Australia  and  all  the  colonies 
were  actually  begging  for  labour;  and  he 
believed  that  this  was  the  natural  thread 
which  Providence  placed  in  their  hands  to 
lead  them  out  of  danger.  He  would  not 
entef  now  into  the  question  of  waste  lands 
and  the  grand  jury  laws,  however  neces- 
sary he  might  think  measures  to  be  in  re- 
spect to  them;  but  he  begged  the  noble 
Lord  to  recollect  that  in  1842  a  Commission 
reported  on  the  grand  jury  laws,  and  no  no- 
tice had  been  taken  of  their  report.  These, 
however,  were  minor  measures,  and  he  be- 
lieved the  question  of  the  franchise  to  be  a 
minor  measure,  however,  necessary.  The 
question  was,  what  was  to  be  done  with 
the  2,500,000  persons  he  had  before  men- 
tioned ?  He  was  anxious  to  see  the  states- 
man who  should  solve  this  problem  $  and, 
lifter  beikriDg  the  noble  Lord's  Bpeeeh^  he 


feared  that  he  was  not  the  statesman  nor 
his  supporters  the  party  who  would  solve 
it.  He  had  said  on  a  recent  occasion  that 
if  they  wished  to  go  on  with  Ireland  in 
peace  and  content,  and  to  spare  this  coun- 
try the  expenditure  of  enormous  sums  of 
money,  they  must  modify  the  Act  of 
Union.  Everybody  knew  that  the  Union 
was  a  one-sided  bargain,  for  which  and 
for  selling  the  liberties  of  their  country 
the  Protestants  were  well  paid.  He  was 
of  opinion  that  their  whole  system  of  Irish 
Government  was  breaking  down.  The 
government  of  the  country,  by  the  means 
of  a  Viceroyalty,  could  occasion  nothing 
but  discontent.  They  had  in  Ireland  a 
Brummagem  Court,  a  mock  Sovereigtiy 
and  pinchbeck  Executive.  The  Home 
Secretary  was  the  real  Government  of  the 
country,  and  the  consequence  was  that 
they  had  no  settled  policy  in  Ireland. 
When  they  had  a  Lord  Lieutenant  therd 
going  on  and  doing  his  business  well,  like 
Lord  Normanby,  they  got  rid  of  him,  and 
thus  there  was  no  fixed  goveriiment.  Let 
the  House  consider  how  the  system  woA- 
ed.  The  House  voted  money  for  the  na- 
tional education  system,  and  they  might 
have  a  Lord  Lieutenant  going  to  Ireland 
who,  from  his  political  views,  did  not  like 
that  system.  His  great  pati^onage  was 
church  patronage,  and  he  perhaps  thought 
the  national  system  unscriptural.  Then, 
if  some  bishops  were  appealed  to,  the  ptil- 
pits  might  ring  with  denunciations  of  the 
national  system,  for  no  clergyman  wotild 
then  have  a  chance  in  certain  districts  of 
getting  promotion,  if  he  sUppoHed  the  sys- 
tem which  that  House  supported.  There 
was  another  evil  in  Ireland  which  would 
come  home  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex-^ 
chequer.  He  maintained  that  the  system 
of  having  a  Lord  Lieutenant  there  defeated 
any  hopes  of  that  self-reliance  which  had 
been  preached  up  to  the  Irish  Gentlemen. 
That  was  one  reason  for  the  absence  of 
that  quiet  and  tranquillity  which  Was  here 
represented  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer and  his  noble  relative.  Every 
one  in  Ireland  leaned  on  some  one  else. 
The  labourer  leaned  on  the  farmer,  the 
farmer  on  the  landlord,  and  the  landlord, 
like  a  true  believer,  leaned  on  the  Castle 
at  Dublin.  He  said,  therefore,  "  Abolish 
the  Lord  Lieutenant."  That  was  the 
course  which  had  been  recommended  by 
Lord  Monteagle  in  1831.  Lord  Althoif 
delivered  similar  sentiments;  and  even  Mr. 
Shaw,  the  representative  of  the  Univer* 
sity  of  Dublini  said,  in  1845,  that^— 
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"  Their  highest  offices  were  filled  by  strangers, 
unacquainted  with  the  habits,  wants,  or  feelings 
of  the  country.  The  Lord  Lieutenant  was  a  pa- 
geant ;  the  shadow  ceased  to  dazzle  them ;  the 
so-called  Irish  Government  was  regarded  as  little 
more  than  a  mockery  ;  the  Castle  of  Dublin  was 
but  a  registration  court  for  the  behests  of  the 
Home  Office  at  Whitehall." 

The  noble  Lord  himself  admitted  in  1844 
that  the  system  of  government  in  Ireland 
was  a  had  one,  hut  added  the  usual  answer, 
that  "the  time  was  not  come.**  While 
he  recommended  the  abolition  of  the  office 
of  Lord  Lieutenant,  the  Government  must 
he  prepared  to  make  another  appointment, 
that  of  a  fourth  Secretary  of  State,  whose 
services  should  be  devoted  to  the  Home 
Department.  Another  point  to  which  he 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  the  propriety  of  holding  a  Ses- 
sion from  time  to  time  in  Dublin.  It 
would  go  far  to  remove  the  sti^a  which 
was  cast  on  this  country  by  no  less  a  man 
than  Lord  Clare,  who  said  that  the  Eng- 
lish Government  and  people  knew  less  of 
Ireland  than  of  Belgium  or  any  other 
country  of  Europe.  Another  suggestion 
which  he  wished  to  make,  was,  that  an 
humble  address  might  be  presented  to  fier 
Majesty  praying  that  she  would  be  graci- 
ously pleased  annually  to  pay  a  visit  to 
Ireland.  As  hon.  Gentlemen  laughed,  he 
would  trouble  them  with  the  opinion  on 
this  point  of  a  statesman  and  a  philosopher. 
Sir  John  Davies,  who,  after  recounting  the 
heneficial  effects  of  the  statute  of  Eolkenny, 
Went  on  to  say — 

"  I  join  with  these  laws  the  personal  presence 
of  the  King's  son  (Lionell,  Duke  of  Clarence,  son 
of  Edward  III.)  as  a  concurrent  cause  of  this  re- 
formation, because  the  people  of  this  land,  both 
English  and  Irish,  did  ever  love  and  desire  to  be 
governed  by  great  persons  ;  and  I  may  take  occa- 
sion to  note  that,  first  the  absence  of  the  kings  of 
England,  and  next  the  absence  of  those  great 
lords  who  were  inheritors  of  those  mighty  signor- 
ies  of  Leinster,  Ulster,  Connaught,  and  Meath, 
have  been  main  causes  why  this  kingdom  was  not 
reduced  in  so  many  ages.  Touching  the  absence 
of  our  kings,  three  of  them  only  since  the  Norman 
Conquest,  namely,  Henry  11.,  John,  and  Richard 
II.,  have  made  journeys  into  this  land  ;  and  yet 
no  sooner  they  are  arrived  here  but  that  all  the 
Irish  took  oaths  of  fidelity,  and  gave  hostages  to 
continue  loyal." 

He  felt  very  sure  that  if  the  Sovereign 
were  annually  to  visit  Ireland — and  let 
him  remind  Her  that  no  monarch  but  one 
of  Her  race  ever  set  foot  on  its  shores,  and 
that  he,  though  not  much  respected  by  the 
English  people,  was  received  in  Ireland 
with  the  utmost  enthusiasm — he  felt  very 
sure  that,  if  this  were  done,  even  the  star 
of  the  King  of  Munster  would  **  pale  its 


ineffectual  fires,*'  and  the  Queen's  presence 
would  go  very  far  towards  settling  the 
minds  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  The  noble 
Lord,  no  later  than  last  night,  took  up  the 
ball  which  was  thrown  to  him  by  an  hon. 
Member  opposite,  and  said,  as  he  (Mr. 
Osborne)  thought  sarcastically,-  that  Irish 
Gentlemen  of  property  and  influence  in 
Ireland  would  do  well  to  return  to  their 
own  country.  He  begged  to  tell  the 
noble  Lord  that  men  who  had  property  in 
Ireland  had  not  influence  there;  and  this 
bad  been  brought  about  by  the  neglect 
of  the  noble  Lord.  He  should  have  no 
objection  to  go  to  Ireland,  if  the  noble 
Lord  would  give  him  a  pledge  that  he 
would  immediately  introduce  remedial  mea- 
sures for  that  country;  hut  until  the  noble 
Lord  did  so,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to 
watch  the  interests  of  the  Irish  people  in 
that  House,  and  see  that  measures  neces- 
for  their  welfare  were  not  put  off  for  "  a 
more  convenient  season,"  which  might 
never  arrive. 

Mr.  ANSTEY  concurred  in  a  great 
portion  of  the  able  speech  just  addressed. 
to  the  House;  but  his  hon.  Friend  had  en- 
tirely miscalculated  the  feelings  of  the  Ro- 
man Catholics  with  regard  to  the  Protest- 
ant Church,  when  he  emitted  the  opinion 
that  the  Established  Church  was  the 
monster  grievance  of  Ireland.  He  (Mr. 
Anstey)  was  himself  a  Roman  Catholic, 
and  represented  a  population  nearly  equal-. 
ly  divided  between  Roman  Catholics  and 
Protestants,  and  he  could  assure  the  hon.. 
Gentleman,  and  the  House,  that  neither 
his  constituents  nor  himself  considered  the 
Established  Church  to  he  the  chief  grioY-. 
ance  of  Ireland,  or,  indeed,  any  grievance, 
at  all.  There  was  no  charity  or  corpora- 
tion, whether  secular  or  spiritual,  whose 
property  was  not  secured  to  them  on  trust 
as  much  as  the  property  of  the  Established 
Church;  and  yet,  would  it  be  pretended. 
that  this  House  had  the  right  to  seques- 
trate the  property  of  these  holders  at  their, 
mere  caprice  ?  And  how  could  the  pea- 
santry be  injured  by  the  maintenance  of 
the  Established  Church  ?  Tithe  was  not 
taxation,  and  the  lands  of  the  Established 
Church  were  not  bought  and  paid  for  out 
of  the  public  moneys  ?  How,  then,  could 
the  pauperism  of  the  2,500,000  of  people, 
which  they  all  deplored,  be  attributed,, 
in  the  slightest  degree,  to  the  maintenance, 
of  the  Established  Church?  He  could 
tell  the  House,  on  the  contrary,  that  the 
maintenance  of  the  Established  Church, 
in  all  its  possessions,  was  regarded  by  the>. 
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Roman  CatHoIic  people  of  Ireland  as  a 
great  mitigation  of  their  general  distress, 
which  was  mainly  to  be  attnbuted  to  bad 
government,  and  an  improvident  and  waste- 
ful Administration.  At  his  election,  he 
had  brought  this  question  openly  before  his 
constituents,  and  he  found  that  there  was 
not  a  Roman  Cathohc  among  them  who 
expressed  dissent  from  his  views ;  and  he 
particularly  remembered  that  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Power,  a  Roman  Catholic  parish  priest  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  Youghal,  addressed 
the  people  to  the  same  effect,  and  told 
them  that,  putting  aside  abstract  prin- 
ciples altogether,  the  agitation  against  the 
tithe  system  was  most  impolitic,  as  its 
effect,  if  successful,  would  only  be  to 
transfer  the  fund  from  a  mild,  generous, 
and  resident  proprietor,  to  the  pockets  of 
the  wealthy  and  absentee  Duke  of  Devon- 
shire. This  was  not  a. national  question — 
it  was  not  an  Irish  question — it  was  a 
Whig  question,  brought  forward  with  the 
effect,  if  not  with  the  design,  of  divid- 
ing still  more  Irishman  from  Irishman, 
and  widening  the  schism  that  separated 
Roman  Catholic  from  Protestant.  It 
could  only  proceed  upon  the  principle  that 
Parliament  had  a  right  to  deal  at  its 
pleasure  with  all  the  property  that  had 
been  transferred  from  the  Roman  Catholic 
to  the  Protestant  Church  at  the  time  of 
the  Reformation;  but  if  this  principle  were 
sound,  then  Parliament  must  have  an  equal 
right  to  deal  with  the  property  taken  from 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church  and  secular- 
ised; and  then  what  would  become  of  Wo- 
bum  Abbey  and  the  other  church  posses- 
sions that  were  now  held  by  laymen  ?  He 
would  content  himself  with  making  this 
solemn  protest  against  the  doctrines  held 
oii  this  subject  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex.  Touch  the  rights  of  the  Pro- 
testant Church  Establishment,  and  by  what 
title  could  you  hope  to  maintain  the  rights 
of  the  Roman  Catholics?  Touch  the  liber- 
ties of  the  Protestant,  and  what  excuse 
had  you  to  offer  when  your  own  were  in- 
vaded? These  sentiments,  if  adopted  in 
all  their  fulness,  tended  to  the  perpetual 
alienation  of  man  from  man,  of  class  from 
class — to  the  mutual  hostility  of  Catholic 
and  Protestant,  Churchman  and  Dissenter, 
in  Ireland;  and  therefore  furnished  to  those 
who  had  tho  power  to  resist  the  prayer  of 
national  independence,  the  best  opportu- 
nity and  the  justest  motives  for  that  resist- 
ance. Upon  the  other  questions  touched 
upon  by  his  hon.  Friend,  he  should  not 
say  a  word;  and  he  should  have  contented 


himself  with  a  silent  vote  in  favour  of  the 
resolution  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Roch- 
dale, but  for  the  introduction,  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex,  of  topics  which,  in 
his  (Mr.  Anstey's)  judgment,  were  entirely 
foreign  to  the  subject.  Let  him,  before  he 
sat  down,  address  a  few  words  to  the  noble 
Lord  and  his  Colleagues  on  the  present 
state  of  the  public  business  of  Ireland. 
Several  valuable  measures  had  been  aban- 
doned— among  others,  the  Roman  Catholic 
Relief  Bill — ^because  Ministers  were  anx- 
ious, as  they  said,  to  carry  the  Landlord 
and  Tenant  Bill;  and  yet  he  was  surprised 
now  to  learn  that  that  measure  was  also  to 
be  postponed  till  next  Session.  Surely 
such  a  measure  as  that  was  of  more  conse- 
quence than  those  measures  which  had 
been  recently  brought  forward,  and  which 
they  seemed  determined  to  press  forward 
to  the  exclusion  of  everything  else.  If 
there  was  not  time  to  consider  measures 
that  related  to  Irish  distress,  surely  there 
was  no  time  to  consider  a  measure  that 
constituted  an  invasion  upon  the  rights 
and  liberties  of  English  constituencies,  the 
consideration  of  two  clauses  of  which  had 
wasted  six  hours  last  night.  After  this, 
what  credit  could  be  given  to  the  profes- 
sions of  a  Minister  who  complained  that  he 
was  prevented  from  passing  remedial  mea- 
sures for  Ireland  by  the  state  of  public 
business  ?  The  only  proof  of  the  interest 
Ministers  had  in  the  welfare  of  Ireland, 
lay  in  their  passing  three  Coercion  BiUs, 
which,  if  they  were  necessary,  had  be- 
come so  through  their  own  scandalous  mal- 
administration. 
Debate  adjourned. 

FARMERS'  ESTATE  SOCIETY 
(IRELANP)  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Committee  read. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  havmg 
acted  as  Chairman  to  the  Committee  to 
which  the  Bill  was  referred,  he  would  very 
briefly  explain  its  object  and  the  nature  of 
its  provisions.  The  object  of  the  Bill  was 
to  create  a  body  of  independent  yeomanry 
in  Ireland:  and  the  way  in  which  this  was 
to  be  done  was  by  incorporating  a  com- 
pany to  purchase  land  and  to  resell  it,  di- 
vided into  portions,  the  minimum  being  re- 
stricted to  thirty  acres,  below  which  sub- 
division was  not  to  be  permitted.  There 
were  two  points  which  the  House  would 
feel  called  upon  to  consider — first,  whether 
the  incorporation  of  a  company  for  the  pos- 
session of  land  was  not  a  deviation  from 
the  ordinary  current  of  legislation;   and. 
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secondly,  whether  the  proyisions  proposed 
to  be  adopted  for  preventing  the  subdiyi- 
gion  of  land  into  portions  less  than  thirtjr 
acres,  were  likelj  to  be  sufficient  for  that 
purpose.  As  regarded  the  first  point,  a 
precedent  for  the  present  measure  was  to 
be  found  in  the  Irish  Waste  Land  Improve- 
ment Society  Act,  which  was  passed  in 
1836.  With  respect  to  the  second  point, 
it  must  be  a  matter  of  speculation  whether 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  were  calculated 
to  prevent  the  subdivision  of  land  into 
smaller  portions  than  thirty  acres.  The 
plan  was  ingenious  and  not  complicated; 
and  every  person  who  had  been  consulted 
on  the  subject  was  of  opinion  that  no  bet- 
ter one  could  be  devised.  It  was  provided 
that  if  the  land  sold  by  the  company  should 
at  any  period,  no  matter  how  remote,  be 
found  occupied  in  portions  less  than  thirty 
acres,  a  penalty  should  accrue  not  incident 
on  persons  merely,  but  on  the  land  itself. 
The  penalty  was  to  amount  to  half  the 
rated  annuad  value  of  the  land,  and  it  was 
to  be  applied  in  aid  of  the  poor-rate  of  the 
Sectoral  district;  thus  every  ratepayer  and 
guardian  would  have  a  distinct  interest  in 
looking  for  the  recovery  of  the  penalty. 
It  was,  of  course,  impossible  to  say  how 
the  provisions  of  this  measure  would  work 
in  future  generations;  but  if  it  should  prove 
efficacious  for  fifty  years,  that  would  be 
time  enough  to  test  the  possibility  of  estab- 
lishing a  body  of  small  independent  yeo- 
manry in  Ireland.  Under  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  he  thought  that  the 
House  would  be  justified  in  deviating  from 
the  general  principle  in  passing  this  Bill, 
and  he  recommended  it  to  take  that 
course. 

After  a  short  conversation,  the  Bill  went 
through  Committee  pro  forma. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before  Two 
o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Saturday,  July  2d,  1848. 

REMEDIAL  MEASURES  FOR  IRELAND- 
ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 
Adjourned  debate  resumed. 
Mr.  M.  J.  O'CONNELL  observed,  that 
in  the  absence  of  all    the  Cabinet  Minis- 
ters he  felt  some  difficulty  in  addressing 
himself  to  the  Irish  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment, especially  as  he  should  follow  four 
bon.  Members  who  had  spoken  in  support 
of  the  resolution.     He  must  add  his  feeble 
e       St  remonstrance  against  the  do- 
:  policy  which  Her  Mt^esty's  Gh>> 


vemment  had  eome  to  the  eonclaskni  ol 
adopting.  He  had  frequently  complaiiied 
of  former  Administrations,  that  their  mea- 
sures were  not  calculated  to  aerre  or  to 
aesist  Ireland;  but  they  had,  at  least,  this 
merit,  that,  whether  their  measures  were 
good  or  bad,  they  carried  them.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's present  Government  could  not,  he 
regretted  to  say,  lay  claim  even  to  ^at 
virtue.  It  had  been  said  that,  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  Ireland,  to  do  nothing  was  to 
do  wrong;  and,  paradoxical  as  that  observ- 
ation might  appear  at  the  first  view,  it  was 
essentially  true,  for  reaUy  nothing  had  be^i 
done  whilst  much  was  required.  It  was 
true  that,  in  the  course  of  this  lengthoied 
Session,  three  successive  measures  had 
been  passed  vrith  the  view  of  suppressing 
outrage,  and  putting  down  popular  discon- 
tent. As  to  the  two  first,  he  shoidd  net 
allude  to  them,  and  only  to  the  third  to 
say  that  his  absence  from  the  House,  when 
it  was  finally  carried,  arose  not  from  any 
wish  to  shrink  from  the  responsibility  of 
supporting  it,  but  from  accidental  cireum- 
stances.  Painful  as  it  might  have  been  to 
his  feelings,  he  should  have  given  to  that 
measure  all  the  support  in  his  power,  be- 
lieving that,  harsh  as  it  unquesttmiably 
was,  it  was  really  necessary  for  the  welfare 
and  benefit  of  the  Irish.  He  eonld  not 
avoid  expressing  his  regret,  that  after  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  last  night,  which, 
though  it  did  not  hold  out  much  hope  of 
remedial  measures  for  Ireland,  had  at  least 
the  merit  of  betraying  no  angry  feeling, 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Middle- 
sex should  have  entered  into  some  topies 
which,  at  the  present  moment^  should  not 
have  been  touched.  Should  disturbances 
unhappily  break  out  in  Ireland,  he  hoped 
they  would  be  put  down  with  determina- 
tion coupled  with  all  possible  mildness, 
which  the  country  had  a  right  to  expect 
from  the  character  of  the  noble  Earl  at  the 
head  of  the  Irish  Government.  He  eatne 
now  to  consider  the  questions  upon  which 
the  absence  of  legislation  had  been  the 
subject  of  just  complaint.  First,  the^e  was 
the  Church  question,  on  which  his  observa- 
tions should  be  made  with  a  view  to  con- 
ciliate rather  than  to  irritate.  Religious 
considerations  appeared  to  him  to  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  present  disturbance  or  dis- 
content of  Ireland  to  an  extent  thai  was 
perfectly  unprecedented;  but  if  civil  war 
should  unfortunately  break  out,  he  did  not 
believe  it  would  be  possible  to  keep  them 
out  of  view.  He  feared  that  this  strong 
element,  which  now  lay  cmieeated  in  the 
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rural  mind  of  Ireland,  would  in  that  case 
Boon  develop  itself;  so  that  the  contest, 
which  might  have  hegun  in  the  first  in- 
stance hetween  the  supporters  and  the  op- 
ponents of  the  British  Crown,  would  soon 
turn  into  a  war  hetween  the  Catholic  and 
the  Protestant.  As  to  the  Church  question 
itself,  he  was  conyinced  it  could  never  be 
settled  except,  as  all  great  questions  must 
he,  upon  the  principle  of  compromise;  and 
that  in  the  principle  of  compromise  there 
must  not  be  left  out  of  view  the  feelings  of 
the  Protestant  laitj  of  the  middle  and 
lower  classes.  He  should  have  been  glad 
to  have  seen  the  Government  Bill  for  the 
improvement  of  the  franchise  pass  in  the 
course  of  the  present  Session;  but  its  pass- 
ing either  this  year  or  next  was  of  very 
little  importance,  compared  with  measures 
that  would  give  the  people  the  power  to 
live.  Employment  and  food — ^food  and  em- 
ployment— were  the  first  questions  to  be 
considered,  in  discussing  the  remedial  mea- 
sures necessary  for  the  welfare  of  Ireland. 
These  subjects  brought  him  to  the  omis- 
sions of  which  he  conceived  the  country 
had  a  right  to  complain  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  They  were  unquestionably 
right  in  postponing  the  consideration  of  a 
settlement  of  the  Church  question,  and  also 
the  question  of  the  franchise;  but  before 
this  Session  closed,  or,  if  it  were  too  late, 
early  in  the  next  Session,  he  implored 
them  to  do  something  towards  promoting 
the  great  object,  an  object  vitally  essential 
for  the  welfare  of  the  people,  namely,  find- 
ing them  employment.  The  noble  Lord 
said  that  English  as  well  as  Irish  measures 
had  necessarily  been  postponed  this  Ses- 
sion. That  was  true;  but  there  was  this  dif- 
ference between  the  English  and  the  Irish 
measures — that  the  English  measures  had 
not,  year  after  year,  been  recommended 
for  consideration  by  seventeen  or  eighteen 
Committees  of  that  House,  and  by  differ- 
ent Royal  Commissions.  In  1844  a  Com- 
mission recommended  legislation  upon  the 
subject  of  landlord  and  tenant.  Three 
Bills  had  been  brought  forward  in  relation 
to  it;  one  this  Session,  which  had  been 
considerably  amended  in  Committee;  but 
it  now  appeared  that  all  their  labour  and 
care  were  to  be  thrown  away.  He  parti- 
cularly alluded  to  this  question,  because  the 
subject  was  far  from  being  popular  in  Ire- 
land. The  public  mind  of  that  country 
had  gone  to  such  lengths  in  looking  for  in- 
terference between  landlord  and  tenant, 
that  it  was  important  some  measure  should 
b&  passed  as  soon  as  possible,  in  order  that 


the  expectations  which  were  rife  should  be 
checked.  If  there  were  opposition,  it  was 
certainly  not  Hkely  to  be  overcome  by  the 
readiness  which  the  Government  had  shown 
to  yield.  Numerous  other  measures  had 
been  recommended  by  Commissions  and 
Committees  from  the  year  1 81 1;  and  from 
the  time  of  the  Poor  Law  Commission  to  that 
called  the  Devon  Commission,  there  had 
been  a  regular  series  of  recommendations, 
tending  to  the  productive  employment  of 
the  labouring  classes.  One  measure  had 
been  secured,  namely,  a  poor-law  granting 
a  full  right  of  relief  to  the  poor,  and  in 
certain  cases  to  the  ablebodied.  This 
measure  was  not  popular  in  its  working; 
but,  unpopulai*  as  it  might  be,  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  stating  his  adhesion  to  the 
principle.  Its  severity  was  a  necessary 
evil.  He  could  not  help  reminding  the 
noble  Lord  that,  in  1846,  before  he  was 
convinced  the  poor-law  was  necessary,  he 
declared  that  a  measure  for  the  reclama^ 
tion  of  waste  lands  was  essential  for  Ire- 
land. He  repeated  that  a  measure  for  the 
employment  of  the  poor  in  the  reclamation 
of  waste  lands,  as  an  aid  to  the  working  of 
the  poor-law,  and  to  enable  the  distressed 
districts  to  bear  the  pressure  inseparable 
from  that  law,  had  been  promised,  but,  in 
point  of  fact,  not  given.  What  was  the 
history  of  the  measure  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  referred  ?  Something  like  the  Land- 
lord and  Tenant  Bill  of  the  present  Ses- 
sion. It  was  not,  however,  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  to  prepare  the  way  care- 
fully, but  at  once  thrown  out  of  the 
window.  One  or  two  of  the  Members 
expresssed  their  doubts ;  some  wanted 
emigration,  some  had  their  heads  full 
of  railways — some  had  one  notion,  and 
some  had  another — when  the  truth  was 
that  the  condition  of  Ireland  required 
not  one  panacea,  but  a  series  of  com- 
bined measures,  any  one  of  which  would 
have  been  imperfect  without  the  as- 
sistance of  the  other.  [Lord  J.  Rus- 
sell :  500,000^.  had  been  transferred  for 
the  purposes  of  land  improvement.]  He 
admitted  that  money  advanced  to  proprie- 
tors for  drainage  had  done  good;  but  there 
were  some  districts  where  the  landlords 
were  poor,  and  where  to  charge  the  land- 
lord with  the  interest  of  the  instalments 
would  add  to  his  burdens  to  such  a  degree, 
that,  instead  of  conferring  an  advantage 
upon  him,  it  would  add  to  his  losses.  The 
measure,  however,  for  the  improvement  of 
waste  lands  had  been  abandoned.  Then, 
with  regard  to  proposals  for  railways  and 
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public  works,  Ireland  had  been  the  victim 
of  several  mistakes  in  this  respect.  The 
plan  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  6. 
Bentinck)  was  too  extensive,  both  in  the 
amount  proposed  to  be  advanced,  and  the 
object  to  be  accomplished.  These  circum- 
stances caused  the  rejection  of  that  mea- 
sure; but  the  principle  of  aid  by  the  State 
to  railways  was  sound  and  valuable  in  it- 
self. Last  year  a  minor  plan  was  proposed 
by  the  Government;  and  he  called  upon 
the  House  to  look  at  the  results  of  even 
that  limited  amount  of  public  money  ad- 
vanced to  a  railway  company.  The  great 
line  between  Dublin  and  Limerick  had  been 
opened  by  it;  700?.  per  week  had  been 
added  to  the  receipts;  and  when  the  line 
was  opened  to  the  large  towns  south  of 
Cork,  the  increase  would  be  still  more 
Btriking.  He  would  put  it  to  the  strictest 
economist  in  the  House,  whether  it  was 
not  cheaper  to  govern  Ireland  by  paying 
labourers  than  soldiers.  One  or  the  other 
must  be  done;  for  so  long  as  distress  and 
destitution  prevailed  in  every  variety  of 
form,  there  would  be  discontent.  Em- 
ployment, therefore,  was  the  first  essen- 
tial ;  and  he  earnestly  recommended  the 
Government  to  take  this  subject  into  their 
earliest  consideration,  and  whatever  mea- 
sure they  determined  upon,  to  carry  it — 
shrinking  from  no  opposition,  whether  from 
without  or  within.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
the  individual  intentions  of  every  Member 
of  the  Government,  whether  belonging  to 
the  Cabinet  or  not,  were  sincerely  favour- 
able to  the  welfare  of  Ireland ;  but  Ireland 
had  reason  to  complain  that  those  indivi- 
dual intentions  produced  few  collective  re- 
sults. Somehow  or  other  there  was  al- 
ways wanting  an  unity  of  will  and  purpose 
in  the  Members  of  the  Government — great 
readiness,  certainly,  to  take  everything  in- 
to their  consideration;  but  just  when  the 
subject  was  ripe  for  being  carried  into 
effect,  some  opposition  started  up,  or  some 
screw  became  loose,  in  the  Cabinet  or  out 
of  it,  and  then  there  was  equal  facility  in 
allowing  the  whole  project  to  fall  to  the 
ground.  Now,  if  this  policy  were  allowed 
to  go  on  in  future,  it  needed  no  spirit  of 
prophecy  to  tell  the  House  what  the  in- 
evitable result  must  be.  If  promises  were 
to  be  made  and  expectations  encouraged, 
of  good  and  useful  measures,  which  were 
not  realised,  the  history  of  Ireland  for  the 
next  ten  years  might  be  written  in  blood. 
Present  disturbances  would  be  put  down — 
he  hoped  without  bloodshed;  but  put  down 
they  would  be.     The  cause  of  law  and 


order  was  safe  in  Ireland — the  aathority 
of  the  Sovereign  would  triumph.  But  when 
disturbance  had  ceased,  when  the  fury  of 
popular  excitement  was  passed,  Ireland 
would  be,  as  she  had  been  for  many  years, 
a  burden  upon  the  resources  of  England, 
and  a  cause  of  weakness  instead  of  power 
to  the  British  name,  if  her  evils  went  un- 
redressed. 

Major  BLACKALL  said,  that  taking 
the  Amendment  abstractedly,  there  was 
no  Irish  Member  who  would  not  readily 
give  it  his  support ;  but  it  had  been  fol- 
lowed by  a  speech  from  the  hon.  Mover 
containing  views  as  to  remedial  mea- 
sures from  which  he  entirely  dissented. 
He  wished  it  to  be  recollected  that  there 
had  been  an  obstructive  as  well  aa  a  do- 
nothing  policy  during  the  Session.  It  was 
said,  that  the  coercive  measure  passed  at 
the  commencement  of  the  Session  had 
been  inoperative.  His  own  county,  Long- 
ford, was  one  of  the  first  put  under  it; 
and  he  could  only  say  that  it  had  restored 
tranquillity  in  a  very  short  time.  Long- 
ford remained  tranquil  to  this  moment,  an 
example  to  many  parts  of  Ireland.  To 
what  was  this  attributable?  To  the  ex- 
cellent example  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy  and  gentry,  who  discouraged  poli- 
tical agitation  and  the  club  system.  Much 
mischief,  he  believed,  would  bo  done  by 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex, in  which  he  attributed  nearly  the 
whole  of  the  evils  of  Ireland  to  the  Church. 
That  speech  was  likely  to  create  feelings 
of  sectarian  bitterness;  whilst,  as  he  be- 
lieved, it  did  not  contain  a  true  represen- 
tation of  the  opinions  of  the  Irish  people. 
In  all  his  (Major  Blackall's)  communica- 
cations  with  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ire- 
land, he  had  always  found  them  professmg 
a  wish  not  to  do  away  with  the  Protestant 
Establishment ;  and  he  believed  they  were 
sincere.  However  much  he  might  wish 
for  reform  in  the  Irish  Church,  he  would 
never  consent  to  its  abolition.  He  had 
no  confidence  in  many  of  the  remedial 
measures  proposed.  Tbe  panacea  for  Ire- 
land was  to  encourage  employment — ^to 
support  the  law.  He  must  say,  that  in  the 
present  state  of  Ireland  there  were  con- 
siderations which  should  induce  the  Go- 
vernment to  treat  her  with  great  caution. 
The  great  mistake  had  been  in  adopting 
permanent  legislation  at  a  moment  of  tem- 
porary distress;  and  the  House  was  now 
passing  measures  which  would  rather  in- 
volve her  in  further  difficulties.  The  mea- 
sure which  had  met  with  most  success. 
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would  force  into  the  market  a  large  propor- 
tion of  Irish  property.     Another  law  had 
heen  passed,  which  all  were  unanimous  in 
thinking  required   amendment.     He   was 
not  opposed   to  a  poor-law   in  principle. 
He  had  endeavoured,  as  far  as  he  could, 
to  carry  out  the  Act;  and  in  his  own  dis- 
trict he  had  no  reason  to  complain  of  it; 
hut  he  could  not  help  saying  that  it  was  in 
consequence  of  the  advantageous  position 
in  which  he  was  placed  that  he  had  heen 
ahle  to  make  it  auxiliary  to  employment. 
His  division  being  a  small  one,  there  being 
only  four  landed  proprietors,   who  had  a 
community  of  interest,  the  poor-law  had 
been  made  auxiliary  to  employment.  They 
had  been   able  to  keep  every  ablebodied 
pauper  in  employment  since  November.  He 
did  not  think,  however,  they  could  trace 
disaffection  to  the  existence  of  distress;  he 
believed  that  the  disaffection  was  created 
by  those  who  had  harped  upon  the  subject 
of  the  injuries  of  Ireland  until  they  had 
driven  the  people  into  discontent.     There 
was  one  part  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  last  night  in  which 
he  cordially  concurred.    He  was  favourable 
to  the  proposition  of  having  an  annual  ses- 
sions in  Dublin,  for  the  despatch  of  Irish 
business.     He  had  not  heard  one  word  as 
an  objection  to  that.     He   was  perfectly 
convinced  that  a  firmer  knitting  of  the  in- 
terests of  the  countries,  the  bringing  over 
to  Ireland  English  gentlemen  and  English 
capital,  would  be   the  result;   the  public 
opinion   in  favour  of  such   a  course  was 
daily  gaining  ground,  and  he  had  entrust- 
ed to  him  a  petition  from  the  grand  jury  of 
the  county  of  Meath,  signed  by  gentlemen 
possessing    property    to    the    amount    of 
80,000Z.  per  annum,  in  favour  of  the  pro 
position.     He  thought  that  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Rochdale,  however 
fair  in  the  abstract,  was  not  borne  out  by 
the  circumstances  of  the  case;  and,  particu- 
larly, disagreeing  with  him  in  the  reasons 
which  he  had  given  for  bringing  it  forward, 
and  disagreeing  with  him  that  it  was  ad- 
visable at  the  present  moment,  ho  should 
support  the  noble  Lord. 

Mr.  p.  SCROPE  said,  that  the  state  of 
Ireland  was  important  to  England  was  plain 
from  the  events  of  the  last  two  years,  and 
the  events  of  the  last  two  days.  If  the 
Irish  remained  in  a  discontented  state — if 
civil  war  were  to  break  out,  would  not  the 
English  people  have  to  pay  the  expense  of 
the  maintenance  of  troops  ?  and  the  loss 
of  tranquillity  would  produce  ruin  in  this 
commercial  country,    England  would  not 


only  pay  for  it  in  that  manner,  but  in  the 
loss  of  reputation  in  the  eyes  of  Europe — 
in  the  loss  of  strength,  power,  and  position 
amongst  the  nations  of  the  earth.  He, 
therefore,  hoped  the  English  people  would 
seriously  take  into  consideration  the  state 
of  Ireland,  and  no  longer  trifle  with  a  ques« 
tion  which  had  attracted  the  attention  of 
Europe.  It*was  not  many  years  since  one 
of  the  most  eminent  men  that  Ireland  had 
produced  (Dr.  Doyle)  said,  that  the  unre- 
lieved poverty  of  Ireland  would  continue 
uncorrected  by  British  legislation  until  pau- 
perism executed  on  their  heads  the  venge- 
ance of  Heaven.  He  asked  whether  that 
prophecy  did  not  appear  to  be  in  the  course 
of  completion  ?  That  eminent  man  died  of 
a  broken  heart  from  despair,  at  seeing  no 
improvement  in  the  condition  of  the  Irish. 
Last  year  was  passed  the  Irish  poor-law — 
forty-seven  years  from  the  Union ;  whilst 
for  three  hundred  years  England  had  en- 
joyed the  right.  It  had  been  deferred 
until  the  second  year  of  famine,  and  that 
famine  had  completed  the  difficulty  of 
working  the  scheme.  That  law  was  ac- 
companied by  a  clause  which  had  exas- 
perated the  clearance  system ;  it  gave  fa- 
cility to  landlords  to  clear  their  estates. 
The  Landlord  and  Tenants  Bill,  he  be- 
lieved, would  be  a  delusion,  rather  than  a 
remedy,  unless  it  was  materially  modified 
and  altered.  The  state  of  the  law  of  land- 
lord and  tenant  operated  as  the  most  cruel 
and  pressing  grievance  on  the  people  of 
Ireland,  and  was  at  the  bottom  of  the 
discontent  of  the  Irish  peasantry.  Un- 
less the  House  set  to  work  earnestly  and 
thoroughly  to  settle  that  question,  they 
would  not  put  down  the  insurrection  which 
threatened  Ireland,  or,  if  it  were  put  down, 
it  would  break  out  again.  The  cry  was, 
**  Ireland  for  the  Irish."  What  they  meant 
was,  that  the  Irish  should  be  allowed  to 
live  in  Ireland  by  the  exercise  of  their 'in- 
dustry; that  the  laws  which  at  present 
prevented  them  doing  that,  and  robbed 
them  of  the  fruits  of  their  industry,  should 
be  altered  in  their  favour;  that  justice 
should  be  done  between  landlord  and  ten- 
ant. He  wished  to  say  nothing  that  was 
irritating;  but  if  what  he  said  was  true,  he 
thought  it  desirable  that  it  should  be  stated. 
It  would  rather  have  a  soothing  effect  than 
otherwise,  if  it  were  known  that  in  this  as- 
sembly, and  amongst  English  Members, 
there  were  some  who  sympathised  with  the 
Irish  tenantry;  and  would  encourage  them 
to  believe  that,  without  force,  sooner  or  later 
they  would  obtain  redress.   For  some  tim^ 
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fMk,  mmmw  9i  the  l—flot  tb  ia  Irelaad,  ^ 
tlw  kelp  of  o«r  Mm j  and  tlw  po&e,  kad 
■ttiHiplgd,  and  nun  J  ^f  Uiea  in  fmtt  ear- 
ricd  iota  eieet,  the  elearanee  of  Uieir 
cstslea.  Tke  Uadiords,  as  a  Itod  j,  small 
aa  dieir  mnbera  were— about  8,000  Y^M- 
m^  in  £ee — kad  tke  wyirer  of  tieaaing  from 
tke  five  of  Iidand  the  wkole  of  tke  pops- 
klioB — tkej  wi^iX  aweep  off  tkeir  estatea 
tke  wkole  <^  tke  present  inkakitanta.  He 
kad  brongkt  casea  of  tkia  kind  before  tke 
Hooae,  one  in  wkiek  140  koosea  kad  been 
cut  down  a  few  dajs  before  last  Ckrist- 
maa.  Tke  landlorda  kad  mistaken  Tiewa 
aa  to  tke  elearanee  of  estates^  and  tke 
Mmker  of  amaQ  farmert;  and  ke  waa  de- 
ligkted  to  kear  frvm  tke  noble  Lord  kb 

r'  lion  tkat  fmall  farms  mij^  maintain 
popokuion  in  comfort  and  abondanee. 
If  tke  Ifiak  landlords  were  of  tkat  opinion, 
Ikere  woold  be  no  danger  for  Ireland;  but 
it  waa  tke  eontrarj  opinion  whiek  {Merailed 
aoMmgst  tkem,  namelj,  tkat  tke  first  step 
towarda  improrement  waa  tke  elearanee  oi 
tkeir  estates  from  small  farmers,  and  the 
cstaUiakment  €4  large  farms,  according  to 
tke  praetace  of  Lineolnskire  and  Norfolk. 
If  tk^  did  not  pmnt  to  tkat,  be  beliered 
tkat  toe  discontent  in  Ireland  would  not  be 
great ;  bat  wl^en  all  these  indications  kad 
keen  giren  of  tke  condoci  of  landlcmls, 
waa  it  eztraordinarj  that  we  should  see 
recklessness  and  discontent  in  the  pea- 
santry? Thej  beliered  that  it  was  in- 
tended to  drire  them  off  the  land  which 
tkej  occnpied,  and  that  belief  was  at  the 
bottom  of  the  insurrection.  He  would 
resid  a  word  or  two  from  one  of  the  most 
recent  documents  put  forward  bj  the  rcro- 
lutionarj  party — an  article  from  the  Irisk 
Fehm  oi  last  Saturday,  in  order  to  show 
what  the  gricTance  was  in  the  opinion  of 
those  who  were  now  supported  by  so  large 
a  proportion  of  the  discontented  population 
of  Ireland.     It 


**  Our  most  snfTerin?,  most  patient  people  have 
lonj^  hamblj  prajed  the  ruling  faction  to  lire  bj 
hooett  industry  in  their  own  land — in  the  land  in 
which  God  has  placed  them,  and  in  which  Heaven 
ha.1  amply  provided  the  means  of  maintaining 
them.  We  have  claimed  Ireland  for  the  people 
of  Ireland,  and  oar  rulers  call  that  pillage.  Is  it 
worthy  the  name  of  robbery  or  pillage — the  cry  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  to  live  by  their  labour  ? 
We  have  l>egged  that  the  pro<luce  of  Ireland 
should  sustain  the  livofi  of  the  Irish  people,  and 
our  rulers  call  tliat  plunder.  We  have  entreated 
Irish  landlorda  to  act  as  Irishmen,  to  enjoy  the 
advantages  of  their  social  condiiion,  but  to  take 
that  enjoyment  with  all  its  duties  ;  to  receive 
their  rents,  and  revel  in  their  wealth,  but  to  make 
that  wealth  subservient  to  the  happiness  of  the 
Iriah  people ;  and  most  of  our  landlorda  a«cuje  us 


'  mi  fnHtfy,  I  IP  ■■■II  tibfy  vf, '  We  aw 
.  we  ha^wt  m»  pan  wi&  the  IniL'  '  IttIm  i 
.  Iriaii '  inirfmieii  vs.* 

Tke  answer  to  tkat  waa— tlua  ia  n  ( 
for  tke  confscation  of  rests;  h 
I  Irisk  people  want  any  tly^  moL^  , 

.  liwe  konest^  ky  tke  sweat  of  tker 

How  coidd  tkey  expect  Iidaad  t»  k*  a 

I  wise  tkan  distarbed  ?     Howea  kttd , 

I  lereOed  by  tke  landlords  to  an  extca*  wkidk 
I  was  unparalleled;  but  wken  one  ka«in  k^d 
I  been  lereQed  in  Sorrey,  and  lereDcd  m  dfen 
I  most  legal  manner,  it  prodneed  ^k  grant- 
.  est  excitement  tkrou^iout  tke  Tifi|^kkaM 
;  hood.     In  one  district  in  Irdaad,  wklui 
the  hist   year,   9,000  persona  kad  keoa 
t  turned  out  upon  tke  world  kooadeas  aad 
komeless,  wkilst  in  another  distriei,  mt  ann 
union  in  Kerry,  1,000  persona  had  keoa 
turned  adrift  since  tke  commenconeBi  n£ 
tke  present  year.     He  kad  a  letter  frnaa 
Dr.  Brown,  the  Catkolie  biskop  of  tke  fb^ 
cese  in  which  the  occurrence  took  pjarc^ 
stating  that  up<m  the  property  of  tkie  late 
Major  Mahon  600  families  er  3,000  per- 
softs  had  been  turned  out  i^on  tke  world. 
In  Castlebar,  in  Ballinrobe,  in  Caniek-«»* 
Shannon,    simiUr    erictiotts    kad     t^><m 
place;  and  kow  could  they  expect  tkat  tke 
consequences  would    not    be  distnrkeate 
and  discontent  ?     Let  tke  Hoose  rrmcm 
her  that  a  similar  system  iji  proceeding 
prevailed  OTcr  a  large  extent  of  coantrj. 
VVas  it  to  be  wonderei  at,  then,  tkat  tke 
snudl  farmers,  who  were  er^y   nftoeaaeft 
afraid  of  being  turned  out  of  tkeir  Iniid^ 
and  left  to  die  in  the  ditches,  akonld  ke 
ready  to  join  any  morement  wkiek  pro- 
mised a  chance  of  amelioration  of  th^ 
condition  ?    When  such  clearancea  and  de- 
populations were  attempted   in    England 
centuries  back,  the  same  results  were  pro- 
duced which  had  taken  place  in  Irdand; 
but  depopulation  of  districts  waa  againat 
the  common  law  of  England,  and  landloida 
had  been  tried  and  punished  for  it.    Tkeie 
was  no  surplus  population  in  Ireland;  but 
on    the    contrary,    if    erery    agricnltiml 
family  got  twenty  acres  of  waste  land* 
allowing  eight  for  cultiTstion,  and  twelre 
for  other  purposes,  they  would  repay  tke 
cost  of  so  locating  them  in  a  Yerj  short 
time.      The  Government  ought  to  a|^j 
extraordinary  powers,  if  necessary,  to  en- 
force this  cultivation  of  the  waste  lands, 
and  their  motto  ought  to  be  in  such  a  case — > 

'*  Salus  populi  lex  saprona." 
If  they  adopted  some  course  of  this  de- 
scription, they  would   find   Ireland,  in  n 
very  short  time,  contented  and  well  off. 


989 


Ad^enanMd 


{July  29} 


Jkbate. 


9dd 


Sir  Gr.  ORET  said :  As  the  speech  of 
my  noble  Friend  (Lord  J.  Russell)  has  in- 
cluded every  topic  connected  with  the 
question  before  the  House,  it  will  be  unne- 
cessary and  unjustifiable  for  me  now  to 
occupy  much  of  the  time  of  the  House; 
but  it  would  hardly  be  considered  respect- 
ful to  the  House  if  the  discussion  were 
allowed  to  close  without  some  other  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government  addressing  it  after 
the  speeches  which  have  been  since  made. 
A  complaint  has  been  made  that  the 
speech  of  my  noble  Friend,  though  mild 
and  conciliatory  in  its  tone,  has  held  out 
no  particular  encouragement  to  Ireland  as 
to  those  legislative  measures  in  the  power 
of  the  Government  to  propose,  and  of  the 
Parliament  to  adopt,  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
medying those  evils  which  unfortunately 
exist  in  Ireland.  If  that  complaint  were 
well  founded,  I  must  say  that,  having  lis- 
tened to  every  speech  which  has  been  de- 
livered in  the  course  of  the  present  discus- 
sion, I  should  not  be  able  to  feel  anything 
but  discouragement  in  respect  to  the  ap- 
plication of  a  cure  for  those  evils,  when  I 
observe  the  want  of  agreement  existing 
among  hon.  Gentlemen  themselves  as  to 
the  suggestion  of  any  remedy  which  they 
think  practical.  No  two  Gentlemen  have 
concurred  in  a  remedy,  though  they  all 
agree  in  admitting  that  grievances  exist  in 
Ireland;  and,  while  acknowledging  the 
difficulty  they  themselves  experience  in 
agreeing  upon  the  legislative  remedy  to  be 
adopted,  they  nevertheless  think  it  the 
bounden  duty  of  the  Parliament  and  Go- 
vernment to  devise  the  proper  remedy.  I 
am  not  disposed  to  say  that  Parliament 
can  do  nothing  to  mitigate  the  evils  in  the 
condition  of  Ireland;  and  still  less  do  I 
think  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  look  with  apathy — as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  has  unjustly  ac- 
cused the  present  Government  of  doing — 
at  the  existence  of  thosefevils  without  at- 
tempting a  remedy.  I  will  recall  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  circumstances 
which  followed  the  present  Government's 
accession  to  office;  and  I  ask  whether  the 
social  condition  of  Ireland  was  neglected 
by  the  Government  or  the  Parliament  in 
1846  and  1847?  Immediately  after  the 
present  Government  assumed  office,  the 
disease  in  the  potatoes — unfortunately  the 
main  staff  of  life  in  Ireland — accompanied 
by  a  deficient  harvest  in  Europe,  brought 
on  the  calamity  of  death  in  a  most  aggra- 
vated form,  which  pressed  with  unequal 
severity  on  Ireland,  reducing  the  popula- 


tion of  that  country  to  the  border  of 
starvation,  and  in  many  eases  to  ac- 
tual starvation.  Symptoms  of  the  coming 
calamity  had  previously  appeared,  and 
the  Government  had  asked  for  and  ob- 
tained measures  calculated  to  avert  it, 
or  to  mitigate  its  severity.  It  fell  on  Ire- 
land in  the  winter  of  1846  and  1847| 
and  I  must  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  day  after  day,  and  week  after  week, 
the  attention  of  Parliament  was  occupied 
with  the  afi^airs  of  Ireland ;  and  the  Go- 
vernment would  have  neglected  the  duty 
which  then  devolved  on  them,  if,  instead  of 
attempting  to  mitigate  the  distress  in  Ire- 
land, they  had  brought  in  Bills  with  re- 
spect to  the  Irish  Church,  or  any  political 
grievance  in  that  country.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  has  said,  that  since 
the  accession  of  the  present  Government 
to  office,  they  have  sat  with  folded  arms, 
doing  nothing.  I  do  not  know  in  what 
part  of  Ireland  the  hon.  Gentleman's  pro- 
perty is  situated,  though  I  have  no  doubt 
the  hon.  Gentleman  discharges  his  duties 
as  a  landlord  as  every  person  of  good  feel- 
ing would ;  but  I  appeal  to  others  connect- 
ed with  Ireland  to  say,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment at  that  time  were  not  fully  en- 
gaged in  directing  their  honest  endeavours, 
at  least,  to  mitigate  the  severity  of  the 
calamity  which  pressed  on  the  people? 
But  the  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  not  only 
had  the  Government  done  nothing  to  miti- 
gate the  evils  of  Ireland — the  great  evil 
then  being  the  famine,  which  pressed  the 
people  down — ^but  that  the  only  measures 
brought  in  by  them  were  two  Coercion 
Bills,  and  the  Suspension  of  the  Habeas 
Corpus  Act.  Is  the  hon.  Gentleman  pre- 
pared to  stand  up  and  deny  the  necessity 
of  any  one  of  those  measures  ?  The  hon. 
Member  for  Longford  has  handsomely 
borne  his  testimony  to  the  result  of  the 
first  of  those  measures  in  his  county,  which, 
being  one  of  the  first  places  coming  under 
the  operation  of  the  Act,  and  having  been 
before  in  a  most  disturbed  state,  has  been 
restored  to  tranquillity.  That  first  Act 
which  passed  was  eminently  successful  for 
its  purpose;  and  those  dastardly  assassina- 
tions which  were  the  justification  of  the 
measure,  have  since,  with  one  or  two  ex- 
ceptions, actually  ceased.  Then,  with  re- 
spect to  the  other  two  Acts,  which  re- 
ceived the  assent  of  the  immense  majority 
of  this  House,  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  re- 
member that  the  French  Revolution  in 
February  last  gave  an  impulse  to  feeling 
in  Ireland  which  deranged  the  whole  state 
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of  Bocietj  in  that  country.  The  present 
Btate  of  Ireland  is  not  the  result  of  ordi- 
nary causes ;  and,  with  respect  to  the  re- 
cent suspension  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  only  a  week  ago 
stated,  in  a  manly  and  honourable  way, 
that  he  at  first  thought  of  abstaining  from 
the  discussion,  and  absenting  himself  from 
the  House,  but  that  on  reflection  he  de- 
termined to  act  the  more  open  part  of 
avowing  the  necessity  of  the  measure,  and 
of  supporting  the  Bill  by  his  speech  and 
TOte.  What  right,  then,  has  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  taunt  the  Government  with 
bringing  forward  that  measure,  when  he 
himself  has  acknowledged  its  necessity  for 
the  maintenance  of  order  and  law,  and  for 
the  protection  of  the  lives  and  property  of 
the  loyal  subjects  of  the  Crown  ?  It  is, 
then,  no  reproach  to  the  Government  that 
they  have  brought  forward  that  measure, 
postponing  to  a  future  period  the  conside- 
ration of  other  measures,  which  in  more 
ordinary  times  would  have  received  the 
early  and  special  notice  of  the  House.  But 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  confined  his 
remarks  to  the  present  Government,  but 
has  said  that  in  1 803  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act 
was  suspended,  and  that  in  1848  the  same 
circumstance  occurred  again ;  and  he  has 
treated  the  interval  as  one  dreary  blank, 
as  if  no  legislation  in  respect  to  the  inte- 
rests of  Ireland  had  taken  place  during 
that  space.  Now,  I  feel  it  to  be  unneces- 
sary to  weary  the  House  by  adverting  to 
the  many  Acts  which  have  passed  affecting 
the  interests  of  the  great  body  of  the  in- 
habitants of  Ireland  since  1803.  Let  the 
hon.  Gentleman  contrast  the  state  of  the 
Statute-book  as  to  the  penal  laws  respect- 
ing  the  Roman  Catholics  in  1803  with  its 
state  now.  Has  the  hon.  Gentleman  over- 
looked the  struggles  carried  on  in  Parlia- 
ment for  years  until  1829,  when  Catholic 
Emancipation  passed,  by  virtue  of  which 
political  equality  was  given  to  all  the  in- 
habitants of  Ireland  ?  I  will  not  go  into  a 
history  of  all  the  measures  carried,  but  will 
say,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  wrong  in 
conveying  the  idea  that,  from  1803  to  1848, 
Ireland  and  its  interests  have  been  neg- 
lectod  by  the  Legislature,  and  that  no  Acts 
deeply  affecting  the  prosperity  and  welfare 
of  that  country  have  passed  during  that 
period.  On  the  contrary,  many  measures 
of  that  nature  have  been  carried;  and, 
though  I  will  not  advert  to  other  measures 
relating  to  municipal  corporations,  and  to 
the  extension  of  the  franchise,  because  I 
mn  not  prepared  to  deny  that  much  re- 


mains to  be  done,  yet  I  am  prepued  to 
deny  that  this  is  the  moment  when  under 
existing  circumstances,  those  questions  can 
be  beneficially  and  advantageously  consid- 
ered. I  listened  with  expectation  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech  the  other  eyening, 
because  he  had  told  the  House  that,  what- 
ever might  be  the  case  with  others,  in  his 
case,  at  all  events,  there  should  be  no 
ground  of  complaint  for  his  not  bringing 
forward  some  tangible  and  definite  scheme 
for  the  cure  of  the  evils  of  Ireland.  We 
have  now  had  the  opportunity  of  hearing 
the  scheme  of  the  hon.  Gentleman;  and  I 
think  that  the  House  will  be  of  opinion 
that  nothing  could  be  more  yague  and  in- 
definite. Mainly,  the  plan  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  consists  in  the  reconstruction 
in  the  first  instance,  and,  as  I  understand, 
in  the  demolition  in  the  result,  of  the  Pro- 
testant Church  in  Ireland;  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  conceived  that  that  would  tend 
more  than  anything  else  to  remoye  the 
evils  of  Ireland.  I  am  not  prepared  to  re- 
ti*act  any  word  which  I  have  fonnerlj  ut- 
tered on  this  question;  and  if  the  hon.  €^- 
tleman  looks  to  the  speech  which  I  made 
on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  with  re- 
spect to  Maynooth  in  1845,  the  last  I  ad^ 
dressed  to  this  House  in  reference  to  this 
question,  he  will  find  that  the  opinions  I 
then  expressed  were  very  much  in  accord- 
ance with  those  stated  by  my  noble  Friend 
the  other  evening.  I  am  not  prepared  to 
deny,  but  affirm,  that  the  existence  of  an 
exclusive  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland  (the 
Protestant  Episcopalians  being  a  small  mi- 
nority only  of  the  population)  is  an  anomalj 
unjustifiable  in  its  origin,  and  indefensible 
now.  I  know  no  other  country  in  Europe 
in  which  the  same  experiment  has  been 
made — in  which  the  same  attempt  has 
been  carried  out;  and  I  am  quite  prepared 
to  say  that  the  wisdom  and  policy  of  the 
attempt  in  Ireland  must  be  condemned  by 
its  results.  I  think  it  an  unfortunate  cir- 
cumstance, materially  affecting  the  peace 
of  Ireland,  and  the  efficacy  of  the  Goyem- 
ment,  that  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  are 
dependent  on  those  sources  for  their  sub- 
sistence to  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex  has  referred.  When,  however, 
the  hon.  Member  quotes  from  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Qo- 
vernment,  he  should  do  so  accurately;  and 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  incorrectly  attri- 
buted to  the  noble  Lord  the  unqualified 
assertion  that  it  would  be  a  crime  to  moot 
the  question  of  the  Church  of  Ireland. 
My  noble  Friend  made  no  such  unqudMcd 
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assertion,  but  expressed  opinions  similar  to 
those  I  likewise  expressed  in  my  speech  in 
reference  to  the  Bill  brought  in  by  the  6o- 
yemment  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Tamworth  in  reference  to 
Maynooth.  I  then  stated  that  I  supported 
the  Bill  not  only  because  the  principle  was 
just  on  which  it  was  founded,  for  improving 
the  means  of  education  for  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic clergy,  but  because  it  involved  the 
first  recognition  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  in  Ireland,  and  because  I  had 
hoped  that  it  would  lead  to  further  mea- 
sures; but  I  added,  that  I  would  not  press 
that  or  any  other  Government  to  bring 
those  measures  forward,  because  I  knew 
the  difficulties  with  which  they  are  sur- 
rounded, and  felt  that  Government  would 
not  be  right  in  setting  this  question  loose 
by  proposing  some  plan,  unless  they  saw 
their  way  through  it^ — I  will  not  say  with 
a  certainty  of  success,  but  with  some  rea- 
sonable ground  of  belief  that  their  proposi- 
tion would  meet  with  the  assent  of  the 
people  and  of  Parliament.  My  noble  Friend 
distinctly  stated,  strong  as  is  the  feeling  in 
England  and  Scotland  on  this  subject,  that 
that  should  not  deter  him  from  proposing 
a  measure  in  respect  to  it,  if  he  thought  it 
would  be  acceptable  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy  and  the  people  of  Ireland;  the  for- 
mer of  whom  had,  however,  as  my  noble 
Friend  stated  last  night,  raised  arguments 
against  the  adoption  of  any  such  measure. 
I  should  be  sorry  to  think  that  these  ob- 
jections should  continue;  but  I  very  much 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick 
in  believing  that  the  time  would  come — 
and  he  cared  not  under  what  Ministry — 
when  public  opinion  in  this  country,  having 
altered  through  longer  experience,  would 
enable  a  well-matured  and  well-considered 
plan  to  be  brought  forward,  and  procure 
for  it  the  sanction  of  Parliament.  I  hope 
the  hon.  Member  is  not  too  sanguine  in 
the  expectation  that  that  time  is  not  far 
distant;  I,  for  one,  shall  hail  its  arrival, 
and,  whether  in  office  or  out  of  office,  no 
one  will  be  more  ready  than  myself  to  con- 
cur in  any  practical  plan  for  the  accom- 
plishment of  what  I  believe  would  be  a 
great  benefit  to  Ireland.  In  alluding  to 
this  Church  question,  I  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kerry,  a  Roman  Catholic, 
who  differs  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex, a  Protestant,  in  opinion  as  to  this 
being  the  time  when  it  could  be  advantage- 
ously brought  forward;  and  I  think  that 
the  censure  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid*, 
dlesex  is  not  well  founded  when  he  blames 
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the  Government  for  not,  in  1846  and  in 
1847,  inviting  the  attention  of  Parliament 
to  a  measure  which  must  have  led  to  acri- 
monious debates,  without  effecting  a  satis- 
factory settlement  of  the  question.  Now, 
one  word  with  respect  to  the  plan  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex.  That  is  not 
an  original  plan;  it  is  the  congregational 
plan;  and  he  did  not  allude  to  the  time 
which  it  would  take  to  bring  it  into  full 
operation.  I  suppose  he  only  meant  that 
it  should  come  into  gradual  operation.  He, 
however,  says  that  this  was  not  the  plan 
he  would  propose  if  he  had  his  way — that 
he  would  willingly  bring  forward  a  much 
more  complete  plan;  but  he  says  the  time 
is  not  ripe  for  that.  The  hon.  Member, 
taunting  my  noble  Friend  on  this  question, 
proposed  a  plan  which  it  would  take  half 
a  century  to  bring  into  operation;  but  that 
is  only  as  a  measure  in  the  first  instance; 
and  what  the  hon.  Member  looked  to  was 
the  total  abolition  of  every  ecclesiastical 
establishment  in  Ireland.  I  am  not  pre<* 
pared  to  agree  in  that;  and  I  do  not  be* 
lieve  that  the  House  is  prepared  to  pass  a 
vote  of  censure  on  the  Government  for  not 
proposing,  under  existing  circumstances, 
a  comprehensive  measure  with  respect  to 
the  Irish  Church  to  Parliament.  The  hon. 
Member's  second  suggestion  was  so  vague 
that  I  may  pass  it  over  very  lightly.  The 
hon.  Member  recommended  the  develop- 
ment of  the  industrial  resources  of  Ireland; 
and  the  only  means  he  pointed  to  for  effect- 
ing that  object  was  systematic  colonisation. 
If  any  definite  plan  could  be  proposed,  it 
might  be  advantageous  to  England,  Scot- 
land, and  Ireland  that  colonisation  to  a 
large  extent  should  be  carried  on;  but  al- 
though the  hon.  Member  said  that  no  man 
should  have  reason  to  complain  of  his  want 
of  definiteness,  yet  he  has  not  told  us  how 
his  system  of  colonisation  is  to  be  carried 
out;  by  what  means  and  by  what  funds  it 
is  to  be  supported;  what  class  of  persons 
was  to  be  affected  by  it;  and  to  what  part 
of  the  globe  it  is  to  be  directed.  I  am  not 
anxious  to  say  anything  discouraging  of 
colonisation;  but  there  are  practical  diffi- 
culties connected  with  it  which  will  not 
allow  the  question  to  be  settled  in  the 
slight  off-hand  style  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex.  There  is  in  Canada  great 
objection  to  Irish  emigration  at  the  present 
moment  on  account  of  the  class  of  emi- 
grants. We  have  seen  something  of  this 
class  in  England.  They  are  that  class 
which  the  landlords  in  Ireland  are  very 
naturally  anxious  to  dispose  of ;  while  we 
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and  the  colonies  are  anxious  to  obtain  the 
best.  I  bope  that  in  any  plan  suggested 
by  the  hon.  Member,  it  will  be  rendered 
feasible  by  the  arrangement  of  all  these 
questions  between  the  mother  country  and 
the  colonies,  and  by  a  due  regard  for  all 
other  considerations.  But  in  reference 
to  haying  an  immediate  effect  in  Ireland, 
the  emigration  must  be  on  an  exten- 
sive scale ;  while,  if  carried  on  accor- 
ding to  the  plan  of  the  hon.  Member,  its 
effect  would  be  slow  and  gradual,  and 
hardly  perceptible  at  the  commencement. 
I  will  dp  justice,  however,  to  the  scheme 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  one  respect — by 
admitting  that  it  might,  by  raising  the 
hopes  and  encouraging  the  expectations  of 
the  people,  divert  them  from  the  wild 
schemes  which  they  are  disposed  to  enter- 
tain in  the  absenoe  of  any  plan  of  this 
kind.  It  should  be  borne  in  mind,  how- 
ever, that  in  the  poor-law  there  are  regu- 
lations in  reference  to  emigration;  but  the 
p^isfortune  is  that  for  a  cure  of  all  evils 
Parliament  is  looked  to;  and  no  sooner  is 
one  enactment  passed  than  it  is  forgotten, 
and  Parliament  is  applied  to  again  for 
some  new  measure.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex,  accusing  the  Government 
and  Parliament  of  inaction,  proposed,  in 
addition  to  the  abolition  of  the  Irish  Church 
and  systematic  colonisation,  that  there 
should  be  a  modification  of  the  Union,  and 
that  a  Session  of  Parliament  should  occa- 
sionally be  held  in  Dublin.  This,  however, 
I  apprehend,  might  be  done  by  Royal  pre- 
rogative; and,  therefore,  in  respect  to  that 
measure,  the  hon.  Member  has  no  groyind 
for  accusing  the  Parliament  of  inaction. 
The  hon.  Member  also  proposed  that  this 
House  should  address  Her  Majesty,  pray- 
ing Her  in  person  to  visit  Ireland  annually. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  deny  that  the  pre- 
sence of  Her  Majesty  occasionally  in  Ire- 
land might  have  a  beneficial  and  desirable 
effect;  but  in  the  present  state  of  Ireland  I 
question  whether  the  House  would  not  say 
that  the  Government  is  pardonable  for  not 
advising  Her  Majesty  to  go  to  Ireland,  and 
attempt  by  Her  mere  presence  in  one  or 
two  parts  to  put  down  armed  rebellion. 
However,  a  visit  to  Ireland  by  the  Queen 
could  take  place  without  any  legislative 
proceeding  ;  and  therefore  the  attack  of 
the  hon.  Member  on  the  Legislature  for 
inaction  is,  in  this  respect,  altogether  ill- 
founded.  The  hon.  Member  also  proposed 
that  there  should  be  a  Secretary  of  State, 
to  whom  the  government  of  Ireland  should 
b$  confided — that  the  office  of  Lord  Lieu- 


tenant should  be  abolished,  and  everything 
transferred  to  this  country.  [Mr.  Oa^ 
BORSE :  No !  ]  Then,  if  this  new  Secre- 
tary of  State  were  to  reside  in  Ireland, 
he  would  be  only  another  Lord  Lieutenant 
with  a  new  designation.  [Mr.  Osbo&ne  : 
Lord  Morpeth  was  in  the  Cabinet,  and  Se- 
cretary  for  Ireland.]  I  am  not  prepared 
to  say  that  some  regulation  of  that  kind 
might  not  be  beneficial.  But  to  suppose 
that  the  mere  substitution  of  a  Secretary 
of  State  for  Ireland  for  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant, would  appease  Ireland,  and  that  in- 
stant calm  and  tranquillity  would  arise  in 
that  country,  is  an  idea  for  which  I  think 
no  other  Gentleman  but  the  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex  would  have  made  himself 
responsible.  I  have  now  come  to  the  end 
of  the  panaceas  recommended  by  that  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  do  not  want  to  enter  into 
any  crimination  or  recrimination.  I  should 
be  very  sorry  to  follow  the  example  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  to  disoass  Uiis  Ques- 
tion in  a  party  spirit.  I  do  not  wish  to 
avoid  my  share  in  any  censure  that  may 
be  cast  upon  the  Government.  I  havq 
stated  fairly  the  reasons  which  prevented 
them  from  bringing  forward  measures  with 
regard  to  Ireland,  which,  under  ordinarj 
circumstances,  they  might  have  felt  it  their 
duty  to  propose.  Those  reasons  may  be 
satisfactory  to  the  House.  Probably  they 
will  not  be  satisfactory  to  all  hon.  Members; 
but  I  think  the  House  generally  will  agree 
with  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Longford  (Major  Blackall),  who  u$ad 
that,  looking  at  the  course  of  the  debate 
in  this  House,  he  considered  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  been  hardly  dealt  with  in 
having  the  whole  blame  thrown  upon  them* 
The  hon.  Member  for  Kerry  has  alluded  to 
the  subject  of  waste  lands,  and  has  stated 
that  this  is  one  of  the  important  questions 
upon  which  a  measure  was  brought  in  by  the 
Government  and  abandoned;  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  expressed  his  conviction  that 
such  a  measure  would  go  far  to  remedy  some 
of  the  social  evils  of  Ireland.  I  think,  how-i 
ever,  that  that  Gentleman  has  inadvertently 
given  evidence  of  the  difilculty  which  at- 
tends any  attempt  to  deal  with  questions 
connected  either  with  waste  lands  or  land- 
lord and  tenant  rights.  He  has  said  that, 
on  looking  back  to  the  records  of  Parlia- 
ment, the  eye  is  lost  in  a  vista  of  commis- 
sions and  committees  on  these  subjects,  all 
recommending  that  something  should  be 
done.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  alluded  to 
the  Bills  on  this  subject  brought  in  by 
successive  Governments;  and  I  thigk  W9 
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may  infer  from  that  fact — ^not  that  the 
question  is  so  free  from  difficulty  that  it 
might  easily  hkYe  heen  settled — ^hut  that 
it  is  encompassed  hy  peculiar  difficulties, 
which  render  it  a  suhject  of  no  ordinary 
emharrassment.  The  hon.  Memher  for 
Stroud  (Mr.  P.  Scrope)  has  spoken  at 
some  length  upon  this  subject  of  landlord 
and  tenant  right,  and  referred  us  to  the 
Conmaission  of  Lord  Devon,  as  if  that  Com- 
mission had  recommended  the  same  scheme 
as  he  himself  proposes — that,  irrespective  of 
any  agreement  between  the  tenant  and  the 
landlord,  the  tenant — no  matter  what  may 
be  the  conditions  of  his  tenancy,  or  how 
he  may  have  broken  them — shall  not  be 
evicted  from  his  holding  till  he  has  re- 
ceived full  compensation  for  every  im- 
provement he  has  made  upon  the  land 
during  his  tenancy.  Now,  Lord  Devon's 
Conmiission  made  no  such  recommenda* 
tion.  The  Bill  now  before  the  House,  and 
which  has  been  considered  by  a  Select 
Committee,  went  beyond  the  recommenda- 
tions of  Lord  Devon's  Commission.  That 
Bill,  I  know,  underwent  the  most  careful 
investigation  before  the  Select  Committee; 
and  I  do  not  agree  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kerry  in  thinking  that  the  labours  of 
that  Committee  have  been  thrown  away. 
I  believe  that  it  would  have  been  impossi- 
ble, in  the  absence  of  many  hon.  Members, 
to  secure  due  and  full  consideration  to  the 
details  of  that  measure;  but  I  have  no 
doubt  that  great  benefit  will  be  derived 
from  the  care  and  attention  bestowed  upon 
the  Bill  by  the  Committee,  and  from  the 
amendments  they  suggested;  and  I  trust 
there  is  now  some  hope  of  introducing  a 
measure  which  may  meet  the  sanction  of 
Parliament.  I  believe,  that  it  would  be 
impossible,  with  any  regard  for  the  rights 
of  property,  or  for  the  interests  of  the  ten- 
ants themselves,  to  adopt  the  principle 
contended  for  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stroud.  It  is  true,  as  has  been  stated, 
that  the  Government  did  bring  in  a  Bill  on 
the  subject  of  waste  lands.  They  pro- 
posed to  appropriate  a  sum  of  500,000?.  as 
the  basis  of  that  measure.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kerry  says  that  that  scheme  was 
altogether  abandoned,  and  that  no  substi- 
tute for  it  was  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment. My  noble  Friend  reminded  him 
that  the  sum  of  500,000?.,  which  it  was 
proposed  to  appropriate  under  that  Bill, 
was  transferred,  in  addition  to  1,000,000?. 
provided  under  another  Bill,  to  the  pur- 
poses of  land  improvements,  and,  there- 
fore,  to  the  employment  of  the  people  in 


the  improvement  of  that  land.  Therefore, 
whatever  blame  may  attach  to  the  Govern- 
ment, the  Irish  proprietors  cannot  com- 
plain that  they  lost  the  means  of  employ- 
ing the  people  upon  their  estates  by  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Waste  Lands  BiU,  be- 
cause the  500,000?.  which  was  to  hate 
been  appropriated  under  that  BiU  was  ap- 
propriated under  another  measure.  With 
regard  to  those  waste  lands,  however,  I 
must  say  that  the  experience  the  Govern- 
ment have  had  with  regard  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  a  large  system  of  public  works, 
has  not  been  such  as  to  induce  them  to 
take  upon  themselves  the  management  of 
a  wide  and  extensive  scheme  for  the  re- 
clamation of  waste  lands.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Roscommon  (Mr.  F.  French)  tried 
his  hand  upon  this  subject  during  the  pre- 
sent Session.  He  submitted  a  Bill  to  thLi 
House;  and  I  believe  that  no  Irish  Mem- 
ber gave  a  very  cordial  assent  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  BiU,  and  that  there  was  not 
one  prepared  to  defend  the  machinery  by 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to 
carry  out  his  plan.  But  this  case  affords 
another  iUustration  of  the  remark  made 
the  other  day  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Shropshire  as  to  persons  overlooking  Acts 
of  Parliament.  There  is  an  Act  of  Par- 
Uament  in  existence  which  gives  persons 
very  large  powers  with  regard  to  the  re- 
clamation of  waste  lands;  and  that  Act  is 
admitted  by  aU  to  be  a  dead  letter.  I 
cannot  help  doubting  the  statements  which 
are  made  as  to  the  large  and  certain  re- 
turns the  Government  might  obtain  by  un« 
dertaking  an  extensive  scheme  for  the  re- 
clamation of  waste  lands.  I  beUeve,  if 
that  impression  was  well  founded,  that 
capital  would  long  since  have  found  its 
way  into  this  channel  through  the  ma->- 
chinery  of  the  Act  to  which  I  have  just  re- 
ferred. If  that  Act  is  inoperative  in  con- 
sequence of  some  defect  in  its  machinery, 
it  is  only  necessary  to  bring  the  subject 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Legislature, 
and  any  difficulty  would,  no  doubt,  be 
speedily  removed.  The  Farmers*  Estate 
Society  BiU,  which  was  under  the  con- 
sideration of  this  House  last  night,  is  suf- 
ficient to  prove  that  there  is  no  disinclina- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Government  or  of 
the  House  to  consider  and  sanction  any 
measure  which  they  may  think  likely  to 
have  a  beneficial  effect  with  regard  to  im- 
provement of  land  in  Ireland.  It  is  the 
opinion  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  of 
many  Irish  Gentlemen  that  that  Bill  is 
likely  to  lead  to  the  employment  of  the 
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people  upon  thecultivationof  tbeland.  There 
are,  therefore,  two  measures — one  an  Act 
of  Parliament,  and  the  other  a  Bill  now 
before  this  Uouse,  and  which  I  hope  will 
receive  the  sanction  of  Parliament — which 
hold  out  the  prospect  of  accomplishing  the 
object  at  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stroud  aims  much  more  effectually,  and  in 
a  much  less  objectionable  manner,  than 
could  have  been  done  under  his  Bill.  I 
believe,  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud, 
that  many  of  the  evils  under  which  Ireland 
suffers  arise  from  questions  respecting  land, 
and  from  the  existing  relations  between 
landlord  and  tenant.  But  I  also  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  (Mr. 
Osborne)  and  other  hon.  Gentlemen,  in  the 
opinion  that  many  of  those  evils — and  I 
think  this  is  one  of  them — are  to  be  met, 
not  so  much  by  legislation,  as  by  the  de- 
termination of  the  parties  themselves, 
each  in  their  respective  stations,  to  consult 
their  own  interests  by  the  conscientious  and 
enlightened  discharge  of  their  duty;  and 
I  bdieve  it  is  to  such  a  discharge  of  their 
duty,  by  all  persons  acting  upon  the  present 
law,  that  we  must  look  for  the  social  im- 
provement of  Ireland.  With  regard  to  the 
eviction  of  tenants,  to  which  allusion  has 
been  made,  I  deplore  most  deeply  the  ex- 
tent to  which  that  system  has  been  carried; 
though  here  again  I  must  also  say  that  I 
think  the  Legislature  have  gone  as  far  as 
they  can  well  go  in  providing  a  remedy  for 
any  harshness  or  cruelty  which  may  be  ex- 
ercised in  carrying  into  effect  the  powers 
which  exist  by  law.  What  remedy  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stroud  proposed  to  apply 
to  this  evil  I  certainly  could  not  discover. 
He  referred  to  a  Landlord  and  Tenant  Bill; 
but  I  do  not  think  any  Bill  which  did  not 
go  the  full  length  of  transferring  property 
from  landlord  to  tenant  could  entirely  pre- 
vent the  practices  to  which  he  has  alluded. 
A  Bill  which  will  place  great  restriction  on 
the  powers  possessed  by  landlords  was, 
however,  sent  up  from  this  to  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  and  has  been  re- 
turned from  the  other  House  with  Amend- 
ments, the  most  important  of  which  have 
been  disagreed  to  by  this  House.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  truly  stated  that  there 
are  many  landlords  in  Ireland  who  do  exer- 
cise their  powers  with  great  mildness  and 
forbearance;  but  I  think  it  is  undoubtedly 
the  duty  of  Parliament  to  place  restrictions 
upon  the  undue  and  harsh  exercise  of  those 
powers.  The  hon.  Gentleman,  however, 
has  not  made  any  proposition  on  this  sub- 
ject on  which  the  sense  of  the  House  could 
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be  taken;  but  he  has  said  that  a  good 
Landlord  and  Tenant  Bill  is  the  only 
measure  that  would  supply  a  satisfac- 
tory remedy  for  these  evictions.  Now,  I 
ask  whether,  carrying  out  the  legitimate 
principle  of  compensation  for  improve- 
ments, the  hon.  Gentleman  believes  that, 
in  the  cases  he  has  mentioned,  anj  sub- 
stantial improvements  had  been  effected; 
or  whether  anything  had  been  done  bj  the 
tenants  of  those  holdings  for  which  it  was 
likely  they  would  have  obtained  compensa- 
tion under  any  Bill  that  might  be  sanction- 
ed by  Parliament.  I  do  not  deny  that 
there  is  a  moral  obligation  on  the  kmdlord 
not  to  turn  people  out  without  either  shelter 
or  food,  to  starve  and  die  in  ditches  and 
under  hedges.  It  is  with  a  view  of  pre- 
venting such  occurrences  that  we  have 
framed  the  Bill  to  which  I  have  before  re- 
ferred, which  has  received  the  sanction  of 
this  House;  and  I  am  not  prepared  to  say 
that  circumstances  might  not  render  it  ne- 
cessary to  carry  the  principle  still  farther. 
The  hon.  Gentleman,  in  alluding  to  the 
land  of  Ireland,  has  quoted  the  maxim 
that  *'  land  is  life."  I  am  ready  to  admit 
that,  in  one  sense,  land  is  life;  but  I  am 
not  prepared  to  admit  the  truth  of  the 
maxim  to  this  extent,  that  the  mere  pos- 
session of  land  is  life.  To  those  employed 
in  the  cultivation  of  the  land,  receiving 
weekly  wages,  and  therefore  living  from 
that  land,  the  land  is  their  life ;  but  it  is 
the  bane  of  Ireland,  that  if  a  labourer  gets 
possession  of  a  quarter  of  an  acre  of  land, 
he  does  not  perform  that  labour  by  which 
the  land  becomes  legitimately  life;  he 
plants  his  potatoes^  he  looks  on  in  idle« 
ness  till  they  are  ripe,  and  if  by  a  visitation 
of  Providence  the  crop  is  destroyed,  he  is 
utterly  destitute.  I  am  not  an  advocate 
for  throwing  the  small  farms  of  Ireland 
into  large  ones;  but  the  maintenance  of  the 
present  division  of  land  in  Ireland  is  one 
of  the  most  fruitful  sources  o£  evil,  and  it 
would  be  well  if  persons  of  capital  woold 
take  larger  farms  in  that  country,  and 
employ  the  poor  at  reasonable  wages  in 
cultivating  the  land.  The  labourers  might 
have — as  they  have  in  some  parts  of  Eng- 
land— their  cottage  gardens  and  allotments 
of  land,  on  which  potatoes  and  other  veget^ 
ablcs  might  be  grown;  but  the  exclusive 
dependence  upon  the  produce  of  small 
plots  of  ground  has  occasioned  a  great 
portion  of  that  distress  under  which  the 
people  of  Ireland  have  suffered,  I  think, 
therefore,  that  the  sooner  that  system  is 
brought  to  an  end  the  better,  and  ai^teia 
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substituted  for  it  more  analogous  to  that 
which  exists  in  this  country.  I  will  not 
occupy  the  attention  of  the  House  further 
by  entering  into  the  general  questions 
which  have  been  discussed  in  the  course 
of  this  debate.  I  beg  to  express,  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  their  earnest  de- 
sire, both  in  their  executive  capacity  and 
as  Members  of  the  Legislature,  to  carry 
out  such  measures  as  may  be  most  condu- 
cive to  the  peace,  the  happiness,  and  the 
prosperity  of  Ireland;  and  I  may  observe 
that  1  should  hail  with  much  satisfaction 
the  greater  union  of  feeling  on  the 
part  of  Irish  Members  in  furthering  such 
measures,  and  in  doing  in  their  own 
country  what  I  think  they  might  do  to 
great  extent — applying  a  remedy  to  those 
social  evils  which  there  exist.  One  word 
with  reference  to  the  state  of  the  potato 
crop.  Although,  no  doubt,  there  is  cause 
for  alarm  on  this  subject,  I  am  happy  to 
state  that  the  latest  accounts  I  have  seen 
from  Ireland  are  of  a  much  more  encoura- 
ging character  than  those  which  were  re- 
ceived a  few  days  ago.  It  is  impossible 
to  speak  with  confidence,  after  the  expe- 
rience of  the  last  two  years.  I  hope  there 
will  be  no  panic,  nor  any  feeling  of  despair 
as  to  the  crop,  in  consequence  of  what  has 
fallen  from  hon.  Gentlemen  in  this  House; 
because,  as  I  have  said,  the  latest  accounts 
I  have  received  from  the  unions  in  Ireland 
are  of  a  much  more  satisfactory  character 
than  those  of  the  last  few  days.  Even 
where  the  disease  has  been  most  extensive, 
some  check  has  been  opposed  to  it;  and  it 
is  the  opinion  of  many  Gentlemen  that 
there  is  reason  for  hope,  if  not  for  expecta- 
tion, that  the  greater  part  of  the  present 
crop  may  be  saved,  and  that  we  need  not 
fear  the  horrors  of  famine  in  Ireland. 

Colonel  DUNNE  observed,  that  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  many  hon.  Gentlemen 
had  referred  to  measures  which,  in  their 
opinion,  would  be  advantageous  to  Ireland; 
but  the  question  was  whether,  under  exist- 
ing circumstances,  they  should  endeavour 
to  force  the  Government  to  bring  such 
measures  forward.  He  conceived  that,  al- 
though many  of  those  measures  were  un- 
doubtedly of  great  importance,  it  would  be 
impossible,  if  they  were  submitted  to  Par- 
liament at  this  late  period  of  the  Session, 
to  give  them  the  full  consideration  which 
their  importance  demanded.  But  the 
Home  Secretary  had  accused  the  Irish 
Members  of  want  of  unanimity  :  that  was 
not  a  sufficient  reason  for  not  introducing  I 
a  remedy  for  an  evil.     Was  there  unani- 1 


mity  in  Parliament  upon  the  Jewish  Dis- 
abilities Bill,  or  the  Navigation  Laws  ? 
Assenting,  however,  to  the  spirit  of  the 
Amendment,  he  (Colonel  Dunne)  could  not 
consent  to  press  upon  the  Government  at 
this  moment  the  consideration  of  all  the 
Irish  measures  that  had  been  suggested. 
But  the  poor-law  certainly  ought  to  have 
their  attention  without  delay,  with  a  view  to 
make  it  just  and  efficient,  especially  as  there 
were  threatening  symptoms  of  a  potato 
failure.  Were  not  Irish  Members  unani- 
mous in  desiring  that  this  law  should  be 
reconsidered  and  modified  ?  The  evictions 
never  occurred  to  such  an  extent  before 
the  poor-law;  in  several  places  it  forced 
them  upon  landlords.  With  regard  to  the 
present  excited  state  of  the  people,  ap- 
proaching, indeed,  to  rebellion,  it  had  its 
origin  in  visionary  schemes  proposed  to  a 
distressed  population.  The  persons  who 
were  leading  them  were  utterly  incapable 
and  unfit  for  heading  such  a  movement; 
but  the  Government  had  done  wisely  in 
arming  themselves  with  the  power  of  lock- 
ing them  up  and  preventing  them  from 
doing  mischief  to  themselves  and  others. 

Mr.  R.  M.  fox  read  a  letter  which  he 
had  received  that  morning  with  regard  to 
the  condition  of  the  county  he  represented 
(Longford),  a  letter  written  by  a  gentle- 
man who  was  agent  for  property  of  great 
extent,  a  magistrate  for  three  counties, 
and  a  practical  agriculturist.  The  letter 
stated — 

"Your  fears  about  the  potato  failure  are 
groundless  ;  there  is  a  partial  blight,  but  nothing 
more.  "We  are  very  quiet  here  ;  I  do  not  think 
the  people  were  ever  less  disposed  to  riot  than  at 
present." 

The  Home  Secretary  had  challenged  the 
Irish  Members  to  propose  some  substantial 
remedial  measure;  he  would  suggest  the 
employment  of  the  people  in  improving  the 
arterial  drainage  of  the  country;  and  he 
would  state  how  the  necessary  funds  might 
be  procured  from  an  Irish  source.  There 
were  in  Ireland  quitrents  and  other  rents 
of  Crown  lands  amounting  to  upwards  of 
50,000/.  a  year;  the  expense  of  collection 
and  management  was  very  great;  but  if 
the  lands  were  sold,  it  was  calculated  that 
they  would  produce  1,250,000^.,  and  that 
sum  could  be  lent  at  5  per  cent  on  the  best 
landed  security  under  the  Drainage  Acts, 
and  would  return  a  larger  income  than  at 
present.  He  did  not  believe  the  Irish  Church 
to  be  a  grievance  at  all ;  he  believed  that  the 
benefit  the  country  derived  from  it  was  far 
greater  than  any  injury  attributed  to  it. 
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MiniBter,  and  regretted  that  he  should  leaye 
to  others  the  derelopment  of  his  principles 
in  practical  measures* 

Sir  W.  SOMERVILLE  would  first  al- 
lude to  the.  Landlord  and  Tenant  Bill,  on 
which  the  hon.  Memher  for  Rochdale  had 
dwelt.  The  hon.  Member  had  quoted  the 
proceedings  of  a  meeting  held  in  the  north 
of  Ireland,  in  which  the  Ministerial  mea- 
sure was  described  as  a  robbery  and  de- 
privation of  property;  but  he  thought,  on 
further  consideration,  the  hon.  Member 
would  see  that  it  did  not  deserve  that  de- 
scription, or  that  it  would  deprive  any  por- 
tion of  the  population  of  their  rights.  He 
said,  that  you  could  not  take  a  custom 
which  had  long  existed  in  Ulster,  and  trans- 
fer it  to  any  other  part  of  Ireland  without 
practically  working  the  greatest  injustice. 
He  did  not  agree  in  the  opinion  that  this 
measure  lay  at  the  root  of  the  social  rela- 
tions between  landlord  and  tenant,  or  that 
these  were  the  principal  cause  of  the  dis- 
satisfaction existing  in  Ireland.  He  thought 
the  principal  cause  of  this  was  less  the  re- 
lation between  the  landlord  and  tenant, 
than  that  between  the  tenant  and  labourer; 
the  hardships  to  which  the  latter  was  ex- 
posed)  formed  one  of  the  principal  evils 
with  which  they  had  to  deal.  A  letter, 
contained  in  the  Appendix  to  the  Report 
of  1845,  strongly  illustrated  the  evils  of 
the  prevailing  system.  On  the  estate 
therein  alluded  to,  there  were  1,064  ten- 
ants, holdbg  farms  averaging  ten  acres, 
with  886  cottier  families^  occupying  536 
acres  of  land,  for  which  they  paid  2,185?., 
one-fifth  of  the  annual  rent.  In  another 
ease  the  rent  exacted  by  the  tenant  of  the 
cottier,  was  51,  4ff.  Bd*  per  acre.  There 
were  instances  in  which  these  poor  crea- 
tures paid  as  much  as  12L  per  acre  to  the 
tenant  occupying  under  the  landlord.  This 
was  the  tenant-right;  and  he  maintained 
that  the  great  evil  was  in  the  miserable 
situation  of  the  labouring  population,  and 
the  relations  subsisting  between  them  and 
the  farmers*  He  thought  this  one  of  the 
first  subjects  that  ought  to  engage  the  at- 
tention of  Parliament,  with  the  view  of 
finding  a  remedy  for  those  monstrous  evils. 
With  regard  to  the  poor-law,  he  did  not 
think  it  perfection.  There  were  many  de- 
tails, no  doubt,  which  required  alteration; 
but  Parliament  would  be  better  able  to  de- 
cide after  learning  the  opinion  of  those  en- 
trusted with  the  administration  of  the  law. 
He  hoped  the  Members  from  Ireland  would 
hold  to  that  poor-law  as  the  foundation  on 
wUek  the  future  superstructure  of  IHsh 


society  must  rest.  The  great  fault  with' 
which  their  past  legislation  was  charge- 
able,  in  his  view,  was  the  neglect  of  the 
poor.  He  admitted  that  the  abandonment 
of  so  many  Ministerial  measures  was  a  sub^ 
ject  of  regret;  but  under  the  pressure  of 
famine,  and  more  recently  the  prospect  of 
an  anticipated  outbreak,  Goyemment  had 
been  reduced  to  take  the  course  they  had 
done.  The  Act  for  the  repression  of  crime^ 
passed  in  the  early  part  of  the  Session,  had 
been  described  as  a  total  failure;  the  best 
answer  to  that  might  be  found  in  the  re* 
ports  of  outrages  in  Ireland.  He  found 
that  in  December,  1847,  the  outrages  re^ 
ported  to  the  police  in  Dublin  were  2,162| 
in  June  they  were  only  1,1 88i  In  opposi** 
tion  to  the  remark  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  he  would  maintain  that  the  Roman 
Catholics  of  Ireland  had  their  fair  share  of 
official  promotions;  he  might  refer  to  such 
examples  as  those  of  Messrs*  Redington, 
Monahan,  and  Baldwin.  It  was  not  a  fair 
charge  to  bring  against  the  Government  of 
Ireland,  then,  to  say  that  the  Roman  Ca* 
tholics  had  been  unfairly  overlooked.  An- 
other question  of  great  importance  had 
been  alluded  to,  that  of  the  Irish  Ecdesias* 
tical  Establishment.  He  agreed  with  all 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Sec- 
retary had  said  as  to  the  urgency  of  the 
subject,  and  the  difficulties  of  undertaking 
it;  and  he  would  say,  that  when  it  was 
undertaken,  the  object  should  be,  not  to 
demolish,  but  to  construct;  not  to  irritate 
one  class  and  favour  another;  but  to  put 
both  on  a  footing  of  equality — that  no  hearts 
burnings  or  jealousies  should  be  allowed  ttf 
exist  from  the  participation  of  one  class  in 
privileges  denied  to  another.  Whenever 
that  measure  was  undertaken,  it  should  be 
undertaken  in  a  confiding  spirit,  withoQt 
restrictions  or  bargainings;  whatever  was 
right  should  be  done;  and  if  Parliament 
determined  to  act  in  this  spirit,  they  would 
do  more  to  lay  the  foundation  of  peace, 
happiness,  and  tranquillity  in  Ireland  than 
they  could  effect  by  any  other  measure 
which  it  was  in  the  power  of  Government 
to  propose.  He  could  not  avoid  observing 
that  he  thought  it  a  disgrace  to  the  press 
of  Ireland,  and  almost  derogatory  to  the 
national  character  of  his  countrymen,  that 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern*- 
ment  of  Ireland  should  be  assailed  in  the 
way  he  had  been.  He  had  had  the  honour 
of  serving  under  that  noble  Lord,  and  he 
could  say  that  there  never  was  an  indivi- 
dual more  devoted  to  the  task  he  had 
undertaken,  and  more  desiroud  of  promet« 
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lag  Ae  ^■jqiiiifiHK  Mid  ptospqUjof  Irehnd, 
£i«7  &(OohT  «f  las  bean  w&s  deroted  to 
pnnnotiug  llie  fiocni  bippiiiess  of  that 
cmuiiJ^,  Slid  it  ^TBiS  di^raeefal  that  undo- 
iSo^  werprahy  of  socSi  a  man — so  liberal 
■adso  -derabed — dter  slioiiU  see  Ireland 
VEC  Vr -^deapiscfvickedmen^and  her 
^  yiynlirriiia  rvoMd  almost  to  the 
i£  inaiiiipiif  His  Iiob.  Friend  might 
11L  ii  dox  be  vas  mc  mistaken  in 
^  imB&BCSBr  4if  LfBii  Claieiidon :  those 
io^  cxsaSBd  -^at  pDfiiktiaD  most  be 
■DC  vmae  be  pmnshed;  nothing 
job:  aakd  hmnaiie  woold  be 
OIK  tw-  liorfl  itkBrndooL  He  should  feel 
c  ju  as^  14#  pre  hk  rote  against  the 
JkaSasML  nf  liis  boiL  Member  £or  Eocbdale 
£^  jinjiinid  %f>  a  ^BriEioBi;  bnt  be  Ix^^  that 
m  ibe  weimiBiagipes  in  vldeb  tbej  were 
utm  }iSM«d,  like  buL  Gtwrlmtaji  wcnld  see 
fix  1)1/  wisb^v  it. 

M&.  J.    0X053^0E  tmild  not  better 
IBiiMnae  liie  poBitioD  of  ibe  Iiish  laodk^ds 
is  TahdtHiD  t(»  the  Gorernment  than  br  re- 
Isti^g  an  anwjdote  of   a  Catbc^  pnest, 
«»bo  onoe  on  a  time  lired  in  the  eoimtj 
JKikkre,  and  vac  mqipufied  to  be  endored 
wifth  anpernstiiral  povrers.     One  daj  a  de- 
putaEtkm  of  bis  panshioners  waited  on  bim, 
ID  bc^  that  be  would  exert  lus  miraeoloos 
infioenoe  on  the  atmoepbore.     One  of  the 
panahJonere  implored  of  bim  to  prociut? 
fai0t  wea&er,  ano&er  entreated  for  rain,  a 
ibifd  anpplieased  for  great  beat,  and  a 
lovrtb  importuned  bim  for  eoML      "Go 
boine,  mj  good  people/'  be  said  to  them 
at  last;  *'go  bmne;  and  when  jou  bare 
agTCied  amongst  Touraelr^  what  weather 
M»  aak  lor,  I  wilf  gire  it  to  jon;  but  it  is 
iupMaihk  for  me  to  giro  jon  all  kinds  of 
ir«atb«rat  once.''     Just  mmilar  was  the 
pocitioi)  of  the  Iniib  landlords  with  respert 
t<P  tber  Government.     Tbej  all  sngg^ted 
difiMwol  remedites,  and  sought  from  the 
Gov«rau«ift  different  farours;    but  they 
^^utkejir  overlooked  the  faet,  that  the  mise- 
Mt  i/Ireiaxid  were  in  a  great  degree  to  be 
auriinitfod  to  tbeir  own  sTBtematie  non-per- 
lunuiKOoe  of  tbeir  dotr.     He  was  not,  how- 
4;^«r^  o^  tLoM;  who  ibought  that  the  land> 
^sAMMi  aAfue  wi^K  open  to   censure.     The  ; 
MdA^iMMhii  wisra  the  curse  of  Ireland.    The  | 
iiM'iu«r  op^ebbod  the  labourer  eren  more  j 
tLikL  UmH   lafidiord  oppressed  the  fsnner.  i 
jFur  uuk  xyrwuX  in  broadcloth  there  could  | 
Vtyfuuuc  iii  Ireland  t  went  r  tjrants  in  friexe.  j 
|io.vutuei(;bik,  of  all  classee  in  Ireland,  the  ; 
udiijyrd  cukM>  was  the  most  in  fault;  for  if  \ 
yt     [itiuod  tbeir  dutj  honestly  by  the 
M^  ttttMit  would  bare  no  excuse. 


nor  any  preeedent  for  i 
wh<Rn  he  sublet.  It  bad) 
solemn  record  bj  the 
that  the  Irish  were,  cf  afl  tiie  : 
populations,  the  worst  cUL  ike  wont  fed, 
and  the  worst  housed.  That  fiaet  ^oka 
trumpet-tongued  against  Ike  Ubbob.  It 
was  idle  for  the  noble  Lord  tiie  Fint  Mia- 
ister  of  the  Crown  to  fling  back  ike  re- 
proach in  the  face  of  the  Insb  people  bj 
reminding  them  that  tbey  were  ^[vte  as 
badlj  off  before  the  Unioa;  ftr,  etca 
though  the  fict  were  so,  it  should  aat  be 
!  forgotten  that  the  present  waa  sot  age  «£ 
progress  all  the  woiid  over,  and  tkift  As 
countij  which,  in  sndi  an  age,  aserefy 
stood  still,  was  to  be  daased  whk  tkoae 
who  retrograded.  Goremment  engki  to 
compd  the  landlords  to  do  tkeir  dhdj.  He 
should  Tote  in  fsTour  of  the  Motian. 

Me.  XEWDEGATE  &lt  ] 
upon  to  make  some  referenoe  to  1 
ner  in  whidi  Tazions  bon. 
proposed  to  deal  with  the  Chnrdi 
lishment  in  Irdand.  Tbe  bon* 
for  Middl^ex  (Mr.  Osborne)  bad  spoken  of 
that  Establishment  as  of  a  imi— nrr,  and 
bad  declared  his  inDingness  to  go  to  &o 
hustings  on  the  ^nestian  of  its  ~  ~ 
He  was  one  of  that  bon.  Member^s  i 
tnenta,  and  he  thought  be  ini|^  ^ 
to  predict  that  tbe  ~ 
find  that  a  tot  tnmUesome  ymrtion  if  ke 
perserered  in  bis  intention.  [Mr.  Oio- 
BORSE :  You  did  not  Tote  for  me.]  He 
(Mr.  Xewdegate)  never  bad  hitherto  op- 
posed the  return  of  the  bon.  Member. 
For  <me,  be  feh  it  to  be  bis  dntj  eolemnlj 
and  empbaticaDT  to  protest  against  ^ 
language  which  bad  been  used  witb  refisr- 
ence  to  the  Irish  Church  by  the 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  tbe  i 
ofthatdebateT  Tbe  right  I 
the  Secretary  for  tbe  Home  \ 
was  cautious  and  circomiyegt  in  bis  aelee- 
tion  of  language  when  speaking  en  Aif 
question  ;  but  neyertbeSeas  it  waa  qinte 
erident  that  what  be  meant  and  intended 
was  to  deal  with  the  Irish  Church.  Sneb 
was  the  light  bon.  Baronet^s 
[Sir  G.  Gb£T  concurred  with  the 
Member  for  lomerick  (Mr.  MonseO),  im 
hoping  that  the  day  was  not  distant  irlien 
it  might  be  possible  to  propose  some  mea- 
sure which  would  put  an  end  to  tbe  evil  of 
haying  the  dei^  of  the  great  majorilj 
of  the  people  depending  for  tbeir  main- 
tenance on  sources  such  as  those  to  wbick 
the  bon.  Member  for  Middlesex  refen^j 
Although  the  Members  of  Her  Mi^eety'o 
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Government  might  choose  to  treat  the 
Church  of  Ireland  as  the  great  grievance 
of  Ireland,  there  were  independent  Irish 
Memhers  in  that  House,  even  of  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  persuasion,  who  regarded  it 
in  a  totally  different  light.  The  hon.  Mem- 
her  for  Longford  had  acknowledged  the 
utility  of  the  Irish  Church,  and  paid  a  just 
trihute  of  praise  to  the  piety,  learning,  and 
acquirements  of  the  Irish  clergy,  whose 
conduct  during  the  severe  trials  to  which 
they  had  heen  exposed,  formed  an  example 
well  worthy  the  imitation  of  some  of  those 
who  were  now  foremost  in  denouncing  the 
Church  of  Ireland,  and  her  clergy,  as  a 
nuisance.  The  hon.  Memher  for  Youghal, 
who  was,  as  every  one  knew,  an  ardent 
Roman  Catholic,  spoke  in  a  similar  strain, 
and  declared  that  he  did  not  helieve  that 
the  Irish  Church  was  regarded  as  a  griev- 
ance even  hy  the  Catholics  of  Ireland. 
Let  it  go  forth  to  the  world  that  Irish 
Memhers  had  so  spoken  of  it,  and  that 
when  an  English  Memher  got  up  to  de- 
fend the  Church  of  Ireland  from  the  at- 
tack of  another  English  Memher,  that  a 
certain  party  in  the  House  endeavoured  to 

§ut  him  down  hy  the  force  of  clamour, 
^he  Church  was  the  keystone  of  that 
arch  which  united  the  two  countries — re- 
move it,  and  it  were  scarcely  possihle  to 
conjecture  the  results  :  you  would  make 
repealers  where  you  least  look  for  such 
opinions.  If  that  stone  fall  upon  any  Go- 
vernment it  will  crush  them  to  powder. 
Why  should  any  Memher  of  that  House, 
he  he  Minister  or  not,  presume  to  speak 
of  the  Irish  Church  as  the  upas  tree  of  the 
country  ?  It  was  a  hlessing  to  Ireland  ; 
and  it  had  the  strongest  claims  on  the 
reverential  regard  of  the  great  majority 
of  the  English  people ;  for  it  was  part  and 
parcel  of  the  same  Church  of  England — 
united  with  her,  not  only  hy  the  legisla- 
tive Union,  hut  hy  identity  of  doctrine 
and  of  faith.  To  the  majority  of  the 
English  people  he  was  content  to  leave 
the  issue. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL:  I  fear  that 
the  hon.  Memher  has  mistaken  the  Mem- 
hers of  the  Government,  and  me  in  parti- 
cular, on  a  point  on  which  it  is  very  de- 
sirable that  we  should  not  be  misunder- 
stood. He  says  that  the  Members  of  the 
Government  have  represented  the  Irish 
Established  Church  as  a  grievance,  and 
went  on  to  represent  that  we  had  even  at- 
tacked the  conduct  of  the  clergy  of  that 
Church.  [Mr.  Newdegate:  No,  I  did  not 
say  so.]    Well,  I  am  happy  to  find  that  I 


misunderstood  the  hon.  Member.  With 
respect  to  the  conduct  of  the  clergy,  I  have 
only  to  offer  unaffectedly  the  tribute  of  my 
admiration  to  their  virtues  and  acquire- 
ments. Nor  did  I  ever  say  that  I  looked 
upon  the  Established  Church  as  a  griev- 
ance. What  I  said  was,  that  I  thought 
the  endowment  of  the  clergy  of  the  mino- 
rity of  the  people,  while  there  was  no  en- 
dowment for  the  clergy  of  the  majority, 
was  a  great  subject  of  complaint  amongst 
the  people  of  Ireland.  To  this  sentiment 
I  have  repeatedly  given  utterance,  and  I 
adhere  to  it  now  as  firmly  as  ever. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  wished  to  correct  an 
error  into  which  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
county  of  Warwick  had  fallen.  That  Gen- 
tleman had  talked  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Longford  (Mr.  R.  M.  Fox)  as  though  he 
were  a  Catholic  Member,  and  quoted  from 
him  accordingly.  It  was  right,  however, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Warwick  should 
know  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford, 
so  far  from  being  an  orthodox  Catholic, 
was  a  highly  orthodox  Protestant.  The 
hon.  Member  had  referred  to  another  Irish 
Member,  who  was  not  an  Irishman  at  all — 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Youghal 
(Mr.  Anstey.)  It  was  true  that  that  Hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  a  Catholic,  but 
he  knew  very  little  indeed  about  the  feel- 
ings of  Catholics  in  Ireland.  He  was  a 
convert.  He  had  very  recently  renounced 
what  he  now  called  the  errors  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church;  but  whether  his  conver- 
sion to  the  Church  in  which  he  (Mr.  Rey- 
nolds) had  the  blessing  of  being  bom,  was 
or  was  not  an  acquisition  to  that  Church, 
was  a  question  which  he  would  not  under- 
take to  decide.  It  had  often  been  said  that 
that  House  was  ignorant  of  the  real  state 
of  Ireland.  He  had  always  known  it  to  be 
true;  but  he  never  could  have  supposed 
that  it  could  be  true  in  so  wholesale  a  sense 
as  that  that  House  could  for  one  moment 
seriously  believe  that  the  Irish  people  did 
not  regard  the  Church  Establishment  as  a 
grievance.  If  they  were  to  believe  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Youghal,  in- 
deed, they  would  find  it  no  difficult  matter 
to  suppose  that  the  Irish  regarded  it  as  a 
national  blessing.  But  he  denied  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  a  faithful 
interpreter  of  the  Irish  people  on  the  ques- 
tion. If  the  Irish  people  should  ever  bring 
themselves  to  regard  the  Church  Estab- 
lishment otherwise  than  as  a  grievance 
and  an  injustice,  there  would  be  but  little 
chance  of  that  prediction  being  realised 
which  had  been  uttered  some  years  ago 
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liy  his  immortal  fellow-oountryman,  Tom 

Moore : — 

"  As  long  as  Ireland  shall  pretend, 

Like  sugar-loaf  turned  upside  down, 
To  stand  upon  the  sharper  end, 

So  long  shall  live  groat  Rock*s  renown ; 
As  long  as  Popish  spade  and  scythe 
Shall  dig  and  cut  the  Sassenach's  tithe. 
And  Popish  purses  pay  the  tolls 
On  heaven's  road  for  Sassenach's  souls ; 
As  long  as  millions  shall  kneel  down 
To  ask  of  thousands  for  their  own. 
While  thousands  proudly  turn  away 
And  to  the  millions  answer,  Nay ; 
So  long  the  merry  reign  shall  be 
Of  Captain  Rock  and  his  family." 

He  had  no  ill-will  to  his  Protestant  fellow- 
subjects — ^not  the  least;  but  what  he  com- 
plained of  was,  that  he  should  be  compelled 
by  law  to  support,  for  their  gratification, 
an  Establishment  from  which  he  entirely 
dissented,  and  from  which  he  received  no 
benefit.  Let  them  look  at  the  vulgar  arith- 
metic of  the  argument.  The  population  of 
Ireland  was  in  round  numbers  8,500,000. 
Of  these  7,000,000  were  Catholics,  700,000 
were  in  communion  with  the  Church  of 
England,  700,000  were  Presbyterians,  and 
1 00,000  were  Wesleyans,  Quakers,  and  other 
Dissenters.  The  clergy  of  the  7,000.000, 
who  were  4,000  in  number,  cost  the  State 
nothing,  being  supported  by  the  voluntary 
contributions  of  their  flocks.  The  Presby- 
terians, who  in  the  days  of  their  political 
purity  indignantly  rejected  aid  from  the 
State,  now  received  36,000?.  a  year  in  the 
shape  of  a  Begium  Donum;  and  the  clergy 
of  the  700,000  Episcopalians  enjoyed  a  re- 
venue of  upwards  of  700,000?.  a  year, 
which  was  derived  from  a  tax  levied  upon 
all  classes  of  religionists.  Yet  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  was  so  innocent,  which 
was  a  soft  word  in  Ireland  for  ignorant,  as 
to  believe  that  7,000,000  of  Catholics, 
700,000  Presbyterians,  and  100,000  Wes- 
leyans  and  Quakers,  did  not  think  it  a 
grievance  to  be  compelled  to  pay  for  a 
clergy  from  whom  they  entirely  dissented. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  but  that  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Middlesex  (Mr^  Osborne)  contained  many 
useful  suggestions,  which  might  be  made 
the  foundation  for  good  legislation,  and 
which  ho  hoped  would  one  day  receive 
the  serious  consideration  of  the  House. 
He  hoped  to  see  the  day  when  many  of 
those  suggestions  would  be  carried  out; 
and,  above  all,  he  hoped  to  see  the 
day  when  every  man  in  the  community 
would  pay  his  own  clergyman  as  he  paid 
his  own  doctor.  He  should  vote  for  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kochdale, 


not  because  it  would  be  prodactivd  of  Miy 
practical  good  just  at  present,  but  because 
it  would  afford  a  guarantee  to  his  felloir« 
countrymen  that  they  should  obtain  relief» 
at  all  events,  next  Session.  It  waa  said 
that  Ireland  was  on  the  verge  of  rebellioiL 
He  hoped  not;  but  if  it  were  bo,  those  who 
had  contributed  to  irritate  public  feelijig  in 
Ireland,  were  accoiintable. 

Mr.  STAFFORD  must  remark  that, 
whatever  charges  he  had  heard  made 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin,  cer- 
tainly it  was  not  the  charge  of  giving  s 
factious  opposition  to  Her  Majesty's  Go^ 
vcmment;  for  his  conduct  since  be  came 
into  that  House  had  been  marked  by  s 
most  elaborate  and  studious  desire  to  avoid 
any  such  charge.  The  hon.  Gentlemia 
the  Member  for  Dublin  had  stated,  as  hs 
(Mr.  Stafford)  thought  very  fairly,  that 
his  wishes  were  not  hostile  to  the  Ghurdi 
of  Ireland,  but  merely  to  the  temporalitiei 
of  that  Church.  But  the  distinction  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  drew  between  the 
Church  of  Ireland  and  what  the  right  hmu 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  call- 
ed "the  Ecclesiastical  Establishment  d 
Ireland,**  was,  he  (Mr.  Stafford)  presumed^ 
of  such  a  nature  that  they  bad  little  na- 
son  to  thank  him  for  saying  he  entertained 
no  hostility  towards  it.  He  could  assure 
the  hon.  Member  that  they  who  bebnged 
to  that  Church  and  acUiered  to  its  ritual, 
and  believed  in  its  apostolical  origbi  and 
immortal  destiny,  were  not  afraid  to  stand 
up  in  that  House  to  declare  that  it  was 
stronger  than  any  Combination  rf  politic- 
cians  arrayed  agamst  it.  It  Would  be 
found  that  already  there  had  been  ttro 
alienations  of  the  property  of  the  Chuhsh 
of  Ireland.  The  first  took  place  wbefii  by 
the  abandonment  of  the  church  cess,  they 
fixed  the  charge  for  repairs  of  churdici 
upon  the  Ecclesiastical  Fund.  They  took 
that  sum  from  the  Church,  and  gate  it  to 
the  landowners  on  whose  estates  it  had 
been  a  charge.  There  was  in  the  next 
place  a  commutation  of  tithes;  and  by  the 
arrangement,  they  gave  75  per  cent  to  the 
Church,  but  at  the  same  time  took  25  p^ 
cent  and  gave  it  to  the  landlords.  And 
they  had  this  year  under  discussion  the 
question  of  ministers'  money  in  Ireland, 
which  was  said  to  amount  to  about  11,0001. 
or  15,000^.  a  year,  and  he  believed  d,000t. 
of  it  was  collected  in  the  city  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Reyndds) 
represented —  [Mr.  Rbtkolds  :  11,0001.] 
11,0002.  of  which  was  collected  in  the  dty 
of   Dublin.      The  hen«  Ocoitldmaii   who 
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brought  forward  the  question  of  ministers' 
money,  haymg  talked,  of  course,  of  liberty 
of  conscience — ^the  rights  of  toleration,  and 
respect  for  the  feelings  of  others— -ended 
by  proposing  that  this  ministers'  money 
should  be  defrayed  out  of  the  ecclesiasti- 
cal property.  If  that  proposition  were 
acceded  to,  they  would  tranfer  15,000/.  a 
year  to  the  owners  of  the  property  on 
which  it  was  at  present  charged,  and 
11,000Z.  of  that  would  be  transferred  from  ' 
the  Protestant  clergyman  to  the  Roman 
Catholic — from  the  Ecclesiastical  Establish- 
ment to  the  owners  of  property  in  Dublin. 
He  would  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  position  of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy 
in  Ireland  was  this — they  stood  pledged 
by  the  reiterated  declarations  of  their 
bishops,  and  of  their  advocates  in  that 
House,  to  the  voluntary  system;  and  the 
House  had  no  reason  to  assume  that  those 
rev.  gentlemen  were  insincere.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  city  of 
Limerick  (Mr.  J.  O'ConneU)  who,  was  re- 
cognised in  that  House  as  the  organ  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  clergy  in  Ireland,  when  the 
question  of  religious  endowment  was  raised, 
stood  up  in  his  place,  and,  with  a  consis- 
tency to  be  admired,  declared  again  what 
he  had  previously  affirmed,  as  to  the  advo- 
cacy of  the  voluntary  principle  by  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  clergy,  and  stated  that  their 
opinions  on  the  subject  were  still  un- 
changed. It  was  true  it  had  been  said  by 
some  persons  that  the  spirit  of  disaffection 
in  Ireland  would  be  quieted  and  removed 
if  the  Government  paid  the  priests;  but  he 
asked  them,  independently  of  other  consi- 
derations, whether  the  advocates  of  the 
priests  could  think  so  meanly  of  them  ?  He 
might  also  add,  with  reference  to  this  sub- 
ject, that  there  were  a  great  number  of 
their  fellow-subjects,  not  the  least  loyal, 
not  the  least  peaceable  and  industrious, 
who  held  that  on  a  question  of  this  kind, 
to  add  a  national  endowment  to  that  par- 
ticular creed  would  be  to  commit  a  great 
national  sin,  and  call  down  the  judgment 
of  Heaven.  With  regard  to  any  interfe- 
rence with  the  Established  Church,  if  he 
understood  Irish  Members  rightly,  they 
would  not  hail  with  any  satisfaction  the 
result  of  an  agitation  to  knock  off  the 
expenditure  in  their  country  a  sum  of 
700,000/.  a  year;  and  instead  of  this  grant 
coming  from  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  • 
being  sent  over  every  year  from  the  Im- ' 
penal  Treasury  to  Ireland,  the  result  of 
the  agitation  would  be  that  700,000/.  a ' 
year  leai  would  be  spent  in  Ireland^  the  i 


odious  Church  would  be  destroyed,  and  the 
country  would  be  the  poorer. 

On  the  question  that  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  question, 
the  House  divided: — Ayes  100;  Noes 
24:  Majority  76. 


List  of 

Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 
Anson,  Visct. 
Arohdall,  Oapt. 
Armstrong,  R.  B. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
BeUew,  R.  M. 
Benbow,  J. 
Beresford,  W. 
Birch,  Sir  T.  B. 
BiackaU,  S.  W. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
BuUer,  Sir  J.  Y. 
BuUer,  C. 
Cabbell,  B.  B. 
Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Christy,  S. 
Clements,  hon.  C.  S. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H.  L. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Cubitt,  W. 
Dalrymple,  Capt. 
Davie,  Sir  H.  R.  F. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncuft,  J. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Dundas,  Sir  D. 
Dundas,  6. 
Dunne,  F.  P. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
FitzPatrick,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Forster,  M. 
Fortescue,  C. 
Freestun,  Col. 
Frewcn,  C.  II. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Gore,  W.  0. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Grace,  0.  D.  J. 
GrenfeU,  C.  W. 
Grogan,  E. 
Hastie,  A. 
Ilawes,  B. 
Hay,  Lord  J. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Ileywood,  J. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 


the  Ayes. 

Hotham,  Lord 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  5. 
Lemon,  Sir.  C. 
Lennard,  T.  B. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Marshall,  J.  G. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 
Meux,  Sir  H. 
Mihier,  W.  M.  E. 
MitcheU,  T.  A. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Morrison,  Sir  W. 
Morris,  D. 

Mostyn,  hon.  E.  M.  L. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Noel,  hon.  G.  J. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Plowden,  W.  H.  0. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Pugh,  D. 
Rioardo.  0. 
Rich,  H. 
Rutherfurd,  A. 
Sandars,  J. 
Seymer,  H.  K. 
Shell,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Somerville,rt.hon.SirW. 
Stafford,  A. 
Thomely,  T.     • 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Verner,  Sir  W. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Vyse,  R.  H.  R.  H. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Watkins,  Col. 
Wellesley  Lord  C. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Young,  Sir  J. 

TELLBBfl. 

TufneU,  H. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 


Liit  of  the  Noes. 


Alcock,  T. 
Armstrong,  Sir  A. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Browne,  R.  D. 
Callaghan,  D. 
CaulfeUd,  J.  M. 
Fagan,  W. 
Grattan,  H. 
Greene,  3, 


Henry,  A. 
Ker,  R. 
Kershaw,  J. 
Monsell,  W. 
Moore,  G.  H. 
Mowatt,  F. 
O'Cotinell,  M.  J. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Sadlier,  J. 
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ScropOy  G.  P. 
ScoUy,  F. 
Teniflon,  E.  K. 
Thompflon,  Col. 
TbomiMOii,  G. 


Wmiaini,  J. 


Crawford,  S. 
Osborne,  B. 


Main  question  put,  that  the  Speaker 
leaye  the  chair  to  go  into  Committee  of 
Supply. 

Debate  adjourned. 

POOE  LAW  UNION  CHARGES  (No.  2)  BILL 

On  the  Motion  of  Mb.  C.  BULLER,  the 
House  went  into  Committee  pro  forma  oii 
this  BilL  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  statecl 
that  his  object  in  moving  that  the  Bil 
should  go  into  Committee,  was,  to  propose 
the  omission  of  the  clause  which  had  beei 
inserted  declaratory  of  the  right  of  IrisL 
paupers  to  parochial  relief  in  this  country, 
after  an  industrial  resideDce  of  five  years. 
Since  the  insertion  of  the  clause,  he  had 
ascertained  that  it  was  unnecessary.  [Mr. 
M.  J.  O'CoKKELL  should  object  to  the 
clause  being  struck  out.]  He  regretted 
exceedingly  that  it  had  ever  been  inserted. 
Its  introduction  into  the  Bill  might  tend  U< 
produce  an  impression  that  he  had  doubts 
as  to  the  law  as  it  at  present  stood, 
whereas,  in  truth,  he  did  not  entertain 
any ;  and,  he  believed,  that  legal  opinions 
to  the  effect  that  you  might  deny  relief  to 
Irish  paupers  who  had  been  resident  in  the 
same  parish  five  years  would  be  found  to 
be  exceedingly  rare.  He  believed  that  all 
the  advantages  of  the  law  were  as  much 
intended  for  the  Irish  poor  as  for  the  Eng< 
lish  poor.  ' 

Several  hon.  Members  for  Ireland  hav- , 
ing  intimated  their  intention  to  oppose  the 
omission  of  the  clause,  i 

The  House  resumed. 

Committee  to  sit  again. 

House    adjourned   at  a   quarter    past , 
Seven. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Monday,  July  31,  1848. 

MiiroTSS.]  PoBLic  BILU.—1*  Bankrupts' Release;  Ju. 
venile  Oflfenders  (Ireland);  PubUc  Works  (Ireland) 
(No.  f) ;  Reproductive  Loan  Fund  Institution  (Ireland) ; 
Rcgenfs  Quadrant  Colonnade;  Salmon  Breed  Presertra- 
tkxi ;  Land  Tax  Commissioners'  Names. 
Repcrted, — Administration  of  Criminal  Justice. 
J*  and  passed :— Highland  Roads  and  Bridge!  (Scotland) ; 
'trustees  Relief  (Ireland). 

oira  Prbsbntbd.    From  the  Magistrates  of  Salford, 
'^r  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  Regulations  BilL— From 
meymen  Bakers  of  the  Tower  Hamlets,  for  the 
ion  of  Night  Work  in  Bakehouses. — From  the  . 
J  Guardians  of  the  Poor  of  the  Stafford  Union,  I 
«ii  of  the  Law  xespecting  Audit  of  Union  Ae-  I 


ENFRAyCmSEMF.NT  OF  COPTHOLDS. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON,  referring  to 
the  amended  Bill  for  the  Enfranchisement 
of  Copyholds,  said,  that  in  some  esses  it 
'  afforded  a  remedy,  bnt  in  otho-s  the  re- 
medy was  far  more  seyo^  and  summarj 
;  than  the  evils  it  affected  to  cmie.  It  had 
I  ^so  been  proposed  at  so  late  a  period  of 
I  the  Session,  that  there  would  not  be  time 
for  dne  consideration  of  its  provisicRis; 
and,  therefore,  he  soggested  to  the  noUe 
and  learned  Lord  upon  the  wo<Jsack  the 
expediency  of  postponing  it  till  another 
Session.  In  the  mean  time  he  could  not 
avoid  remarking  that  he  could  not  imder- 
stand  why  measures  of  this  character, 
which  required  so  much  consideration, 
were  not  brought  forward  at  an  earij  pe- 
riod in  the  Session.  He,  therefore,  wished 
to  ask  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  whether 
it  was  his  intention  to  press  this  Bill  in 
the  present  Session? 

I  The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  it 
was  objected  to  the  first  measure  on  this 
subject  that  it  did  not  go  far  enough;  the 
objection  to  the  present  was,  it  seoned, 
that  it  went  too  far.  He  could  only  saj, 
that  the  alterations  had  been  made  in  de- 
ference to  the  wishes  of  the  House;  and 
he  apprehended,  if  such  were  their  Lord- 
ships' will,  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
in  the  Bill,  as  altered,  passing  this  Ses- 
sion. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  obseryed,  that 
others  as  well  as  himself  were  in  the  pre- 
dicament of  not  haying  had  time  to  con- 
sider the  alterations  that  had  been  made 
in  the  measure. 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  the  measure  was 
considered  on  the  previous  discussion  ob- 
jectionable on  account  of  its  interference; 
and  he  thought  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  took  an  unfair  advantage  of  that  cir- 
cumstance with  regard  to  the  Bill  as  it 
now  stood.  The  noble  Lord  made  some 
observations  on  the  late  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion at  which  important  measures  had  been 
introduced. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
nhose  parts  of  the  Bill  which  could  be 
wifely  postponed  would  be  struck  out,  and 
that  he  should  take  the  opinion  of  their 
Lordships  whether  the  other  should  not  be 
proceeded  with. 

EVICTED  DESTITUTE  POOR  (IRELAND) 
BILL. 
The  Marquess    of   CLANRICARDE 
moved  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  consider- 
ing the  Commons'  reasons  for  disagreebg 
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to  the  Lords'  Amendments  to  this  Bill. 
He  did  not  wish  to  trouble  their  Lordships 
with  any  remarks  in  submitting  the  suffi- 
ciency of  the  reasons  assigned  by  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  for  the  course  that 
they  had  taken,  because  it  might  be  neces- 
sary for  him  at  a  future  period  to  reply  to 
any  objections  that  might  be  urged  to  the 
course  which  he  recommended.  The  prin- 
cipal point  to  be  considered  was,  whether 
it  were  better  to  give  notice  to  the  reliev- 
ing officers  forty-eight  hours  before,  or 
twelve  hours  after  the  ejectment  took  place. 
The  other  House  of  Parliament,  without 
a  division,  and,  he  believed,  unanimously, 
rejected  the  Amendment  that  had  been 
made  by  their  Lordships  for  not  giving 
the  notice  until  after  the  eviction  took 
place;  and  he  hoped  that,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, their  Lordships  would  not 
persist  in  their  former  view;  but  that  they 
would  agree  to  what  might  be  considered 
as  the  unanimous  wish  of  the  other  House 
on  the  matter. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  said,  that  the  pro- 
position advanced  by  his  noble  Friend,  that 
an  Amendment  which  had  been  agreed  to 
by  their  Lordships  after  two  nights'  dis- 
cussion, and  which  had  been  rejected  by 
the  Commons  without  any  discussion  at 
all,  should  now  therefore  be  abandoned, 
seemed  to  him  to  be  extremely  objection- 
able. Before  proceeding  to  notice  the 
Amendment  in  question,  he  begged  to  say, 
that  it  was  satisfactory  to  know  that  all 
the  Amendments  he  had  taken  the  liberty 
of  moving  on  a  former  occasion  had  been 
adopted  by  the  Commons,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  this  one;  and  the  effect  of  reject- 
ing this  one,  according  to  the  judgment  of 
persons  well  qualified  to  judge,  would  be 
to  render  the  Bill  less  efficient  for  its  pro- 
fessed purpose  than  it  otherwise  would 
have  been.  The  Bill  as  originally  framed, 
and  as  now  returned  to  their  Lordships, 
contained  a  provision  which  nothing  but 
his  great  respect  for  the  House  of  Com- 
mons prevented  him  from  calling  the  most 
preposterous  that  had  ever  been  adopted 
by  a  deliberative  assembly,  namely,  that 
for  the  purpose  of  knowing  who  the  per- 
sons were  that  were  likely  to  require  relief 
in  consequence  of  ejectments,  the  parties 
ejecting  should  furnish  the  relieving  offi- 
cer, not  with  the  names  of  the  persons 
ejected,  but  with  the  names  merely  of  the 
land  from  which  they  were  ejected.  They 
required  that  this  information  should  be 
given  forty-eight  hours  before  the  eject- 
pient  took  place.     On  the  other  handy  the 


House  of  Lords  required  that  the  names  of 
the  parties  ejected  should  be  furnished 
within  twelve  hours  after  the  ejectment; 
and  he  was  willing  to  join  issue  with  his 
noble  Friend  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill 
(the  Marquess  of  Clanricarde),  as  to  which 
of  the  plans  was  best  calculated  to  give 
practical  relief.  He  contended  now,  as 
he  had  contended  before,  that  the  proposi- 
tion adopted  by  their  Lordships  was  the 
one  most  likely  to  give  practical  relief; 
and  that  the  one  requiring  the  names  of 
the  lands  to  be  furnished,  would  be  quite 
inoperative  as  regarded  the  real  purpose  of 
the  framers  of  the  Bill. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
said,  the  real  question  before  them  was, 
whether  the  notice  to  the  relieving  officer 
should  be  given  forty-eight  hours  before 
the  ejectment,  or  within  twelve  hours  after 
it.  Admitting  that  giving  the  names  of 
the  parties  would  be  better  than  giving  the 
names  of  the  lands,  he  still  maintained 
that  the  idea  of  giving  that  information 
twelve  hours  after  the  ejectment  to  a  re^ 
lieving  officer,  perhaps  twenty  or  thirty 
miles  distant,  with  a  view  to  his  providing 
relief  for  those  parties,  was  utterly  absurd. 
He  wished  to  know  how  the  relieving  offi- 
cer coiild,  at  a  moment's  notice,  find  con- 
veyances to  bring  the  parties  to  town,  or 
provide  shelter  for  them  where  they  were? 
He  wished  to  know  how  he  could  in  any 
way  properly  assist  them,  unless  he  were 
able  to  make  arrangements  beforehand? 
It  might  be  said,  that  under  this  clause 
parties  would  be  compelled  to  give  notice 
where  no  ejectment,  after  all,  took  place; 
and  why  ?  Because  it  had  been  proved  in 
evidence  that  many  landlords  and  middle- 
men were  in  the  habit  of  collecting  their 
rents  under  a  threat  of  ejectment ;  but  this 
was  a  state  of  things  which  ought  to  be 
put  an  end  to.  That  was  not  a  relation  in 
which  a  landlord  and  tenant  should  stand 
to  each  other.  He  thought  it  would  be 
wise  and  prudent  on  the  part  of  their  Lord- 
ships not  to  insist  upon  their  Amendment, 
seeing  that  it  had  been  unanimously  re- 
jected by  the  representatives  of  the  rate- 
payers, and  by  the  Irish  proprietors  in  the 
other  House. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  said,  he  thought 
that  the  question  had  not  been  quite  fairly 
put  by  his  noble  Friend  who  had  just  sat 
down.  The  exact  question  he  believed  to 
be  this — whether  it  was  not  better  for  the 
evicted  tenant  that  the  relieving  officer 
should  receive  the  names  of  the  persons 
dispossessed,  and  all  particulars  regarding 
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{hem  twelve  hours  after  the  writ  was  eze* 
outed,  than  that  the  relieving  officer  should, 
forty-eight  hours  before  the  process  took 
place,  receive  information  merely  that  such 
a  proceeding  would  occur  on  certain  lands. 
He  thought  that  the  evicted  tenant  would 
be  more  likely  to  receive  speedy  relief  in 
the  former  case  than  in  the  latter;  and 
that  the  other  House  of  Parliament  had 
made  a  great  mistake  in  not  adopting  their 
Lordships'  views. 

The  Mabqubss  of  LANSDO WNE  could 
not  concur  in  the  opinion  expressed  by  his 
noble  Friend  that  the  arrangement  pro- 
posed by  their  Lordships  would  be  more 
for  the  advantage  of  the  evicted  tenant 
than  the  proposition  of  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.*  The  interests  both  of  the 
ratepayers  and  of  the  destitute  persons 
themselves,  rendered  it  advisable  that  no- 
tice should  be  given  beforehand  to  the  re- 
lieving officer,  in  order  that  he  might  have 
an  opportunity  of  attending,  and  ascertain- 
ing on  the  spot  the  wants  and  condition  of 
the  parties. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  said,  that  as  he 
expected  the  whole  question  of  the  Irish 
poor-law  would  be  brought  under  their 
Lordships'  consideration  next  Session, 
and  as  they  would  then  have  an  opportu- 
nity of  reconsidering  this  question,  he 
would  not  at  present  divide  the  House 
upon  it.  » 

Amendments  disagreed  to  by  the  Com- 
mons not  insisted  upon. 

Commons'  Amendments  agreed  to. 

INCUMBERED  ESTATES  (IRELAND) 
BILL. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
before  moving  that  the  Commons'  Amend- 
ments to  this  Bill  be  considered,  he  wished 
to  state  generally  what  the  nature  of  these 
Amendments  was.  Their  Lordships  were 
aware  that  the  Bill,  as  it  left  their  House, 
merely  provided  for  the  sale  of  encumbered 
estates  by  application  to  the  Court  of 
Chancery  in  Ireland,  either  on  the  part  of 
the  owner,  or  of  the  encumbrancer.  But 
it  had  been  suggested  that  the  expense 
and  delay  of  an  application  to  the  Court  of 
Chancery  might  be  very  great,  and  might 
in  some  cases  be  avoided  with  advantage 
to  all  parties.  He  had  been  himself  fami- 
liar with  the  practice  of  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery for  many  years  past,  and  he  well 
knew  the  great  benefits  which  it  conferred 
U]  I  the  public;  but  at  the  same  time  he 
shoi  own  that  he  would  not  willingly 
that  court  as  a  suitor,  nor  would  he 


advise  any  firiends  of  his  to  'do  so,  if  they 
could  with  propriety  keep  out  of  it;  and  he 
therefore  felt  that  the  attempt  of  enabling 
parties  to  attain  their  object  without  un* 
dergoing  the  expense  and  delay  necessa- 
rily consequent  on  an  application  to  tha^ 
court,  was  a  most  desirable  one  to  make. 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  the  only  diffi- 
culty which  their  Lordships  would  have  to 
provide  against  was,  to  take  care  that  the 
object  sought  to  be  attained  by  these 
Amendments  could  be  arrived  at  with  per- 
fect safety  by  the  scheme  proposed.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  then  proceeded  to 
detail  the  nature  of  the  Amendments  made 
by  the  House  of  Commons  in  the  Bill,  and 
concluded  by  moving  that  their  Lordships 
should  agree  to  their  adoption. 

Lord  STANLEY  could  not  avoid  .mak- 
ing a  few  observations  on  the  Motion,  al- 
though he  had  no  intention  of  following 
the  Lord  Chancellor  through  his  observa- 
tions upon  the  Bill  and  the  Amendments^ 
At  an  early  period  of  the  Session,  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  (the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor), after  a  full  discussion  and  consulta- 
tion with  the  other  Members  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  had  brought  forward 
upon  their  part  a  measure  of  a  very  criti-* 
cal  and  complicated  character — a  measure 
framed  for  the  purpose  of  dealing  with  cer- 
tain interests  in  Ireland  in  a  manner  in 
which  their  Lordships  would  certainly  noi 
deal  with  similar  interests  in  England  or 
Scotland.  One  of  the  principles  of  it  was, 
that  under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  no 
estate  could  be  sold  for  a  less  sum  than 
would  be  sufficient  to  cover  the  amount  of 
the  encumbrances,  and  to  cover  also  the 
interests  of  the  remainder-man  and  of  mi- 
nors who  were  under  the  care  of  the  Court 
of  Chancery.  And  he  (Lord  Stanley) 
well  recollected  an  expression  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  **  that  those  powers  asked  by 
the  Bill  were  great  and  extraordinary 
powers;  and  he  would  not  ask  for  them  if 
they  were  not  to  be  directed  and  controlled 
by  the  Court  of  Chancery."  He  (Lord 
Stanley)  believed  there  was  every  wish  on 
the  part  of  their  Lordships  to  facilitate  the 
measure,  and  to  sanction  and  agree  to  the 
principle  of  it,  and  to  bring  it  into  practi- 
cal effect  as  soon  as  possible,  by  enabling 
parties  having  an  interest  in  encumbered 
estates,  the  nominal  owners  of  which  were 
incapable  of  discharging  the  duties  of  a 
proprietor  by  reason  of  their  encumbrances, 
to  dispose  of  their  estates,  and  introduce 
a  class  of  owners  who  should  be  competent 
to  discharge  the  duties  which  appertained 


1021 


Incumbered  S$tcae8  {JvtY  81 } 


Ireland)  Bill 


im 


to  the  possession  of  property.  No  opposi- 
tion was  made  to  the  proposition  of  the 
Government.  Objections  made  out  of 
doors  and  in  private  were  taken  into  con- 
sideration; and  after  two  or  three  recom- 
mitments for  the  purpose  of  effecting  im- 
provements, the  Bill  was  passed,  and  sent 
down  to  the  House  of  Commons,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  subsequently  be- 
came satisfied  that  they  were  wrong  in 
their  original  proposition;  and  they  were 
unable  to  carry  their  object  into  effect. 
And  unless  he  (Lord  Stanley)  was  much 
misinformed,  the  Bill  which  had  been  in- 
troduced by  the  Lord  Chancellor  as  a  Go- 
vernment measure,  which  had  been  con- 
sidered and  reconsidered  by  the  Govern- 
ment whilst  in  their  Lordships*  House,  had 
been,  he  would  not  say  amended — but  al- 
tered, in  the  other  House,  so  as  to  be  now 
practically  a  new  Bill.  Clauses  had  been 
introduced  to  set  aside  and  supersede  the 
very  principle  proposed  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor in  that  House;  and  they  were  moved 
by  no  adverse  party,  but  by  Her  Majesty's 
Solicitor  General  himself.  So  that  the 
Bill  now  before  their  Lordships  was  one 
introduced  by  the  Solicitor  General,  super- 
seding the  Lord  Chancellor's,  and  setting 
aside  those  safeguards  and  defences  which 
the  Lord  Chancellor  had  in  their  House 
declared  to  be  indispensable.  That  was  a 
most  unsatisfactory  mode  of  legislation  to 
be  carried  on  between  the  two  Houses; 
because,  when  the  Lord  Chancellor  intro- 
duced a  Bill  in  the  early  part  of  the  Ses- 
aion  in  the  name  of  the  Government,  and 
when,  in  the  face  of  that  declaration  upon 
the  part  of  the  Government,  that  House 
passed  the  measure,  it  was  rather  an  extra- 
ordinary and,  he  thought,  rather  an  incou- 
yenient  course  that  they  should  receive  the 
Bill  back  from  the  other  House  wholly  al- 
tered in  its  character,  and  that  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  who  had  introduced  it 
should  himself  be  the  person  to  propose 
their  Lordships'  agreement  with  those  al- 
terations which  made  it  a  virtual  substitu- 
tion for  the  Bill  originally  proposed  by 
him,  and  agreed  to  by  their  Lordships. 
The  Bill,  as  originally  framed,  had  been 
passed  in  the  presence  of  almost  every 
Irish  Peer.  Those  Lish  Peers  were  now 
requested  to  attend  elsewhere.  He  was 
not  using  too  strong  an  expression  when 
he  said  that  a  rebellion  had  broken  out  in 
Ireland;  and  it  was  when  nearly  every 
Irish  Peer  had  gone  to  attend  the  more 
pressing  duties  which  awaited  them  in  I  re- 
ined— ixx  the  absence  of  these  Peers — when 


there  were  not  more  than  five  or  six  Inslk 
Peers  present — the  Bill  was  sent  ^p  to 
their  Lordships.  It  was  brought  up  on 
Friday,  printed,  and  delivered  to  the  Mem- 
bers of  that  House;  and  on  Monday  they 
were  called  upon  to  discuss  and  dispose  of 
at  one  sitting  that  which,  if  it  were  a  new 
Bill,  including  as  it  did  no  less  than  twentyr 
three  new  clauses,  they  would  have  had* 
at  all  events,  the  security  of  a  first  read- 
ing,  a  second  reading,  a  Committee,  a  re- 
port, and  a  third  reading — a  stage  on  which 
to  discuss  not  only  the  principles  but  the 
details  of  the  clauses,  and  the  powers  which 
were  proposed  to  be  given  by  it — changes 
which  involved  a  new  principle;  and  that, 
without  affording  the  persons  whose  estates 
they  might  be  about  to  play  away  an  op^ 
portunity  of  remonstrating,  or  at  all  events 
of  knowing  what  was  the  nature  of  the 
alterations.  Their  Lordships  were  now 
called  upon  to  pass  a  measure  funda^ 
mentally  opposite  to  that  which  had  been 
adopted  by  their  Lordships  and  sent  to 
the  Commons,  and  to  pass  it  with  a  single 
vote,  and  without  having  an  opportunity 
to  commimicate  with  legal  persons  as  re- 
garded the  legal  effect  of  technical  enact- 
ments. Again  he  said  it  was  a  most  in-* 
convenient  mode  of  legislation.  He  did 
not  say  that  those  changes  could  have  been 
avoided,  or  that  the  Solicitor  General  could 
or  could  not  have  thrown  that  light  upon 
the  subject  at  first  which  he  had  subse- 
quently; but  this  he  would  say,  that  there 
was  not  a  single  Member  of  either  House 
of  Parliament,  there  was  not  one  lawyer  in 
either  House,  there  was  neither  a  Peer  nor 
a  Commoner  who  could  be  found  to  agree 
to  that  Bill  being  carried  either  for  Eng- 
land or  Scotland.  And  yet  the  English 
and  Scotch  Peers,  in  the  absence  of  the 
Irish  Peers,  were  about  to  legislate  for 
them  in  a  manner  and  upon  a  principle 
which  confessedly  they  admitted  they  would 
not  apply  to  themselves.  He  repeated,  the 
Bill  was  a  new  one.  It  contained  twenty- 
three  new  clauses,  and  not  more  than  twen- 
ty-four of  those  which  had  passed  their 
Lordships'  House  remained  unaltered.  Un- 
der those  circumstances  he  (Lord  Stanley) 
thought  it  would  not  be  an  unreasonable 
proposition  that  the  Amendments  of  the 
Commons  should  be  submitted  to  a  Select 
Committee  to  report  to  their  Lordships 
what  were  the  technical  as  well  as  the 
practical  effects  of  the  Amendments  made 
by  the  House  of  Commons.  There  was 
one  portion  of  the  Bill  to  whicji  he  should 
mako  a  brief  allusion :  it  was  that  which 
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involyed  the  risk  of  collusive  sales  of  pro- 
perty. An  incumbrancer  having  an  in- 
cumbrance of  only  200^.  upon  a  consider- 
able property,  might  apply  for  a  sale  of  it; 
or  a  man  might  buy  up  a  number  of  small 
incumbrances  on  several  estates,  and  so 
bring  a  large  number  of  estates  at  one 
time  into  the  market,  thereby  reducing  the 
market  price,  and  so  effect  collusive  sales 
at  the  then  nominal  marketable  value. 
For  the  value  was  to  be  checked  by  nothing 
more  than  the  provision  that  a  Government 
officer  should  certify  that  the  price  paid 
was  the  full  value  of  the  estate.  But  how 
was  the  value  to  be  ascertained  ?  Why, 
the  real  value  of  an  estate  in  the  county 
Tipperary  at  the  present  time  would  be  a 
difficult  matter  to  judge  of.  He  did  not 
know  whether  it  would  be  estimated  at  five 
years'  or  at  ten  years*  purchase.  He  him- 
self had  the  misfortune  to  have  property 
there;  fortunately  it  was  not  encumbered, 
and  therefore  it  would  not  be  affected  by 
the  operation  of  the  Bill.  But  he  should 
be  very  sorry  to  part  with  it  for  what  a 
Government  officer  would  certify  to  be  the 
fair  marketable  value  at  the  present  time. 
As  to  the  Amendments  made  by  the  House 
of  Commons,  although  he  would  not  then 
make  any  distinct  Motion,  if  he  saw  any 
wish  or  disposition  on  the  part  of  their 
Lordships  to  think  favourably  of  that  to 
which  he  had  alluded,  he  should  be  ready 
to  move  that  the  Amendments  be  referred 
to  the  consideration  of  a  Select  Committee. 
He  considered  the  original  object  of  the 
Bill  a  wise  and  a  judicious  one;  but  for  the 
reasons  he  had  stated  he  thought  that  the 
alterations  subsequently  made  in  it  re- 
quired full  and  mature  consideration.  The 
noble  Lord  moved  an  Amendment — 

**  That  the  said  Bill  be  now  referred  to  a  Se- 
lect Committee  to  consider  of  the  said  Amend- 
ments, and  to  report  to  the  House." 

The  Earl  of  WICKLOW  felt  sur- 
prised at  the  nature  of  the  Amendment 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  after  the  state- 
ment which  he  had  made.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  gone  into  the  history  of 
the  measure,  and  had  clearly  shown  that 
the  Amendments  made  by  the  Commons 
were  in  conformity  with  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  as  originally  introduced.  All  that 
was  left  for  them,  then,  was  to  say  whether 
or  not  they  would  reject  this  Bill,  the  prin- 
ciple of  which  had  already  received  the  al- 
most unanimous  assent  of  the  House.  The 
Bill  certainly  had  come  back  from  the  other 
House  with  Amendments;  but  these  had 
received  the  sanction  of  the  noble  and 


learned  Lord  on  the  woolsack,  who  had  in* 
troduced  the  measure.  Therefore,  it  was 
clear  that  he,  as  well  as  the  Government, 
entertained  the  opinion  that  the  Bill  had 
not  undergone  such  a  change  as  essentially 
to  affect  it.  He  believed  that  any  one  who 
would  take  the  trouble  to  consider  the 
Amendments  which  had  been  introduced 
into  the  other  House  would  readily  be  able 
to  understand  them  without  legal  assist- 
ance. As  far  as  his  own  opinion  was  in- 
volved, he  regarded  them  as  improvements 
in  the  Bill.  Under  these  circumstances 
he  did  not  think  that  there  was  any  neces^ 
sity  to  wait  for  the  attendance  of  other  L*ish 
Peers,  for  they  had  already  adopted  the 
chief  objects  of  the  Bill.  If  they  adopted 
the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Lord,  it  would 
be  equivalent  to  waiting  till  the  next  Ses- 
sion. This,  he  conceived,  would  be  objec- 
tionable, as  he  believed  that  this  would 
tend  more  than  any  other  measure  to  ame- 
liorate the  condition  of  the  country. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  felt  so  strongly 
the  necessity  of  some  such  remedy  as  that 
intended  by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  that  he  should  be 
most  adverse  to  resort  to  any  course  which 
would  retard  it;  but  the  real  matter  before 
them  was  to  consider  these  Amendments, 
which  made  this  Bill  so  entirely  and  essenti- 
ally different  from  that  which  had  been 
sent  down  from  that  House,  that  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  in  describing  the  change  had 
rather  understated  his  case  than  otherwise. 
It  should  be  remembered  that  it  was  pro- 
posed in  the  Session  before  that,  that  some 
measure  of  the  kind  should  be  introduced; 
the  Government,  therefore,  had  had  the  re- 
mainder of  that  year,  and  the  whole  of  last 
year,  and  several  months  of  the  present 
Session,  to  consider  the  subject  before  they 
brought  in  the  measure;  and  when  it  was 
introduced  it  was  duly  considered,  and  had 
been  sent  to  the  other  House  with  almost 
the  unanimous  assent  of  their  Lordships. 
How,  then,  was  it  that  these  Amendments 
were  not  proposed  by  the  Government  till 
the  Bill  had  gone  to  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  ?  He  asked  why  they  were 
not  admitted  before  by  the  Government, 
for  in  point  of  fact  some  of  them  were  pro- 
posed in  that  House,  not  to  be  sure,  in 
their  present  shape,  but  in  a  mitigated 
form  ?  One,  in  particular,  was  proposed 
by  himself,  relative  to  the  part  which  the 
Court  of  Chancery  was  to  take  in  the 
working  of  the  measure;  but  his  proposal 
was  rejected  with  all  the  authority  which 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  wool- 
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Back  could  exert.  He  never  recollected  a 
Bill  which  had  returned  from  the  other 
House  so  essentiallj  changed  as  the  pre- 
sent; and  it  should  he  rememhered  that 
this  Bill  involved  the  interests  of  a  nume- 
rous class,  as  well  as  an  immense  amount 
of  property.  The  proper  course  would 
have  heen,  when  such  extensive  changes 
were  resolved  upon,  to  withdraw  the  pre- 
sent measure,  and  bring  in  another,  which 
would  then,  by  the  forms  of  Parliament, 
have  been  subjected  to  the  cool  and  deli- 
berate consideration  of  their  Lordships,  in- 
stead of  the  single  vote  which  they  were 
now  called  upon  to  give.  He  objected  to 
their  passing  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape 
without  having  an  opportunity  of  consult- 
ing those  most  interested  in  its  provisions; 
and  he  was  favourable  to  the  proposal  of 
the  noble  Lord  for  sending  it  to  a  Select 
Committee,  because  it  would  afford  full 
time  for  consideration.  Was  it  just,  he 
would  ask,  that  they  should  be  called  upon 
to  pass  a  Bill  such  as  the  present,  without 
having  had  any  opportunity  of  consulting 
those  persons  in  Ireland  the  best  able  to 
give  a  sound  opinion  on  the  subject  ? 
Under  the  enactments  of  this  Bill,  the 
property  of  an  Irish  landlord  might  be 
sold  without  his  consent  at  the  present 
time,  when  it  could  not  possibly  realise 
anything  like  its  value,  from  the  state  of 
excitement  which  existed  in  that  country. 
With  respect  to  the  proposition  made  by 
his  noble  Friend,  he  would  only  observe, 
that  all  that  his  noble  Friend  required  was 
an  opportunity  of  duly  considering  the 
Amendments  introduced  elsewhere,  and  this 
was  in  perfect  conformity  with  good  faith, 
as  there  was  no  intention  of  going  beyond 
the  object  stated.  He  confessed  that  he 
should  like  the  question  postponed  until 
they  had  had  an  opportunity  of  getting  the 
opinion  of  lawyers  and  others  in  Ireland, 
well  able  to  give  opinions  on  the  subject 
from  practical  experience.  If  he  believed 
that  his  noble  Friend  opposite  by  his 
Amendment  meant  to  reject  the  Bill,  he 
should  not  support  the  proposition;  but  he 
felt  convinced  that  such  was  not  the  inten- 
tion of  his  noble  Friend. 

The  Earl  of  DEVON  said,  that  he 
found  in  the  Bill  then  before  the  House 
the  most  essential  clauses,  as  well  as  the 
preamble,  of  the  measure  introduced  into 
that  House;  but  alterations  and  additions 
of  detail  had  been  introduced  which  they 
were  now  called  upon  to  consider.  The 
Bill  as  it  passed  that  House  was  dessribed 
as  a  measure  for  facilitating  the  sale  of  En- 
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cumbered  Estates.  The  same  subject  which 
that  House  had  in  view  was  that  adopted 
by  the  House  of  Commons;  and  he  thought 
that  they  proposed  to  effect  it  in  a  way 
much  less  expensive  than  by  resorting  to 
the  Court  of  Chancery,  and  still  in  a  man- 
ner affording  equal  security  as  if  they  re- 
sorted to  that  court.  The  question  then 
was,  as  to  whether  these  Amendments  were 
of  such  a  nature  as  to  deserve  the  animad- 
versions of  that  House  ?  He  thought  that 
they  did  not.  Noble  Lords  had  complained 
of  the  number  of  new  clauses  introduced; 
but  in  cases  in  which  it  was  not  deemed 
expedient  to  apply  to  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery, it  was  necessary  that  a  great  num- 
ber of  provisions  should  be  introduced  with 
reference  to  the  notices  which  it  would  be 
necessary  to  give,  and  thus  the  number  of 
clauses  was  necessarily  increased.  It  could 
not,  however,  be  seriously  contended  that 
the  clauses  were  of  a  nature  not  to  be 
easily  comprehended. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  felt 
it  to  be  impossible  at  that  period  of  the 
Session,  and  in  the  absence  of  so  many 
Irish  Peers,  to  agree  to  the  proposition 
now  made  by  the  Government.  He  felt 
that  it  was  impossible  that  they  could  go 
into  these  new  questions  with  so  little 
notice,  involving  as  they  did  so  many 
complicated  subjects,  in  the  absence  of 
nearly  all  of  those  most  deeply  interested 
in  the  subject,  and  who  were  best  ac- 
quainted with  the  matter.  He  believed 
that  the  Bill,  as  sent  down  to  the  other 
House,  had  been  almost  unanimously 
agreed  to,  with  some  slight  exceptions 
as  introduced  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  woolsack.  It  was  clear, 
then,  that  the  House  was  prepared  to  give 
every  reasonable  facility  to  the  sale  of  en« 
cumbered  estates  in  Ireland;  but  by  the 
Amendments  as  introduced  into  the  Bill, 
they  were  called  upon  to  give  every  unrea- 
sonable facility  to  the  sale  of  Irish  estates. 
A  desire  evidently  existed  to  get  rid  of 
theT  present  race  of  Irish  landholders.  He 
knew  of  no  body  of  men  who  had  been  sub- 
ject to  greater  abuse;  they  were  suffering 
under  the  errors  of  those  who  preceded 
them,  and  notwithstanding  the  difficulties 
in  which  they  were  placed,  and  indeed,  on 
the  whole,  considering  existing  circum- 
stances, he  felt  that  they  had  conducted 
themselves  a  great  deal  better  than  most 
English  landlords  would  probably  have 
done.  He  would  ask  whether  there  was 
equal  security  in  the  sale  of  estates  without 
going  to  Chancery  as  in  doing  so  ?  He  felt 
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tbat  tli6  netV*  clauses  in  this  Bill  did  not 
afford  that  security  which  was  requisite, 
and  he  also  felt  that  at  that  period  of  the 
Session  they  could  not  fully  examine  the 
changes  which  it  was  proposed  to  make; 
and  yet  they  were  asked  to  agree  to  those 
Ameiidm6nt3  without  having  time  to  con- 
sider whether  the  securities  under  which 
estates  were  to  he  sold  in  terms  of  those 
Atnetidments  were  as  valuable  as  those 
which  the  Bill  originally  gave.  The  House 
of  Commons  made  another  most  important 
alteration  in  the  Bill.  He  alluded  to  that 
important  omission  which  had  been  made, 
which  was  a  great  security  in  the  measure, 
aild  which  was  mainly  relied  on  in  that 
House— the  provisioli  by  which  it  was  en- 
acted, that  an  estate  must  be  sold  for  a 
Sufficient  amount  to  discharge  the  incum- 
bftttice  on  it.  This  provision  had  been 
i^moVed  from  the  latter  part  of  the  Bill, 
and  estates  might  be  sold  at  the  amount  of 
the  declared  value  of  the  surveyor  appoint- 
ed by  the  Court  of  Chancery.  In  most 
cases  the  owners,  and  in  some  the  incum- 
brancers, would,  under  this  Bill,  be  de- 
i^uded.  The  noble  Earl  who  had  spoken 
last  had  referred  to  the  notices.  Of  what 
use  were  notices?  They  would  not  give 
the  person  Who  received  them  any  means 
of  stopping  the  sale,  unless,  indeed,  he 
were  able  to  allege  something  which  was 
obviously  fraudulent.  The  mere  circum- 
Btlknce  that  an  estate  was  likely  to  be  sold 
at  too  low  a  price,  because  so  many  other 
estates  were  being  brought  into  the  mar- 
ket, would  not  induce  the  Lord  Chancellor 
lo  prevebt  the  sale.  The  policy  of  the  Act 
was  to  encourage  sales;  and,  in  accordance 
with  that  policy,  the  Lord  Chancellor,  un- 
less there  were  collusion  and  fraud,  must 
acquiesce  in  the  sale,  in  spite  of  objections 
on  the  part  of  the  owners.  In  point  of 
fact,  any  one  having  a  mortgage  of  200^. 
on  an  estate  might  put  the  Bill  in  motion  ; 
1,000^.  would  suffice  to  put  it  in  motion  as 
regarded  five  estates,  and  10,000^.  as  re- 
garded fifty  estates.  Thus  their  Lord- 
ships would  perceive  how  a  small  company 
might,  by  means  of  the  simultaneous  dis- 
posal of  a  number  of  estates,  inflict  injury 
not  only  on  the  owners,  but  even  on  the 
hond  fide  encumbrancers  of  an  estate. 
There  were  undoubtedly  many  cases  in 
which  the  circumstance  of  an  English  gen- 
tleman with  a  largo  capital,  becoming  the 
purchaser  of  property  in  Ireland,  would 
lead  to  the  improvement  both  of  the  pro- 
perty and  of  the  neighbourhood;  but  he 
did  not  believe  that  purchases  thus  effected 


Would  tend  to  improvement.  Geti^mUy 
speaking,  the  old  proprietor  of  the  soil  wM 
infinitely  preferable  as  a  proprietor  to  a 
new  comer.  It  would  be  found  that  of  the 
two  the  former  paid  the  greatest  regard  to 
the  interest  of  the  tenant;  and  he  would 
rather  see  the  land  remain  where  it  was, 
than  see  it  transferred  to  Englishmen,  Whd 
were  much  more  ignorant  of  the  habits  and 
feelings  of  the  people  than  even  the  exists 
ing  proprietors.  He  Would  suggest  that 
words  should  be  inserted  in  the  Bill  re- 
quiring that  land  should  not  be  sold  Under 
its  operation  for  less  than  twenty  years* 
purchase,  calculated  upon  the  net  rental  of 
the  property,  exclusive  of  all  outgoiUffs  and 
charges.  By  adopting  that  Amenounent, 
their  Lordships  would  afford  some  security 
to  the  owner.  If  they  did  not  afford  a  real 
security  against  fraud,  a  real  protection  of 
the  landlord  and  the  incumbrancer,  in  the 
price  for  which  landed  property  was  sold, 
their  Lordships  would  do  a  great  wrong  to 
parties  who  were  entitled  to  consideration. 
The  Earl  of  GLENGALL  said,  that 
the  alterations  made  in  this  Bill  in  the 
House  of  Commons  were  so  great  that  he 
did  not  recollect  one  example  of  the  same 
kind.  The  whole  matter  was  one  which 
required  to  be  gravely  considered;  for  it 
was  totally  impossible  in  a  Committee  of 
that  House,  and  as  the  Bill  then  stood,  to 
enter  into  the  voluminous  technical  details 
with  which  the  Bill  had  been  hampered. 
Since  the  previous  Friday  he  had  done  his 
best  to  understand  the  details  of  the  clauses 
added  by  the  House  of  Commons;  but  it 
was  impossible  for  any  man  who  was  not  a 
lawyer  to  master  them  within  so  short  a 
period.  He  had  a  great  number  of  amend- 
ments to  propose,  which  had  been  prepared 
within  a  brief  space  of  time.  He  should 
do  his  best  to  perform  his  duty  to  his  coun- 
try. He  did  not  care  whether  he  was  con- 
sidered factious  or  not;  he  regarded  the 
Bill  as  a  Bill  of  robbery,  and  faction  was 
as  good  against  robbery  as  anything  else. 
It  was  a  downright  cruelty,  an  outrage, 
and  an  injustice  to  the  Irish  landlord,  to 
bring  forward  this  new  Bill,  the  object  of 
which  was  to  drive  estates  into  the  market 
when  it  was  perfectly  impracticable  to  ob- 
tain a  proper  price  for  them.  Only  a  few 
days  ago  an  estate  was  sold  in  Tipperary, 
which  a  year  ago  was  offered  for  25,000^., 
and  was  notoriously  worth  35,000^. ;  it  was 
actually  sold  for  16,000^.  He  knew  an- 
other estate  in  the  county  of  Waterford. 
which  had  been  worth  40,000i.,  for  which 
15,000^  had  recently  been  offered;  if  the 
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estate  had  been  sold  for  that  sum,  all  the 
creditors  except  the  first  incumbrancer 
would  have  got  nothing.  If  this  Bill  pass- 
ed, nine-tenths  of  those  who  now  stood  by 
the  British  connexion,  who  were  now  loyal 
and  well  affected,  might  change  their  opin- 
ions, when  they  saw  that  the  Legislature 
had  driven  their  estates  into  the  market, 
and  that  they  were  about  to  be  plundered 
of  the  fair  value  of  their  property.  This 
Bill  had,  he  believed,  in  its  present  form, 
been  partly  got  up  at  the  solicitation  of  a 
body  of  persons,  consisting  in  part  of  Qua- 
kers, who  had  concocted  a  scheme  for  pur- 
chasing estates  in  Ireland  when  they  were 
to  be  had  at  the  lowest  possible  price. 
There  were  six  principals  in  concoction 
with  the  plan;  and  these  persons  had  cir- 
culated amongst  their  Lordships  a  paper 
of  a  most  suspicious  character,  entreating 
their  Lordships  to  pass  the  Bill  as  amend- 
ed«  What  business  was  it  to  these  English 
Quakers,  whether  their  Lordships  passed 
the  Bill  or  not?  They  had  no  property 
whatever  in  Ireland;  but  their  plan  was  to 
drive  great  quantities  of  Irish  land  into  the 
market,  in  order  that  they  might  purchase 
it  at  a  very  inadequate  price.  Did  these 
Quakers,  having  handsome  residences  and 
Considerable  property,  both  in  the  funds 
and  in  land  in  this  country,  did  they  want 
to  reside  in  Ireland  ?  This  question  was 
an  important  one;  for  their  Lordships  had 
been  told,  that  if  they  consented  to  pass  this 
Bill,  the  property  sold  would  be  purchased 
by  persons  who  would  probably  reside  upon 
it;  and  no  man  would  persuade  him  (the 
Earl  of  Glengall)  that  Norwich  Quakers 
Would  go  and  reside  in  Waterford, Kilkenny, 
or  Tipperary.  He  believed  that  the  object 
of  these  persons  was  to  form  themselves 
into  a  company  for  the  purchase  of  estates, 
in  order  that  after  they  had  made  pur- 
chases they  might  be  able  to  sell  land  at 
a  considerable  profit.  That  was  the  game 
which  these  parties  were  playing;  and  it 
was  perfectly  well  known  among  persons 
connected  with  the  great  offices  at  the  east 
end  of  the  town  that  such  was  the  inten- 
tion. A  most  insulting  paper  had  been 
published  by  this  section  of  the  society  of 
Quakers.  He  did  not  accuse  the  great 
body  of  Quakers  of  entering  into  the 
scheme;  but  the  half-dozen  to  whom  he 
alluded  were,  under  the  cover  of  the  bene- 
volence of  their  brethren,  endeavouring  to 
obtain  possession  of  Irish  estates,  in  order 
that  they  might  use  them  for  their  own 
benefit.  He  considered  this  Bill  nothing 
more  nor  less  than  confiscation;  and;  by 


carrying  it  into  operation  as  it  then  stood, 
their  Lordships  would  do  that  which  Mr. 
0*ConneU  was,  during  nearly  the  whole  of 
his  life,  attempting  to  do,  namely,  effect 
the  repeal  of  the  Union,  and  confiscate  the 
property  of  the  Protestant  landlords  of  Ire- 
land. That  having  been  done,  our  Protes- 
tant Church  would  not  stand  very  long.  It 
was  not  thus  they  had  dealt  with  Scotland, 
when  she  was  placed  in  a  somewhat  similar 
position  :  that  country  was  allowed  time  to 
recover  from  her  misfortunes,  and  to  place 
herself  among  more  prosperous  nations. 
Ireland  was  now  plunged  in  every  kind  of 
distress.  The  poor-rates  in  the  poorest 
parts  of  Ireland  were  enormous.  In  four 
unions  the  land  was  at  that  moment  pay- 
ing from  125.  to  175.  9d.  in  the  pound. 
Was  that  a  proper  moment  for  throwing  the 
land  of  those  unions  into  the  market  ?  No 
one  would  scarcely  give  a  shilling  for  land 
placed  in  such  a  position;  and,  indeed,  the 
only  safeguard  against  confiscation  was, 
that  no  purchasers  would  be  found.  One 
of  the  highest  legal  authorities  in  Ireland 
— the  Master  of  the  RoUs — ^had  given  it 
as  his  opinion  that  this  was  a  Bill  which 
ought  not  to  pass  in  anything  resembling 
its  present  shape;  and  no  man  had  taken 
greater  pains,  or  enjoyed  more  opportuni- 
ties of  making  himself  familiar  with  the  sub- 
ject. He  trusted  that  their  Lordships  \^ould 
at  least  allow  the  Bill  to  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee.  The  Bill  contained  a 
great  number  of  clauses  which  were  of  a 
most  technical  nature;  and  he  hoped  hd 
should  not  have  to  say  when  he  went  back 
to  Ireland,  that  in  a  House  of  Peers  not 
composed  of  persons  enough  to  form  a 
House  of  Commons,  a  Bill  was  passed  fot 
the  confiscation  of  Irish  estates. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
that  the  noble  Earl  who  had  last  spoken 
had  implied  what  he  believed  was  the  very 
reverse  of  the  fact,  that  the  Government, 
in  introducing  the  Bill,  and  noble  Lords  in 
supporting  it,  were  actuated  by  a  desire  to 
get  rid  of  the  landed  proprietors  of  Ire- 
land. So  far  from  there  being  any  founda- 
tion for  such  an  assertion,  as  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  it  was  because  he  thought  the 
Bill  would  prove  advantageous,  not  only  to 
the  property  of  Ireland,  but  to  the  actual 
proprietors,  that  ho  was  anxious  to  see  it 
passed  into  a  law.  Let  their  Lordships 
consider  who  were  the  proprietors,  and 
what  was  the  claim  which  they  had  on  that 
House.  The  state  of  landed  property  in 
Ireland  was  no  new  discovery.  It  had 
been  stated  again  and  again,  and  was  ad^* 
2L2 


1031 


Incumbered  EstaUs  {LORDS  } 


(Ireland)  Ml 


1032 


mitted  two  years  ago  in  the  other  House, 
that  a  very  large  proportion  of  the  land  of 
Ireland  was  placed  in  such  a  situation  that 
none  of  the  duties,  of  property  could  he 
performed,  while  all  the  evils  incident  to 
such  a  state  of  things  were  endured.  Under 
Buch  circumstances  the  rents  were  received 
by  persons  who  were  unable  to  manage 
the  property  advantageously,  and  who,  by 
their  position,  were  tempted  to  retard  that 
prosperity  which  it  was  the  object  of  the 
Bill  to  promote.  It  was  to  reform  that 
position  of  affairs,  to  place  property  in  a 
condition  to  enable  those  who  held  it  to 
discharge  the  duties  of  property;  to  pro- 
vide for  a  state  of  things  in  which,  when 
rents  were  received,  no  portion  of  them 
was  applied  to  the  improvement  of  the 
land,  while  the  land  was  occupied  by  per- 
sons who  did  not  promote  the  improvement 
of  the  land  in  any  way,  but  whose  condi- 
tion retarded  the  prosperity  of  the  country 
— ^that  the  measure  had  been  introduced. 
The  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Ellen- 
borough)  doubted  whether  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  were  wisely  framed  with  a 
view  to  their  object.  The  noble  Earl, 
however,  had  thrown  out  only  two  sugges- 
tions for  the  improvement  of  the  Bill ;  and 
those  suggestions,  if  acted  upon  and  intro- 
duced into  the  Bill  as  amendments,  would, 
he  conceived,  be  injurious  to  the  pro- 
prietor, and  transfer  the  means  which  he 
would  have  of  disposing  of  his  estate  ad- 
vantageously. What  were  the  two  propo- 
sitions made  by  the  noble  Earl  ?  First, 
he  proposed  that  a  proprietor  should  not  be 
allowed,  by  means  of  the  sale  under  this 
Bill  of  a  part  of  his  property,  to  pay  off  a 
particular  encumbrance,  but  that  he  should 
be  compelled  to  sell  enough  to  pay  off  at 
once  the  whole  of  his  encumbrances.  Did 
not  that  impose  on  the  proprietor  a  limit 
which  might  be  exceedingly  injurious  to 
him  ?  By  parting  with  a  portion  of  his 
estate,  a  proprietor  might  be  enabled  to 
secure  increased  cultivation,  and  to  effect 
great  improvements  on  his  property;  and  to 
say  that  he  should  sell  the  whole  estate,  and 
not  an  outlying  portion  of  it,  which  might 
suffice  for  the  purpose  of  improvement,  ap- 
peared to  him  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne) 
extremely  undesirable.  Then,  again,  the 
noble  Earl  suggested  that  parties  should 
not  be  allowed  to  sell  an  estate  under  twen- 
ty years'  purchase.  Why  deprive  a  proprie- 
tor of  the  benefit  of  a  sale  which  could  not 
be  effected  under  twenty  years*  purchase  ? 
You  could  not  place  a  landowner  in  a  more 
disadvantageous  position  than  by  taking 


away  his  -choice  on  the  one  hand,  prevent- 
ing him  from  selling,  except  for  a  certcdn 
number  of  years'  purchase;  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  not  permitting  him  to  sell  that 
portion  of  his  estate  which  was  adapted  to 
improvement.  He  thought,  therefore,  that 
these  two  suggestions  might  be  dismissed 
at  once,  instead  of  being  referred  to  a  Se- 
lect Committee.  With  regard  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  generally,  he  did  not 
pretend  to  understand  any  better  than  the 
noble  Earl  who  spoke  last,  the  techni- 
cal arrangements  provided  by  the  BiU,  or 
to  explain  how  they  were  adapted  to  the 
object.  And  as  the  noble  Lord  had  stated 
that  he  had  not  had  time  to  read,  and 
therefore  had  not  been  able  to  master  the 
Amendments,  he  would  fairly  state  that, 
having  had  the  necessary  time,  he  (the 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  did  not  feel  com* 
potent  to  offer  an  opinion  with  regard  to  the 
technical  bearing  of  the  clauses,  which  had 
received  the  attention  and  approbation  of 
those  who  were  infinitely  better  able  to 
judge  on  such  a  subject  than  himself.  When 
noble  Lords  said  that  they  had  not  had  time 
to  consider  the  Amendments,  and  spoke  of 
them  as  if  they  had  come  upon  them  like 
a  thunderbolt,  he  must  remind  them  that 
the  Bill  was  brought  up  not  two  but  six 
days  since;  and,  moreover,  he  would  ask, 
whether  they  were  to  be  so  completely  the 
victims  of  forms  and  rules  that  they  must 
remain  in  perfect  ignorance  of  what  was 
passing  in  the  House  of  Commons  ?  When 
the  Votes  and  Proceedings  of  the  HouBe 
of  Commons  were  sent  to  them  daily,  how 
could  their  Lordships  remain  blind  to  what 
was  passing  in  that  House  ?  If  at  the  end 
of  the  Session  noble  Lords  wilfully  shut 
their  eyes  to  the  information  which  poured 
in  upon  them,  though  it  was  not  technically 
on  the  table,  they  were  not  entitled  to  ask 
for  the  delay  of  a  measure  which  had  for 
the  last  two  years  been  admitted  to  be  one 
of  urgent  importance  as  regarded  the  in- 
terests of  Ireland.  He  had  never  seen  a 
measure  brought  before  that  House  with 
such  a  weight  of  that  peculiar  authority 
which  was  required  to  give  it  force,  and  to 
inspire  their  Lordships  with  confidence  in 
the  justice,  skill,  and  propriety  with  which 
it  was  framed.  There  were  in  that  House 
law  Lords,  who  had  filled  the  highest  judi- 
cial offices — who  had  been  members  of  one 
Government,  or  of  another  Government,  or 
of  no  Government  at  all;  but  who  resem- 
bled each  other  in  this,  that  they  were  led 
by  the  particular  habit  and  frame  of  their 
minds,  and  by  the  judicial  functions  which 
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they  exercised,  to  watch  with  suspicious 
vigilance  everything  which  hore  the  cha- 
racter of  an  invasion  of  property,  direct  or 
indirect;  and  every  one  of  these  learned 
Lords  was  either  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  or 
else  considered  the  ohjections  to  it  so  utterly 
trifling  and  insignificant  that  they  had  not 
thought  it  worth  their  Avhile  to  stay  for  the 
purpose  of  urging  them.  He  might  there- 
fore say  that  every  legal  authority — past, 
present,  and  future — was  in  favour  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill.  He  apprehended 
that  so  long  as  a  Bill  was  going  through 
either  House  of  Parliament  it  was  the  duty 
of  all  of  them,  if  they  saw  any  means  of 
advancing  its  objects,  or  of  removing  any 
obstacles  that  might  obstruct  its  operation, 
to  do  so.  That,  he  conceived,  was  all  that 
had  been  done  on  the  present  occasion ;  and 
he  was  only  repeating  what  had  been  al- 
ready so  well  stated  by  the  noble  Earl  be- 
low him,  when  he  declared  that  no  new 
principle  whatever  was  introduced  by  these 
Amendments.  On  the  contrary,  they  were 
only  calculated  to  carry  out  effectually  the 
principle  of  the  BiU,  as  the  Bill  already 
stood — that  principle  being  to  facilitate  the 
sale  of  property  when  that  property  was  so 
encumbered  as  to  prevent  the  proprietor 
from  exercising  his  rights  over  it.  He 
would  next  refer  to  an  objection  that  had 
been  raised  with  respect  to  the  influence 
which  might  be  exercised  over  an  encum- 
bered property  by  a  mortgagee  to  the  ex- 
tent of  2001,  He  would  remind  their 
Lordships  that  if  those  powers  were  put 
into  action  for  any  improper  purpose,  the 
landlord  had  at  all  times  an  opportunity  of 
correcting  the  evil,  for  it  was  provided  that 
even  with  respect  to  the  proceedings  of  a 
mortgagee  for  200^.,  the  landlord  should 
receive  six  months'  notice;  and  during 
those  six  months,  if  all  the  rest  of  the  pro- 
perty were  put  in  jeopardy  to  pay  off  this 
Bmall  amount,  the  other  mortgagees  could 
assist  him  in  paying  it.  Reference  had 
been  made  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Glengall)  to  the  parties  who  might 
become  purchasers  of  the  encumbered  es- 
tates; but  whether  those  individuals  were 
Irishmen  or  Englishmen,  or  even  suppose 
they  were  all  Quakers,  as  had  been  sug- 
gested by  the  noble  Earl,  could  he  object, 
by  their  buying  property  in  Ireland,  to 
make  purchases — profitable  to  themselves 
if  he  would,  but  which  would  be  also  pro- 
fitable to  the  country  by  the  investment  of 
capital  in  its  soil  ?  He  trusted  that  this 
measure  would  produce  that  effect  when 


brought  into  operation,  and  hoped  that  their 
Lordships  would  as  speedily  as  possible 
adopt  the  Amendments. 

Lord  STANLEY  remarked,  that  the 
noble  Marquess  had  referred,  in  support  of 
his  views,  to  the  high  authority  of  certain 
noble  and  learned  Lords  in  that  House; 
and  he  (Lord  Stanley)  would  speak  with 
the  utmost  respect  of  their  high  legal  char- 
acter; but  the  noble  Marquess  did  not  ex- 
plain why  two  of  those  noble  Lords,  at 
half-past  seven  o'clock  on  that  evening, 
had  thought  it  more  agreeable  to  be  else- 
where than  attending  their  duty  in  that 
House.  With  regard  to  the  noble  Lord  on 
the  woolsack,  as  well  as  with  respect  to 
the  noble  Lord  who  had  been  Chancellor 
of  Ireland  (Lord  Campbell),  Jie  entertained 
the  most  sincere  and  i^nfeigned  respect  for 
their  opinion;  and  he  had  the  satisfaction 
on  this  Occasion  of  citing  their  own  autho- 
rity against  their  own  authority,  and  of 
reminding  them  that  the  very  Amendments 
they  now  agreed  to  adopt  were  the  Amend- 
ments suggested  to  their  consideration  on 
the  debate  on  the  Bill  in  that  House,  and 
by  them  rejected.  He  would  be  willing  to 
surrender  up  any  objection  he  might  enter- 
tain regarding  this  Bill,  if' any  of  those 
noble  and  learned  Lords  would  get  up  in 
his  place  and  say  he  thought  it  would  be 
just  or  expedient  to  apply  to  England  or 
to  Scotland  the  measure  which  was  now 
proposed  to  be  applied  to  Ireland.  The 
noble  Marquess  said  they  had  had  sufficient 
time  to  consider  those  Amendments  since 
the  time  they  were  printed  for  the  consid- 
eration of  the  other  House  of  Parliament; 
but  he  (Lord  Stanley)  begged  to  protest 
against  the  doctrine  that  it  was  part  of 
their  Lordships'  duty  to  examine,  day  by 
day,  all  the  Amendments  made  either  by 
Government  or  any  other  persons  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  It  was,  he  submit- 
ted, no  part  of  their  Lordships'  duty  to 
examine  into  such  matters,  or  to  consider 
any  measure  until  it  was  duly  before  the 
House.  They  were  not  to  consider  a  Bill 
at  a  time  when  no  petition  could  be  pre- 
sented against  it,  and  when  it  could  not  be 
discussed;  on  the  contrary,  they  should 
have  full  time  for  deliberation  after  a  mea- 
sure was  formally  brought  under  the  con- 
sideration of  their  Lordships'  House.  He 
did  not  wish  to  delay  this  Bill;  but  he  re- 
spected so  much  the  opinions  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lords  to  whom  reference  had 
been  made,  that  he  should  wish  to  hear 
more  in  detail  an  explanation  of  the  views 
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tbey  now  entertained  with  respect  to  the 
Amendments  introduced  into  this  Bill.  If 
a  Committee  were  granted,  they  could 
hear  their  opinion  as  to  the  working  of  the 
details  of  those  Amendments,  which  now, 
on  a  short  notice,  were  proposed  for  their 
consideration.  Feeling  that  this  measure 
had  not  received  a  fair  discussion,  and  that 
unless  it  was  referred  to  a  Select  Commit- 
tee, it  could  not  he  fairly  discussed,  he 
should  not  discharge  his  duty  if  he  did  not 
take  the  sense  of  their  Lordships'  House 
on  the  question,  that  a  Select  Committee 
be  appointed  to  take  into  consideration 
the  Amendments  introduced  in  the  House 
of  Conunons. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  begged  to 
refer  to  the  assertion  made  by  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  just  sat  down,  with  respect 
to  what  had  taken  place  on  the  discussion 
of  the  Bill  in  that  House.  He  said  it  had 
been  suggested  that  Amendments  corre- 
sponding with  the  Amendments  introduced 
in  the  House  of  Commons  should  be  adopt- 
ed, and  that  the  proposition  was  rejected. 
He  would  leave  it  to  those  noble  Lords  who 
were  present  at  that  discussion  to  say  if 
they  nad aboard  such  a  proposition.  He 
certainly  never  did,  nor  did  he  conceive 
any  Member  of  their  Lordships*  House.  If 
the  noble  Lord  had  had  a  private  conversa- 
tion with  him  on  the  subject,  he  must  have 
misapprehended  what  he  had  said;  and  in 
the  course  of  his  speech  he  showed  that  he 
must  have  misunderstood  it.  What  had 
been  suggested  was  this,  that  instead  of 
sending  the  cases  that  might  arise  to  the 
Court  of  Chancery  in  Ireland,  it  would  be 
convenient  to  establish  another  jurisdiction 
to  do  the  duty.  Feeling  that  the  Court  of 
Chancery  in  Ireland  had  time  to  perform 
the  duty,  and  feeHng  also  that  great  ex- 
pense would  be  incurred  by  keeping  up  a 
separate  jurisdiction,  he  (the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor) did  not  feel  disposed  to  burden  the 
public  at  large  or  the  proprietors  of  the 
estates  in  question  by  establishing  a  new 
jurisdiction.  It  was  said  that  this  was 
now  a  new  Bill;  but  the  fact  was,  that  the 
old  Bill  remained  (with  one  or  two  altera- 
tions) precisely  as  it  left  that  House.  It 
was  true  the  House  of  Commons  added  to 
it  another  provision;  but  the  Bill,  as  it 
left  their  Lordships*  House,  remained  al- 
most untouched.  There  was  no  alteration 
in  the  opinions  of  those  who  advocated  the 
Bill  in  that  House;  for  by  the  Amendments 
it  was  merely  proposed  that  the  reference 
to  the  Court  of  Chancery  should  only  be 


resorted  to  if  the  parties  did  not  settle  the 
matter  amongst  themselves,  and  therefore 
the  intervention  of  the  Court  of  Chancery 
was  not  absolutely  necessary. 

After  a  few  words  from   Lord  MoKT- 

Lord  LANGD ALE :  My  Lords,  in  con- 
sidering these  Amendments,  it  is  impor- 
tant to  distinguish  between  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  and  the  means  whieh  are  pro- 
posed to  give  practical  effect  to  that  prin- 
ciple. It  appears  by  the  title,  by  the  re- 
cital, and  by  the  nature  of  the  proposed  en- 
actment, that  the  object  of  the  Bill  is  '*  to 
facilitate  the  sale  of  encumbered  estatai 
in  Ireland."  But  this  expression,  wjueb 
correctly  states  the  immediate  object  ^ 
the  Bill,  cannot  be  said  to  characterise  iti 
principle,  unless  it  be  added  that  the  en- 
cumbered estates  of  which  the  Bill  is  in- 
tended to  facilitate  the  sale,  need  not  be 
subject  to  any  contract  for  sale.  The  Bill 
proposes  to  facilitate  the  sale  of  encum- 
bered estates,  in  cases  whero  no  contrad 
for  sale  exists  between  the  owner  of  the 
estate  and  the  encumbrancer  upon  it.  In 
this  respect  it  may,  as  it  seems  to  me,  be 
not  improperly  designated  as  an  arbitrar]f 
measure — a  measure  proposed  to  be  adopt- 
ed,  not  because  the  persons  entitled  to  the 
estates 'and  the  encumbrances  upon  then 
have  entered  into  contracts  of  which  tbcj 
wish  to  facilitate  the  execution,  but  be* 
cause  the  payment  of  debts  charged  on 
estates  in  Iroland  can  scarcely  be  enforoed] 
and  on  the  ground,  as  the  noble  Marquesi 
has  stated,  that  in  Ireland  encumbered 
estates  are  so  situated,  and  the  rights  tc 
them  so  complicated,  that  the  duties,  the 
performance  of  which  is  justly  expected 
from  the  owners  of  property,  cannot  be 
performed  by  those  among  whom  the  righti 
are  divided.  With  a  view,  therefore, 
to  secure  the  payment  of  debts  whicli 
cannot  otherwise  be  obtained,  and  tc 
facilitate  the  means  of  acquiring  anen< 
cumbered  estates,  in  the  owners  of  whicli 
the  rights  and  the  duties  of  property,  ai 
they  have  been  called,  may  be  uniteid,  it 
has  been  thought  desirable  to  provide  foi 
the  conversion  of  encumbered  estates  intc 
money,  giving  to  the  purchasers  unem- 
cumbered  titles,  and  throwing  the  enousif 
brances  and  charges,  as  far  as  can  be, 
exclusively  upon  the  money  produced  hy 
the  sales.  And  this  object  has  been  thought 
BO  important  as  to  make  it  desirable  to  carrj 
it  into  effect  even  in  cases  whero  the  partiei 
have  not  contracted  to  sell;  and  for  dus  pur- 


1037 


Inewftii^ed  Bttoies 


{Jrw3U 


(IrelanS)  Bill, 


m^ 


pose  to  enable  some  persons  interested  to 
enforce  sales  against  the  will  of  other  per- 
sons interested,  who  are  not  by  qontract,  or 
in  the  present  state  of  the  law,  under  any 
obligation  to  sell  or  submit  to  a  sale.  It 
is  in  this  view,  and,  as  I  conceive,  in  this 
view  only,  that  the  present  nieasure  can  be 
palled  arbitrary-^in  this  view  only,  that 
the  measure  can  be  open  to  most  of  the 
observations  of  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  of 
Glengall),  who,  in  the  warmth  of  his  feelings 
has  spoken  in  the  way  he  has,  of  robbery 
and  confiscation.  How  the  application  of 
the  debtor's  estate  in  payment  of  creditors 
who  have  lawful  charges  upon  it,  can  be 
called  robbery  and  confiscation,  it  is  for 
him,  if  he  so  defines  it,  to  explain;  but  I  can 
understand  his  complaint  if  he  founds  it 
on  the  interference  of  the  Legislature  with 
the  property  of  private  individuals  against 
their  consent  and  will,  and  in  the  ab3ence 
of  contract*  I  cannot  say  that  I  am 
friendly  to  this  sort  of  interference  with 
private  rights  and  contracts  by  legislative 
and  sovereign  power — no  one  has  been 
more  jealous  than  I  have  been  of  the 
powers  conferred  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
forcing such  interference.  But  it  should 
be  observed  that  the  inteiference  in  such 
a  case  as  the  present,  is  of  the  same  sort 
and  character  as  all  other  legislative  inter- 
ference with  private  property  for  public 
purposes;  and  because  this  interference  is 
intended  to  secure  the  payment  of  debts, 
or  the  performance  of  private  obligation, 
which  would  not  otherwise  be  performed, 
it  is  not  more,  but  somewhat  less,  objec- 
tionable than  the  interference  with  private 
property  and  contract  which  is  authorised 
by  Acts  for  railways,  docks,  or  other  public 
works — Acts  which  enable  the  persons  who 
execute  such  works  to  seize  and  appropri- 
ate any  man's  private  property  on  the 
ground  that  it  is  required  for  the  purpose 
of  f^  work  sanctioned  by  the  authority 
of  Parliament,  in  its  view  of  some  real  or 
supposed  benefit  to  the  public.  The  pre- 
sent Bill  no  more  deserves  the  epithets  of 
robbery  and  confiscation,  than  any  railway 
or  dock  Bill,  or  other  Bill  of  the  like  kind. 
The  denunciations  of  the  noble  Earl  would 
be  equally  applicable  to  all  such  pases;  but 
in  truth,  the  subject  in  this  point  of  view 
— the  question  whether  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  ought  or  ought  not  to  be  adopted 
— is  not  now  properly  under  our  considera- 
tion. The  principle  of  interference  with 
the  property  of  individuals  in  the  absence 
of  contract,  was  adopted  by  this  HousQ  be- 
fore it  sent  the  BiU  to  the  CommQUi;  it 


was  approved  by  the  Commons  before  they 
prepared  their  Amendments,  ^nd  sent  theni 
up  to  your  Lordships;  and  in  consi^eriug 
those  Ain^ndments,  I  apprehend  that  we 
ought  to  proceed  on  the  ground  that  the 
principle  has  been  approved  and  agree4 
upon  oy  both  Houses,  and  is  pot  now  th9 
proper  subject  of  argument  and  discussion* 
What  then  are  the  proposed  means  of  giv- 
ing practical  effect  to  the  admitted  princi- 
ple? In  this  House  as  the  BiU  passed, 
orders  in  Chancery,  to  be  obtained  in  the 
manner  pointed  out,  were  the  means  pro- 

?osed  to  carry  the  principle  into  operatipii. 
'he  Commons  not  interfering  with  thQ 
principle  of  the  Bill*  have  considered  tl^f^t 
the  sale  of  encumbered  estates  In  Jrelan4 
may  be  facilitated  by  other  means  as  weU 
as  by  orders  in  Chancery;  and  they  propose 
by  their  Amendments  to  provide  for  snoU 
sales,  without  such  orders,  by  a  system  of 
notices,  accompanied  with  various  oantions 
and  provisions  mtended  to  prevent  the  sales 
of  the  estates  being  efiectea  for  less  than  th.e 
real  value  in  money.  The  noble  Earl  opr 
posite  (the  Earl  of  Ellenborough)  who  h%9 
addressed  himself  to  the  proper  subject  of 
the  debate,  has  considered  that  these  can* 
tions  and  provisions  are  not  sufficient  to 
answer  the  intended  purpose;  and  though 
I  cannot  concur  in  his  arguments,  I  will- 
ingly acknowledge  their  relevancy,  ^e 
at  least  has  not  attempted  any  evasion,  by 
suggesting  that  a  new  Bill  was  submitted 
to  the  consideration  of  the  House,  I  con- 
fess that  to  me  it  is  a  little  strange  that 
any  noble  Lord  should  suppose  that  Amend- 
ments admitting  the  principle  of  the  3iUy 
and  not  rejectmg  the  particular  mef^ns 
proposed  by  your  Lordships  for  effecting 
the  object  of  the  BiU,  but  proposing  addi- 
tional means  for  effecting  the  same  pbiect, 
should  be  considered  as  a  new  Bill.  Thej 
do  not  constitute  a  new  Bill,  or  any  thing 
like  a  new  Bill,  What  is  proposed,  is  in 
perfect  accordance  with  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  as  it  was  framed  when  it  left  th}? 
House;  and  it  is  proposed  to  adopt  not  a 
new  and  substituted  process  for  that  which 
was  adopted  bv  this  House,  but  an  ^ddir 
tional  process  n)r  securing  the  same  ol^ectt 
namely,  facilitating  the  sale  of  encumbered 
estates  not  contracted  to  be  sold,  for  the 
best  price  which  can  be  obtained.  The  ret^l 
question,  therefore,  to  be  considered  is,  wbe- 
tner  the  provisions  contained  in  the  Amend- 
ments are  calculated  to  secure  that  object. 
The  nature  of  those  provisions  has  been  Buf- 
ficiently  explained  by  my  noble  an<|  leamod 
Friond  on  the  woolst^qk.    It  is  quite  rm- 
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necessary  for  me  to  detail  them  farther; 
and  without  troubling  jour  Lordships  with 
anj  ai^gument,  I  shall  merely  state  as  the 
result  of  my  own  consideration   of   the 
Amendments,  that  I  entertain  considerable 
doubt  whether  the  cautious  provisions  pro- 
Tided  by  the  Commons  to  prevent  sales  for 
less  than  the  value,  are  not  only  more  than 
are  neeessaiy  to  effect  the  object,  but  so 
stringent  as  to  impair  the  efficacy  of  the 
additional  process  which  the  Amendments 
are  intended  to  provide.     Considering  the 
caveats,  the  notices  (sometimes   difficult, 
if  not  impossible,  to  serve),  the  valuations, 
liie  £ve  years  to  elapse  before  a  perfect 
and  unimpeachable  tide  can  be  obtained, 
the  liabilhies  as  for  breaches  of  trust,  and 
the  powers  given  to  redeem  —  it  is  ma- 
infest  that  tbe  obstacles  to  sales  under 
tiiese  provisions  are  very  great — perhaps 
tliej  may  in  their  application  be  found  so 
great,  in  many  cases  where  there  is  con- 
aderabie  complication,  as  to  make  the  pro- 
posed additional  process  impracticable,  and 
to  leave  to  those  who  desire  to  have  the 
benefit  of  the  Act,  that  particular  mode 
«aJy  of  obtaining  it  which   was  at  first 
provided  by  your  Lordships.  A  noble  Lord 
BMB  asked*  would  any  one  propose  such  a 
measure  as  this  for  England?     It  may  be 
a  Bufficient  answer  to  that  question  to  say, 
that  those  who  think  this  measure  right 
for  Irdbnd,  might  reasonably  propose  it 
for  Kngiand,  if  England  were  in  the  situ- 
ation and  dreumstances  of  Ireland — ^if  in 
England  the  titles  to  land  and  to  the  en- 
cnmbranees  and  charges  on  land,  were  in 
soch  a  state  of  intricacy  and  complication, 
tJbat  (to  the  extent  which  now  unhappily 
exists  in  Ireland)  payment  of  the  charges 
eould  not  be  obtained,  and  the  duties  at- 
taehed  to  property  could  not  be  performed. 
In  England,  eontraets  providing  for  the 
sale  of  encumbered  lands  are  frequent,  per- 
haps so  frequent  as  to  make  soch  a  mea- 
sure as  this  unnecessary;  and  upon  such  a 
proposal  with  respect  to  England  as  is  sug- 
gest^ the  difficulty  would  be  to  feel  con- 
vioeed  that  the  circumstances  of  the  case 
were  such  as  to  make  the  application  of  the 
principle  of  this  Bill  proper  and  expedient. 
If  it  were  demonstrated  that  such  a  Bill 
was  expedient  for  England,  I  do  not  say 
that  I  should  venture  to  propose  a  Bill  in 
the  exact  terms  of  this  Bill;  but  I  think 
that  I  should  venture  to  propose  enact- 
ments   still   more   directly   and   avowedly 
founded  upon  the  principle  of  this  Bill,  and, 
taking  all  just  care  to  secure  sales  at  pro- 
per value,  proceed  to  sell  the  estates  with 


less  complicated  and  obstructive  meaiB  of 
precaution  than  are  here  provided.  H j 
Lords,  I  fear  that  the  preeaatioiiary  pro- 
visions contained  in  the  Amendmeota  are 
so  stringent  that  they  derogate  mmeeesaa- 
rily  from  the  intended  efficacy  of  the  mode 
of  proceeding  they  authorise.  I  am  satis- 
fied that  the  measure,  accompamed  bj  sneli 
precautions,  affords  no  ground  whatever 
for  the  alarms  expressed  by  the  noble  Lords 
opposite. 

After  a  few  words  firom  the  Eari  of 
Glengall, 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  pot  the 
question,  whether  the  words  proposed  to  be 
left  out  shall  stand  part  of  tlie  MotioB  f 
House  divided  : — Contents  28;  Not  Con- 
tents 10:  Majority  18. 

List  of  the  Costestb. 

DuKS.  Minto 

Norfolk.  Shaftedmiy 

Mabqussbks.  Wsddegnie. 
Lansdowne  ll*»^w^f 

Ueadfort  Bjron 

Clamicarde.  Beunnoat 

Earls.  Saye  and  Scia 

Aockbuid  Campbea 

Granville  Camofs 

Grey  CoCteahaA 

Wicklow  Foley 

Strafford  Flphinitnan 

Deron  Langdala 

Morley  Swklej 

Spenoer  Wroctwky 

Forteacue  Eddtibnj. 

List  of  the  NoT>CoxiESTB. 


Warwick 

HavaidcB. 

MalmesbuTT 

maaoxs. 

Egiinum 

Stanley 

MonntcasheU 

Glcngall. 

Moataagle. 

Paired  of. 

FOB. 

aoamr. 

EariofOrikMj 

EariofSefkoa 

f  mil  Fill  11  Am 

Lord  Poltimore 

LonlBoltMi 

Eari  of  Zetland 

DakeofRadMMd 

Lord  Cremome 

LonlDeRM 

Eari  of  ScariwttMigli 

IxmdDeFnjm^ 

Eari  Fitihardin^ 

EariofMaaatv 

Eari  of  EtSncbam 

EariofCki^na 

Lordlilford" 

LotdWynfetd 

Lord  Baieman 

EariPoaki 

Viscount  CUfien 

LcWForcater 

Eari  of  ClarMDont 

llacont  CaBtertary 

Lord  Stafford 

Hai^MsofE^ 

Bishop  of  Norvich 
Eari  Verulam 

EariDiri^ 
Eari  of  EaiTOvVy 

Eari  Radnor 

LotdD^wMS 

Lord  HathmoB 

LonlTeukmoro 

Bishop  of  Maadieiur 

LonI  CcldfeMter 

BbhopofHrniwd 

LoniSoodes 

Bishop  of  Durham 

LordDoMnOe 

LordColbonie 

Ui^nimftmiitSmSdmrj 

LoniMiUbrd 

B^arOmiand 
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Then  the  House  proceeded  to  take  the 
said  Amendments  into  consideration.  Some 
Amendments  to  the  Commons*  Amend- 
ments moved,  and  disagreed  to.  Com- 
mons' Amendments  agreed  to.  A  message 
sent  to  the  Commons  to  acquaint  them 
therewith. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  July  31,  1848. 

MiNUT»8.]     Public  Bills.— I®  Turnpike  Act  Continu- 
anoe ;  Westminster  Improvements. 

2o  London  (City)  Small  Debts;  Highway  Rates ;  Insolvent 
Debtors'  Court ;  Clerks  of  the  Peace  (Dublin) ;  Fisheries 
(Ireland);  Loan  Societies;  Proclamations  on  Fines, 
Court  of  Common  Pleas ;  Dublin  Police ;  Assessionable 
Manors  Commissioners  (Duchies  of  Cornwall  and  Lan- 
caster). 

Reported, — Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2) ;  Coastabu- 
lary  Force  (Ireland). 

30  and  passed: — Reproductive  Loan  Fund  Institution 
(Ireland);  Juveuile  Offenders  (Ireland);  Land  Tax 
Commissioners'  Names;  Regent's  Quadrant  Colonnade; 
Rum,  &C.  Duties;  Parliamentary  Electors. 
PsTiTioNS  Prkskntbd.  By  Mr.  Lushington,  fh>m  Edward 
Swift,  and  Others,  fh>m  several  Places,  for  the  Adoption  of 
Universal  SufBrage. — By  Viscount  Melgund,  Arom  the 
Sugar  Refiners  of  Glasgow  and  Greenock,  against  the 
Admission  of  Fordgn  Refined  Sugar. — By  Mr.  M'Gregor, 
from  Henry  Bristow,  a  Lieutenant  Colonel  in  the  British 
Army,  complaining  of  his  Expulsion  Arom  Spain. — By 
Mr.  Corbally,  firran  the  High  Sheriff  and  Grand  Jury  of 
the  County  of  Meath,  respecting  various  Depredations  by 
Killing  Cattle,  Sheep,  ace— By  Mr.  Leslie,  from  Mona- 
ghan,  for  the  Abolition  of  the  Office  of  Coroner  (Ireland). 
— By  Sir  R.  Ferguson,  firom  Don^al,  for  Inquiry  re- 
specting the  Poor  Law  (Ireland).~By  Mr.  Archibald 
Hastie,  Arom  Ratepayers  of  Paisley,  in  favour  of  an 
Amendment  to  the  Poor  Law  (Scotland). — By  Dr.  Bow- 
ring,  trom  the  Guardians  of  the  Bolton  Union,  Lan- 
cashire, in  favour  of  the  Poor  Law  Union  Charges  Bill — 
By  Colonel  Damer,  from  Shinrone  and  Parsonstown,  in 
the  King's  County,  complaining  of  the  Stoppage  of  the 
PubUc  Works  (Ireland).— By  Mr.  William  Lockhart, 
Arom  the  Kirk  Officers,  within  the  Presbytery  of  Glasgow, 
against  the  Registering  of  Births,  Deaths,  and  Marriages 
(Scotland)  BilL— By  Mr.  Alexander  Hastie,  from  the 
Directors  of  the  Paisley  Athenaeum,  against  the  Scientific 
SodeUes  Bill. 


FARMERS'  ESTATES  SOCIETY  (IRELAND) 
BILL. 

House  went  into  Committee. 

Clause  1  was  postponed. 

Clauses  from  2  to  12  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  13, 

Mr.  p.  SCROPE  said,  that  by  the  Bill 
as  it  at  present  stood,  if  the  company  pur- 
chased an  estate  on  which  there  were 
farms  of  less  than  30  acres  in  extent,  they 
would  have  to  get  rid  of  those  occupying 
tenants  before  they  could  sell  the  land. 
Remembering  that  nine-tenths  of  the  farms 
of  Ireland  were  under  thirty  acres,  he 
thought  the  principle  was  so  important 
that  he  should  take  the  sense  of  the  House 
upon  it. 


On  the  question  that  the  word  "  occu- 
pier*' stand  part  of  the  clause,  the  House 
divided : — Ayes  51 ;  Noes  3 :  Majority  48. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Armstrong,  R.  B. 
Baldwin,  C.  B. 
BlackaU,  S.  W. 
Brown,  W. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
BuUer,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Buller,  C. 

Clements,  hon.  C.  S. 
Drumlanrig,  Visct. 
Duckworth,  Sir  J.  T.  B. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncuft,  J. 
Dunne,  F.  P. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Fagan,  W. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
FitzPatrick,  rt.  hn.  J.W. 
Fortescue,  C. 
Fox,  R.  M. 
French,  F. 
FuUer,  A.  E. 
Gladstone,  rt.  hn.  W.  E. 
Grace,  0.  D.  J. 
Greene,  J. 
Hall,  Sir  B. 


Henley,  J.  W. 
Hobhouso,  T.  B. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Ingestre,  Visct. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Lockhart,  W. 
M'CuUagh,  W.  T. 
Marshall,  J.  G. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
Palmer,  R. 
Plgott,  F. 
Pinney,  W. 
Ricardo,  0. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Somerville,  rt.  hn.  SirW* 
Spooner,  R. 
Thomely,  T. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Watkins,  Col. 
WyviU,  M. 

TBLLBB8. 

Monsell,  W. 
Stafford,  A. 


List  of  the  Noes. 

Crawford,  W.  S.  tkllbrs. 

Thompson,  Col.  O'Connor,  F. 

Wilson,  M.  Scrope,  P, 

Clause  agreed  to. 
House  resumed. 
Committee  to  sit  again. 

SUGAR  DUTIES  (No.  2)  BILL. 

House  in  Committee. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  considered  it  necessary  to  state,  at 
the  earliest  possible  opportunity,  the  course 
the  Government  proposed  to  pursue  with 
regard  to  this  subject,  and  the  reasons 
which  had  induced  them  to  adopt  that 
course.  With  regard  to  some  inaccuracies 
which  had  been  pointed  out  in  one  of  the 
schedules,  as  to  the  duties  upon  refined 
sugar  and  upon  brown  clayed  sugar  the  pro- 
duce of  colonies,  they  might  be  corrected 
in  Committee.  The  principal  alteration 
which  had  been  made,  and  which  was 
shown  in  the  paper  delivered  to  Members 
of  that  House,  was  the  consolidation  of  the 
duties  upon  double  and  single  refined 
sugar.  He  was  sorry  to  say  that  the  re- 
sult of  the  communications  he  had  had  with 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Westbury 
(Mr.  J.  Wilson),  and  which  they  had  to- 
gether had  with  sugar  refiners,  had  led  the 
Government  to  conclude  that,  at  present. 


mi 


Si^ar  Duties 


{COMMONS} 


{No,  2)  BiU. 


im 


they  could  not  introduce  a  measure  allow- 
ing the  refining  of  sugar  in  hond.  He 
(the  Qhancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  was  far 
from  underrating  the  importance  of  such  a 
measure,  if  it  could  be  carried  into  eflfect 
with  due  regard  to  the  interests  of  the  re- 
venue and  of  those  concerned  in  the  sugar 
refining  trade ;  but  no  pains  had  been 
spared  by  the  Government  in  obtaining  in- 
formation on  the  subject,  and  the  result 
was  that  thej  could  not  see  their  way  to  a 
practical  and  satisfactory  measure.  Such 
a  measure  to  be  satisfactory  to  all  par- 
ties must  be  a  compulsory  measure.  It 
must  not  only  provide  that  persons  might 
be  permitted  to  refine  in  bond,  but,  if  re- 
fining in  bond  were  permitted,  it  must  also 
be  required  that  all  refining  bo  carried  on 
in  bond«  He  thought  it  must  be  evident 
that  the  main  object  sought  by  refining  in 
bond  was  to  get  rid  of  the  disadvantages 
of  what  were  called  "  the  uniform  duties 
upon  aU  classes,**  and  to  substitute  what 
would  be  equivalent  to  an  ad  valorem 
duty ;  but  he  did  not  think  this  object 
would  be  effected  by  such  a  measure.  Such 
a  measure  would  not  be  fair  unless  it  was 
compulsory;  everything  that  came  out  of 
the  refinery  must  be  subject  to  some  duty 
or  other.  One  objection  which  had  been 
taken  to  such  a  measure  was  (as  we  un- 
derstood) that,  as  it  would  impose  a  duty 
of  some  amount  on  all  the  produce  of  the 
refiner,  a  duty  must  be  levied  on  molasses 
— an  article  almost  exclusively  consumed 
by  the  poorer  classes — which  would  tend 
to  raise  its  price.  If  the  produce  of  the 
refiners  had  been  of  one  description,  it 
would  not  have  been  difficult  to  deal  with 
the  matter;  but  their  produce  was  of  four 
or  five  different  kinds,  and  the  difficulty 
was  in  the  apportionment  of  the  duty, 
which  would  involve  questions  of  extreme 
nicety.  He  did  not  see  how  it  would  be 
possible  to  avoid  frauds,  which  would  be 
alike  detrimental  to  the  revenue,  and  which 
would  give  an  undue  advantage  to  unfair 
against  the  fair  traders.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Westbury  and  the  Chair- 
man of  Excise  had,  a  few  days  ago,  spent 
upwards  of  seven  hours  with  a  deputation 
from  the  sugar  refiners  in  consulting  upon 
this  subject;  and  the  conclusion  they  ar- 
rived at  was,  that  it  would  be  most  diffi- 
cult to  frame  any  measure  which  would 
protect  the  revenue  and  the  fair  trader 
from  fraud.  In  order  to  obtain  sati8factory 
information  on  this  point,  the  Chairman  of 
Excise,  accompanied  by  experienced  oflS- 
cers,  visited,  at  his  request,  several  sugar 


refineries,  and  spent  three  or  four  hours  in 
going  through  some  of  the  largest  establish- 
ments in  London ;  and  they  reported  that 
they  did  not  seethe  possibility  of  adequately 
securing  the  revenue,  except  by  impoaing 
such  restrictions  upon  the  refinery  as  would 
materially  interfere  with  the  course  of  their 
manufacture.  The  revenue  officers  would 
have  to  watch  most  strictly  every  stage  of 
the  manufacture,  and  to  interfere,  to  a 
considerable  extent,  with  the  prooeas  of 
manufacture.  When  he  found  that  it  would 
be  necessary  that  the  system  should  be 
compulsory,  and  that  the  sugar  refiners 
themselves  saw  the  necessity  of  its  being 
so,  he  could  not  but  hesitate  to  impose 
upon  the  trade  the  restrictious  whioh  would 
be  requisite.  The  object  proposed  might 
be  of  great  advantage  to  some,  but  there 
were  others  to  be  considered  also;  and  hfi 
did  not  at  present,  at  any  rate,  see  his 
way  to  its  being  effected,  If,  on  fiuther 
consideration,  he  should  see  his  way  to  its 
being  accomplished  with  justice  to  all  par- 
ties, he  should  be  very  glad;  but,  not  being 
at  present  in  that  position,  he  did  not  pro- 
pose to  allow  sugar  to  be  refined  in  bond 
for  home  consumption.  The  parties  to 
whom  he  had  referred  had  reque8te4  that 
the  measure  should  be  postponed  for  this 
Session  at  least;  and  he  must  say  that  he 
never  saw  men  more  anxious  to  oariy  eat  a 
proposed  object  if  it  could  be  done;  it  was 
only  upon  further  investigatiou  that  the 
difficulties  were  found  insuperable.  Then, 
with  respect  to  maintaining  the  distinetion 
between  double  refined  and  sipgl^i  r^i^ed 
sugar,  he  found  that  it  would  be  a  great 
advantage  to  the  tradp  to  coxppomi^  the 
two  duties  into  one.  AU  that  eould  he 
asked  on  the  part  of  the  West  Indies  was, 
that  the  duty  upon  the  sugar  when  rftflned 
should  be  equal  to  the  duty  upon  the  raw 
sugar,  and  he  believed  he  had  so  oaloulated 
the  sum  that  the  former  would  rather  ex- 
ceed the  latter.  Although  und^  the  duty 
as  now  fixed  foreign  refined  sugar  would 
not  come  in  to  any  ^reat  extent,  yet  it  was 
sound  policy  to  admit  foreign  mauufaQtured 
articles,  so  as  to  prevent  an  undue  price  of 
articles  manufactured  at  home;  and,  in- 
deed, having  regard  to  the  spirit  of  liberal- 
ity on  which  our  commercial  legislation  for 
some  years  past  had  been  framed,  it  might 
bo  said  that  it  would  be  almost  ui^st  to 
refuse  this.  The  duties  he  had  fixed  would* 
he  believed,  effect  this  end,  without  expos- 
ing the  refiner  to  any  undue  competition* 
He  proposed,  therefore,  to  impQpe  one  du^ 
upon  all  refined  sugar,  instead  of  tbn  two 
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rates.    The  right  hon.   Gentleman   oon- 
eluded  by  moving — 

"  That  the  Duty  upon  Candy,  Brown  or  White 
refined  Sugar,  or  Sugar  rendered  by  any  process 
equal  in  quality  thereto,  the  growth  or  produce  of 
a  British  rossesaion,  should  be  IT*.  Ad, 

Mb.  BARKLY  bad  heard  with  mmgled 
astonishment  and  regret  the  announcement 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  after 
all  the  promises  made  to  the  West  Indian 
interest,  with  respect  to  refining  in  bond 
being  permitted,  and  all  the  advantages 
which  it  was  stated  would  result  to  them 
from  that  measure,  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  abandon  the  plan 
for  the  present  Session.  This  was  a  fresh 
instance  of  that  extraordinary  vacillation  of 
purpose  on  the  part  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment which  would  in  future  prevent  the 
trading  interest  of  this  country  from  placing 
any  reliance  whatever  upon  iheir  promises, 
officially  made  in  that  House.  This  was 
no  new  measure;  it  had  been  always  re- 

Csented  during  the  Session  as  one  of  the 
ns  to  be  given  to  the  West  Indian  in^ 
terest  by  those  who  were  connected  with 
the  Government.  It  was  so  stated  in  the 
House  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Westbury 
(Mr.  J.  Wilson)  on  the  23rd  of  June;  and 
the  statement  had  been  again  and  again 
confirmed  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer also  in  the  House.  The  next  thing 
heard  was,  that  the  preliminaries  of  the 
measure  had  been  settled  at  an  interview 
between  the  refiners  and  the  Chairman  of 
the  principal  Revenue  Board  concerned,  at 
the  office  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer; indeed,  in  the  City,  the  parties  in- 
terested in  the  measure  were  favoured  with 
a  paper  purporting  to  be  the  heads  of  the 
arrangement  then  eome  to.  It  was  only 
upon  Saturday  last,  when  gentlemen  con- 
nected with  the  West  Indies  requested  an 
interview  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
with  a  view  to  offer  some  suggestions,  that 
they  were  told  that  he  had  changed  his 
mind,  and  that  there  was  to  be  no  refining  in 
bond.  The  reasons  he  had  assigned  were 
far  from  satisfactory.  It  was  impossible  to 
form  so  low  an  estimate  of  his  capabilities 
for  office  as  to  suppose  that  it  was  only 
after  the  measure  had  been  talked  of  for 
weeks,  and  after  the  preliminaries  of  it  had 
been  settled,  that  he  thought  of  seeing 
whether  the  revenue  could  be  made  secure 
— whether  the  measure  was  practicable;  it 
seemed  incredible  that  it  should  have  been 
only  on  Friday  last  that  the  Chairman  of 
•ihe  Customs  and  Excise  went  over  a  re- 
finery with  that  view.     There  was  no  diffi- 


culty in  the  ease  of  refining  in  bond  for 
home  consumption,  any  more  than  for  ex- 
portation, which  had  been  allowed  for  these 
fifteen  years.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  it  would  be  hard  to  make  the  measure 
compulsory,  and  to  impose  upon  the  re- 
finers excise  restrictions  without  their  oour 
sent;  but  who  ever  asked  bim  to  make  it 
compulsory?  What  was  asked  was,  that 
those  who  wished  to  refine  in  bond,  should 
be  permitted  to  make  the  requisite  arrange- 
ments with  the  Excise.  Then,  too,  as  to 
the  sudden  discovery  that  it  was  wrong  to 
have  two  rates  of  duty  upon  refined  sugar, 
the  effect  of  his  striking  an  average  would 
be  that  the  refiners  would  get  a  higher 
protection  of  2$,  a  cwt.  upon  the  low  de- 
scriptions of  refined  sugar,  of  which  the 
Dutch  principally  consisted,  and  this  at 
the  expense  of  the  colonial  refiner.  At 
this  late  period  of  the  Session,  he  (Mr. 
Barkly)  was  not  going  again  to  raise  the 
question  of  protection  to  the  colonies;  but 
^e  changes  which  the  Government  had 
made  in  their  plan  would  have  warranted 
it.  The  Economist  enumerated  the  vari- 
ous advantages  the  West  Indians  were  to 
have  bestowed  upon  them  by  the  Govern- 
ment scheme,  and  made  them  seven  in 
number;  of  the  whole  seven,  the  West  In- 
dians at  present  could  see  their  way  to  get- 
ting just  two  during  the  Session !  Gentle- 
men connected  with  the  West  Indies  had 
told  him  (Mr.  Barkly),  that  if  his  proposi- 
tion had  been  earned,  it  might  have  been 
considered  in  some  sort  a  settlement  of 
the  question;  whereas  the  Government 
proposal  would  leave  it  open  to  be  fought 
again. 

Mb.  CARDWELL  had  the  honour  of 
representing  some  of  those  who  were  most 
interested  in  the  question.  During  the 
whole  of  the  Session  they  were  always 
told,  both  in  Committee  and  in  the  House, 
that  the  system  of  refining  in  bond  was  a 
great  advantage  to  which  the  West  Indians 
might  look  forward.  Now,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  said,  that  if  the  power 
of  refining  in  bond  were  given  at  all,  it 
should  not  be  optional,  but  compulsory, 
and  that  he  did  not  see  his  way  clearly  to 
a  solution  of  the  difficulties  attendant  upon 
such  a  scheme.  This  was  but  an  unsatis- 
factory answer  to  the  West  Indian  pro- 
ducer. He  did  not  know  what  difficulties 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  might 
have  met  with  on  communicating  with  the 
heads  of  the  revenue  departments ;  but  if 
they  had  been  made  acquainted  with  this 
whilst  the  West  India  Committee  was  sit- 
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ting,  tbey  would  have  known  that  there 
was  no  remedy  for  the  grievance.  The 
West  Indians  had  been  told,  by  the  Gen- 
tlemen who  represented  the  Government 
in  that  Committee,  that  the  three  principal 
measures  to  which  the  West  Indians  had 
to  look  for  redress  were  the  adjustment  of 
the  rum  duties;  the  repeal  of  the  naviga- 
tion laws,  which,  whether  for  their  benefit 
or  not,  would  assuredly  not  be  carried  in 
the  present  Session  ;  and  refining  in  bond, 
which  certainly  would  have  been  for  the 
benefit  of  the  West  Indians,  as  against 
Cuba  and  Brazil.  Their  hopes  had  been 
buoyed  up  to  the  last  moment ;  and  now, 
at  the  eleventh  hour,  they  were  told  they 
were  not  to  get  it. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  must  deny  alto- 
gether  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liverpool,  that  the  Members  of  the 
Government,  when  sitting  in  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  West  Indian  inquiry,  dis- 
tinctly announced  their  intention  of  pro- 
posing a  plan  for  allowing  the  refinery  of 
sugar  in  bond.  Although  they  certainly 
had  examined  witnesses  in  that  Committee, 
to  see  how  far  the  measure  was  practi- 
cable, and  might  have  evinced  a  great 
anxiety  to  arrive  at  that  conclusion ;  yet 
they  never  did,  either  as  individual  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee,  or  still  less  as  in- 
dividual Members  of  the  Government,  in- 
timate their  determination  to  take  any 
such  measure.  With  respect  to  the  pro- 
posal of  allowing  sugar  to  be  refined  in 
bond,  he  altogether  agreed  with  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  that,  if  it  were 
possible  to  do  so  consistently  with  the  se- 
curity of  the  revenue,  it  would  be  a  most 
important  boon  to  the  West  Indian  in- 
terest ;  but  he  thought  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  done  his  duty  in  not  proposing 
a  measure  of  so  much  importance  unless 
he  saw  his  way  more  clearly. 

Sir  W.  clay  said,  in  the  borough 
which  ho  represented,  by  far  the  larger 
proportion  of  the  sugar-refining  trade  of 
England  was  concentrated.  He  had  been 
in  communication  with  parties  engaged  in 
that  trade,  and  he  would  say,  it  was  after 
the  most  deliberate  investigation  of  the 
difficulties  attending  any  plan  of  refining 
in  bond,  that  they  had  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  no  plan  yet  presented  would  ob- 
viate those  difficulties,  and  that  it  would 
be  impossible  to  prevent  fraud  alike  on  the 
revenue  and  the  honest  trader  without 
such  a  close,  constant,  and  vexatious  in- 
terference of  the  excise  officers  as  would  in 
the  highest  degree  embarrass  the  proceed- 


ings of  the  manufacturers,  and  enhance 
the  cost  of  the  manufacture. 

Mr.  GOULBURN  begged  to  confirm 
the  statement  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Liverpool.  It  was  perfectly  true 
there  was  no  distinct  proposition  made  to 
that  effect  in  the  Committee;  but,  from 
conversations  with  the  Members  of  the 
Government,  the  general  belief  was,  that 
the  permission  would  be  granted. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

On  Schedule  2  being  put. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  said,  that  while 
he  could  not  approve  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  Government,  he  could  not  help  admi- 
ring the  debonnaire  manner  in  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  came  down  to 
that  House  to  announce  that  he  was  going 
to  disappoint  the  West  Indian,  the  East 
Indian,  and  the  Mauritian  interests,  by  re- 
fusing to  concede  to  them  the  valuable 
boon  which  he  so  faithfully  promised  to 
them  on  Monday  last.  He  also  could  not 
but  admire  the  very  light  and  trivial  man- 
ner in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
glossed  over  the  **  little  inaccuracies  "  into 
which  he  had  fallen  in  his  treatment  of  this 
question.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
the  easiest  and  most  cavalier  manner  pos- 
sible, had  pleaded  guilty  to  the  indictment 
containing  twenty- three  counts  which  he 
had  preferred  against  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. He  had  accused  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  a  few  evenings  since,  of  hav- 
ing fallen  into  twenty-three  blunders  in  the 
original  resolutions  which  he  had  intro- 
duced with  respect  to  the  sugar  duties. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  attempting 
last  week  to  rectify  these  mistakes,  fell 
into  two  more  blunders;  so  that  he  now 
stood  in  this  position,  that  after  seven 
weeks'  discussion  on  a  question  with  the 
details  of  which  he,  above  all  other  men» 
ought  to  have  been  most  intimately  and 
minutely  familiar,  he  was  convicted  of  hav- 
ing come  down  to  that  House,  and  of  hav- 
ing fallen,  in  his  treatment  of  that  ques- 
tion, into  no  less  than  half  a  hundred  blun- 
ders. When,  on  a  former  occasion,  he 
(Lord  G.  Bentinck)  complained  of  the  rates 
of  duty  charged  on  Dutch  refined  sugars, 
the  terms  which  he  was  promised  by  the 
Government  were,  that  the  duty  on  dou- 
ble refined  sugar  should  be  reduced  from 
19s.  6d.  to  18^.,  and  on  single  refined  su- 
gar from  17 s.  ^,  to  IQs,  But  that  boon 
would  have  been  worth  nothing — it  would 
have  been  literally  and  absolutely  valueless 
— ^had  it  not  been  accompanied  by  the  as- 
surance that  the  British  colonies  w«re  to 
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be  permitted  to  refine  in  bond.  All  the 
value  of  the  boon  consisted  in  the  permis- 
sion proposed  to  be  given  to  the  British 
planters  to  refine  their  sugars  in  bond. 
Accompanied  by  that  permission,  it  would 
have  been  really  valuable;  and  it  was  un- 
der the  distinct  impression  that  such  per- 
mission was  to  be  concomitantly  granted, 
that  he  had  spoken  when  he  expressed,  on 
the  part  of  the  British  planters,  the  sincere 
satisfaction  with  which  he  had  listened  to 
the  announcement  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  And  well  might  he  have  done 
80.  Taking,  for  example,  the  coarse  su- 
gars of  the  East  Indies,  the  effect  of  the 
permission  to  refine  in  bond  would  have 
been  to  let  in  the  lower  qualities  of  sugar 
on  paying  a  duty  of  about  9s.  Id.  But  it 
appeared  that  the  long -promised  boon, 
concerning  which  so  much  noise  had  been 
made,  was  not  to  be  granted  after  all. 
After  the  hon.  Member  for  Westbury  had 
sat  for  three  months  in  the  Sugar  and  Cof- 
fee Planting  Committee,  incessantly  ex- 
amining and  cross-examining  witnesses  as 
to  the  practicability  of  refining  sugar  in 
bond — (for  that  was  his  special  plan  for 
getting  over  the  injustice  and  inequality  of 
the  present  duty,  which  charged  the  same 
amount  on  sugars  which  were  worth  12^. 
or  15s,  in  bond,  and  on  those  which  were 
worth  27s,  or  28^.) — after  all  this  toil  and 
trouble,  and  after  receiving  a  solemn  assu- 
rance that  everything  was  to  be  set  right, 
and  all  inequalities  rectified,  by  permitting 
the  British  planters  to  refine  in  bond,  they 
were  now  coolly  told  that  the  thing  could 
not  be  done — that  the  thing  was  impossi- 
ble— that  the  measure  of  permitting  the 
British  planters  to  import  their  own  canes 
in  the  crudest  possible  state,  and  then  to 
refine  them  in  this  country,  was,  in  fact, 
the  pith  and  essence  of  the  Government 
plan.  After  the  measure  had  been  for 
seven  weeks  before  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  after  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  had 
taken  from  the  29th  of  May  to  the  16th  of 
June  to  consider  the  exact  details  of  the 
scheme  they  were  to  submit  to  the  Legis- 
lature, they  were  told,  forsooth,  that  it 
was  not  until  the  28th  of  July  that  it  had 
ever  occurred  to  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
to  consult  the  Chairman  of  the  Customs  and 
the  Chairman  of  the  Excise,  as  to  whether 
that  part  of  their  plan  which,  having  for 
its  object  the  assistance  of  the  British 
planter,  might  be  said  to  be  the  most  im- 
portant part  of  it  all,  could  or  could  not  be 
carried  out.  There  never  was  seen  such  a 
pitiable  spectacle  of  Ministers  coming  down 


to  transact  the  business  of  the  country, 
and  succeeding  in  nothing  except  in  de- 
monstrating to  the  world  how  totally  in- 
capable they  were  of  transacting  any  busi- 
ness at  all.  Nothing  could  be  more  un- 
wise or  more  unstatesmanlike  than  the 
course  they  had  adopted,  in  one  day  hold- 
ing out  hopes  and  promises  which  they  un- 
ceremoniously violated  the  next.  When 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  came 
down  that  evening,  and  so  unblushingly 
announced  his  intention  to  abandon  an  en- 
gagement which  he  had  so  solemnly  made, 
he  had  expected  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  have  gone  on  to  explain  the 
particulars  of  some  project  which  he  had 
arranged  in  his  own  mind  for  the  compen- 
sation of  the  British  planters,  instead  of  the 
profit  he  had  abandoned;  but  he  had  wait- 
ed in  vain  for  any  such  announcement. 
The  promised  boon  was  now  denied,  and 
nothing  was  promised  in  its  place.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  right  in  stat- 
ing on  Monday  last  that  it  was  proper 
there  should  be  a  difierence  of  Is.  6d.  a 
cwt.  between  double  refined  sugars  of  the 
British  colonies  and  the  Dutch  double  re- 
fined sugars,  and  a  difierence  of  Is.  4d. 
between  the  single  refined  sugars  of  the 
British  possessions,  and  the  single  refined 
sugars  of  Holland,  what  excuse  had  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  now  for  continuing 
the  foreign  duties  at  the  same  rates  at 
which  they  stood  in  the  Bill  ?  He  was 
without  a  shadow  of  pretence  for  leaving 
the  duties  as  they  at  present  stood.  But 
the  whole  policy  of  the  Government  on 
this  question  was  so  inconsistent  and  so 
contradictory,  that  he  very  much  doubted 
that  they  themselves  understood  what  they 
were  about.  The  principle  on  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  first  set  out 
was  that  of  refining  in  this  country;  but  he 
had  now  taken  up  the  very  converse  of  the 
proposition,  and  founded  his  whole  plan  on 
the  principle  that  the  sugars  should  be  re- 
fined in  the  colonies.  He  now  came  to 
the  question  of  the  duties  on  sugars  im- 
ported from  the  continent  of  Europe. 
Under  the  old  Act  there  was  a  peimanent 
duty  of  31.  3s.  on  double  and  single  refined 
sugar  imported  from  countries  of  which  it 
was  neither  the  growth  nor  produce,  and  a 
permanent  duty  of  21.  2s.  on  muscovado 
sugar  imported  under  similar  circum- 
stances; and  a  permanent  duty  of  15^.  on 
molasses  similarly  imported.  It  was  found, 
however,  that  on  account  of  the  Dutch 
rates  it  was  impossible  to  maintain  those 
duties.     Such,  at  least,  was  the  version  of 
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the  affair  given  to  that  House.  He  had 
endeavoured  to  test  the  value  of  the  objec- 
tion, by  asking  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Foreign  Department  whether  he 
would  consent  to  lay  upon  the  table  the 
copies  of  any  correspondence  that  might 
have  passed  on  the  subject  between  the 
English  and  Dutch  Governments.  The 
noble  Lord,  than  whom  no  one  was  more 
expert  at  parrying  an  inconvenient  ques- 
tion, replied,  that  the  negotiations  were 
still  pending;  and  that,  until  they  were 
completed,  it  would  not  be  advisable  to  lay 
any  correspondence  on  the  table.  But  he 
succeeded  in  catching  the  noble  Lord  by 
inquiring  the  date  of  the  last  communica- 
tion between  the  British  and  Dutch  Go- 
vernments. The  noble  Lord  professed  his 
inability  to  state;  but  on  being  pressed  to 
say  whether  it  was  within  the  last  three 
months,  he  replied,  "  Certainly  not."  It 
was  clear,  that  on  the  29th  of  May  there 
was  no  difficulty  with  regard  to  the  Dutch 
treaty,  for  on  that  day  he  proclaimed  his 
intention  to  make  no  change  in  the  old 
Sugar  Duties  Act,  9  and  10  Vict.,  cap.  63, 
containing  that  clause  for  the  restoration 
of  which  in  the  present  Bill  it  was  his  in- 
tention to  move;  the  clause  (No.  6)  by 
which  it  was  enacted  that  no  sugar  was  to 
be  admissible  to  entry  for  home  consump- 
tion at  the  lower  rates  of  duty,  as  being 
the  growth  and  produce  of  any  foreign 
country,  unless  the  master  of  the  ship  im- 
porting the  same  could  prove  that  such 
sugar  was  bond  fide  the  growth  and  pro- 
duce of  the  foreign  country  from  which  it 
was  imported.  There  never  was  a  more 
idle  pretence  than  that  relied  on  to  prop 
up  the  plan  by  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
bury,  namely,  that  there  was  in  the  Dutch 
treaty  a  clause  which  interfered  to  prevent 
the  distinction  which  he  (Lord  G.  Bentinck) 
proposed  to  make  between  sugars  the  growth 
and  produce  of  the  countries  from  which 
they  were  imported,  and  sugars  carried 
into  the  continent  of  Europe,  there  to  be 
refined,  and  to  receive  a  bounty  for  their 
export.  No  doubt  negotiations  would  soon 
arise,  for  the  Dutch  Government  would  not 
be  so  neglectful  of  their  own  interest  as 
not  to  profit  by  the  hint  which  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Foreign  Department;  but  it  was  quite 
certain  that  so  recently  as  the  29th  of  May 
no  difficiilty  existed  because  of  any  Dutch 
treaty  whatsoever.  If  the  Amendment  now 
under  consideration  were  carried,  he  should 
propose  the  introduction  of  a  new  schedule 
of  duties  to  be  charged  on  all  descriptions 


of  sugar;  and  he  should  also  move  the  re- 
storation of  Clause  6  of  the  Act  9  and  10 
Vict.,  c.  63,  to  which  he  had  already  al* 
luded.  The  Government  had  been  erro- 
neous in  their  calculations  all  along,  and 
particularly  in  their  calculations  as  to  the 
amount  of  the  probable  increase  in  con« 
sumption  by  reason  of  the  reduction  of  a 
halfpenny.  He  had  ascertained,  to  a  oer-^ 
tainty,  the  quantity  of  sugar  entered  for 
home  consumption  at  the  ports  of  Londoui 
Liverpool,  Bristol,  Hull,  and  Clyde,  last 
year  and  this  year.  In  the  year  1847» 
there  were  entered  for  home  consumption 
in  these  ports,  143,318  tons;  in  ISiS* 
there  were  entered  166,152  tons;  adding 
13|  per  cent,  which  was  the  usual  aUow<» 
ance  for  the  other  ports,  it  would  be  semi 
that  there  had  been  entered  for  home  con« 
sumption  during  29  weeks  alone  this  year, 
188,583  tons,  against  162,655  during  the 
corresponding  weeks  of  last  year,  showing 
an  increase  of  consumption  of  29,928  tons 
during  the  first  29  weeks  of  the  present 
year.  It  was  clear,  therefore,  there  eoiild 
not  be  much  exaggeration  in  the  calotdA- 
tion  that  a  reduction  of  a  halfpenny  o&M 
produce  an  increase  of  30)000  tons.  He 
would  not  trespass  upon  the  attention  of 
the  House  any  further,  but  would  merely 
move  the  Amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  notice.  The  noble  Lord  concluded 
by  a  Motion  to  leaye  out  the  words,  "  on 
all  sugar  not  otherwise  charged  witil 
duty." 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said^  there  was 
only  one  point  to  which  he  should  refer,  and 
that  was  the  censure  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  cast  upon  the  Government  with  re- 
ference to  the  Dutch.  The  Dutch  had 
stated  that  the  English  Government  were 
bound  to  admit  sugar  refined  in  that  coun- 
try on  the  same  principle  as  they  admitted 
that  of  Belgium.  That  was  a  claim  which 
could  not  be  disputed;  and  he  believed  that 
if  a  contrary  principle  were  acted  upon^ 
no  country  would  suffer  more  than  this. 
What  was  the  case  of  the  Channel  Islands  ? 
Those  islands  being  allowed  to  import  into 
this  country  their  own  produce  free  of 
duty,  certain  parties  had  taken  advantage 
of  this  to  manufacture  confections  and 
other  things,  which  were  sent  in  large 
quantities  to  this  country  merely  for  the 
sake  of  the  saccharine  matter  they  con- 
tained, and  thus  the  Customs  regulations 
were  altogether  evaded.  To  cite  such  an 
instance  as  that  against  the  claim  of  Hol- 
land, in  a  case  in  which  equity  was  on  the 
side  of  that  country,  womd  have  Iwmi  a 
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most  unworthy  course  on  the  part  of  the 
English  Government. 

Mb.  GOULBURN  asked  whether  it  had 
never  struck  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  throughout  the  whole  of  this  Bill  he 
insisted  rigidly  that  the  West  Indies  should 
be  subjected  to  the  same  inconvenience 
which  he  had  described  as  operating  so 
prejudicially  towards  foreign  countries  ? 

Mr.  WILSON  said,  the  distinction  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  La- 
bouchere)  had  alluded  was  so  clear,  that 
he  was  surprised  that  there  should  be  any 
doubt  on  the  subject — the  colonies  were 
confined  to  their  own  growth  and  pro- 
duce, simply  because  it  was  admitted  into 
this  country  at  a  lower  duty  than  foreign 
BUgari  They  were  then  speaking  of  a 
Bill  imposing  duties  up  to  1854;  and  he 
apprehended  that  after  that  period  no 
fiuoh  distinction  could  exist.  It  was  clear 
that  up  to  1854,  unless  this  distinction 
Were  maintained,  the  Jamaica  planter 
would  be  liable  to  frauds  on  the  part  of 
the  Cuban  planter;  but  after  1854,  there 
Would  be  no  longer  any  reason  for  in- 
litsting  that  the  importation  from  Jamaica 
should  be  the  growth  and  produce  of  that 
island.  He  believed  that  last  year,  so  far 
fh)m  the  bounty  received  by  the  Dutch  re- 
finers proving  an  advantage  to  them,  they 
considered  it  an  injury;  so  much  so,  that 
one  of  the  principal  refiners  in  Holland 
bad  recently  published  a  pamphlet,  strongly 
advocating  the  abolition  of  the  system  of 
bounties  altogether,  and  recommending 
the  adoption  of  the  system  of  refining  in 
bond  in  order  to  relieve  them  from  the  se- 
rious difficulties  to  which  they  were  expos- 
ed under  the  existing  system.  [The  hon. 
Gentleman  quoted  a  document  which  show- 
ed that  the  Dutch  refiners  were  anxious 
fbr  the  abolition  of  the  drawback,  and  very 
desirous  of  having  the  system  of  refining 
in  bond  introduced.  ]  At  the  present  roo- 
inent,  too,  there  was  a  proposition  before 
the  Chambers  at  Brussels  for  doing  away 
with  the  drawbacks,  and  to  allow  refining 
in  bond,  as  was  the  practice  of  this  coun- 
try; and,  upon  the  whole,  he  was  sure  the 
House  would  be  satisfied  that  the  advan- 
tage of  the  bounty  was  more  an  apparent 
than  a  real  one.  As  to  the  protection  en- 
joyed in  this  country  from  the  amount 
of  freight,  <fcc.,  paid  upon  the  Dutch  re- 
fined article,  fifteen  shillings  per  ton  was 
the  expense  by  steamboat;  but  it  might  be 
carried  as  low  as  ten  shillings  by  sailing 
.TBSsels;  although  by  the  latter  mode  of 
1M)iiT«yance  the  merchant  had  to  put  up 


frequently  with  great  delays  and  inconve-^ 
nience.  He  thought,  after  the  terms  of 
the  treaty  which  the  noble  Lord  had  read» 
that  it  would  be  absolutely  impossible  for 
that  House,  at  all  events,  to  exclude  Dutch 
refined  sugars;  and  when  they  considered 
the  large  proportion  of  the  European  re^ 
finers  existing  in  Holland,  he  would  put  it 
to  the  House  whether  it  would  be  wise  or 
prudent,  legislating,  as  they  pretended  to 
doj  upon  broad  and  comprehensive  princi- 
ples, and  admitting  Dutch  refined  sugars,  to 
exclude  the  small  portion  exported  from  Bel- 
gium or  Hamburgh  ?  But  they  must  remem- 
ber that  we  were  in  the  same  predicament, 
and  that,  too,  in  a  twofold  form,  with  the 
United  States  of  America,  as  we  were  with 
regard  to  Holland.  The  United  States' 
refiners  were  succeeding  so  well  that  they 
were  formidable  competitors  in  the  Medi- 
terranean markets,  not  only  with  our  own 
refiners,  but  with  the  Dutch  themselves  j 
yet,  whether  by  treaty  or  by  the  Act  of 
1846,  we  were  obliged  to  admit  the  refined 
sugars  of  the  United  States.  How,  then^ 
would  they  distinguish  between  the  refined 
sugar  of  Louisiana  and  that  of  Cuba? 
He  would  ask,  therefore,  whether  it  would 
not  be  better  for  us  boldly  to  look  our  diffi- 
culties in  the  face  at  once,  and  act  as  we 
were  bound  to  do  by  treaty  ?  Supposing 
Holland  were  to  give  the  United  States 
the  advantage  of  allowing  their  cotton 
goods  to  be  imported  at  a  lower  rate  of 
duty  than  was  levied  upon  the  same  de- 
scription of  goods  from  this  country,  and 
the  difference  as  against  our  goods  were 
to  be  grounded  upon  the  principle  that  the 
raw  material  was  not  grown  here,  with 
what  indignation  might  not  the  noble  Lord 
have  condemned  such  a  course  as  an  eva- 
sion of  the  treaty  which  allows  our  manu- 
factures to  come  in  upon  an  equal  footing 
with  those  of  the  most  favoured  nations  ? 
So,  reversing  the  case,  and  applying  it 
against  Dutch  refined  sugars  imported  into 
this  country,  Holland  would  have  an  equid 
ground  of  just  complaint.  Some  years 
ago  Mr.  J.  Deacon  Hume,  in  a  paper  laid 
before  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  in  re- 
ference to  the  question  whether  it  was 
competent  for  this  or  any  other  country  to 
consider  the  origin  of  the  material  of  re- 
fined sugar,  and  what  was  not,  said  that  it 
was  impossible  to  decide  what  portion  of  the 
raw  material  was  of  varied  origin,  either  at 
the  port  of  exportation  or  of  destination. 
He  (Mr.  Wilson)  knew  there  was  a  strong 
feeling  existing  amongst  Gentlemen  con- 
nected with  the  West  Indian  interest  as  to 


1055 


Stigar  Duties 


{COMMONS} 


{Ifo.  2)  Bill. 


1056 


the ,  advantages  the  Dutch  refiners  pos- 
sessed oyer  the  refiners  of  this  country. 
It  was  stated,  for  instance,  that  the  Dutch 
got  large  tares  on  their  sugar.  It  was 
quite  true  that  the  tares  allowed  hy  the 
importing  merchants  in  Holland  were  larger 
than  the  actual  tares  on  packages;  hut  in 
no  case  when  the  article  came  to  pay  duty 
were  those  excessive  tares  allowed  hy  the 
Government.  The  Custom-house  reduced 
those  tares  in  every  instance,  so  that  the 
Dutch  had  no  advantage  whatever  over  us 
in  that  respect.  It  had  hecn  also  stated 
that  the  Dutch  derived  an  advantage  from 
the  navigation  laws,  hy  heing  allowed  to  use 
the  sugars  imported  by  all  flags.  There  was, 
however,  a  distinction  in  the  duties  charged 
upon  sugar  imported  under  Dutch  flags, 
and  those  imported  under  foreign  flags. 
The  difference  of  duty  was  about  9d,  a 
cwt. ;  and  he  believed  the  difference  of  the 
duty  between  the  privileged  and  unprivi- 
leged flags  in  this  country  did  not  exceed 
that  sum.  The  freights  from  Cuba  fof  the 
last  two  or  three  months  had  not  been 
more  than  from  IO5.  to  15^.  per  ton.  He, 
therefore,  thought  that  the  Dutch  refiner 
was  not  placed  on  that  score  in  a  more 
advantageous  position  than  the  refiner  in 
this  country.  He  believed  the  noble  Lord 
could  not,  had  he  intended  to  do  so,  have 
made  a  Motion  which  could  operate  more 
disadvantageously  to  the  West  Indians 
themselves,  than  the  one  which  he  had 
submitted  to  the  House.  The  exclusion 
of  Dutch  sugars  during  the  last  three  or 
four  years  had  operated  very  much  to  the 
prejudice  of  the  West  Indians.  He  (Mr. 
Wilson)  thought  it  would  be  freely  ad- 
mitted, that  whatever  reduction  took  place 
in  the  cost  of  the  raw  material,  as  much  as 
possible  of  that  reduction  should  go  to  the 
benefit  of  the  consumer,  in  order  that  the 
entire  quantity  of  the  sugar  consumed 
might  be  increased.  He  would  show  that 
all  the  great  reductions  that  had  taken 
place  in  the  price  of  the  raw  sugar  had 
not  gone  to  the  benefit  of  the  consumer, 
and,  therefore,  had  not  encouraged,  to  the 
extent  they  should  have  done,  increased 
consumption.  In  1845  the  late  Govern- 
ment reduced  the  duty  on  colonial  sugar 
from  25s,  3d.  to  145.  That  should  have 
caused  a  reduction  in  price  amounting  to 
11 5.  3d.  In  the  last  two  months  of  1844, 
West  Indian  sugar  was  57s.  Ic?.,  and  the 
price  of  refined  standard  loaves  during  that 
period  was  75$.,  leaving  a  difference  of 
175.  Id.  between  the  price  of  West  Indian 
sugar  and  refined  sugar.     When  the  duty 


was  reduced  from  258.  3d,  to  lis,,  the 
average  price  received  by  the  West  In- 
dians for  the  following  two  months  was 
445.  Id,  But  the  average  price  of  re- 
fined sugar  during  that  period  was  74s. 
3d,,  being  a  difference  of  30<.,  instead  of 
17^.  lid.  This  high  price  arose  from  the 
inability  of  the  refiners  to  furnish  the  great 
supply  demanded,  in  consequence  of  the 
reduction  of  duty.  Surely  it  would  have 
been  an  advantage  to  the  West  Indians  in 
that  case  if  the  price  of  sugar  to  the  con- 
sumer had  fallen.  In  the  first  two  months 
of  1847  the  average  price  of  duty-paid 
sugar  was  49;.  8d.  During  the  same  pe- 
riod refined  sugar  was  685.  7d.,  leaving  a 
difference  between  the  two  of  18«.  lid. 
During  the  latter  part  of  the  year  su- 
gar fell  21.  a  ton;  and  in  the  last  two 
months,  instead  of  49^.  Sd.,  the  West  In- 
dians received  only  37s. ;  and  refined  sugar 
fell  from  6Ss,  7d.  to  58^.  It  would  have 
been  to  the  advantage  of  the  West  Indians 
had  refined  sugar  fallen  in  the  same  pro- 
portion as  the  West  Indian  sugar  did,  in 
order  that  increased  consumption  might 
take  place.  If  we  were  now  to  exclude 
Continental  sugar  from  this  market,  what- 
ever variations  might  take  place  in  the 
raw  material,  he  did  not  believe  that  simi- 
lar variations  would  take  place  in  the  re- 
fined article.  But  by  admitting  Conti- 
nental sugars  into  this  market,  you  would 
place  that  check  on  the  British  refiner  to 
which  every  other  British  manufacturer 
was  subject  at  the  present  moment.  He 
thought  it  would  be  unwise  to  shape  the 
measure  of  the  Government  according  to 
the  views  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Mr.  GOULBURN  said,  that  it  was  not 
very  easy  to  follow  the  calcidations  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  with  regard  to  Dutch 
sugar ;  but,  as  far  as  he  could  understand 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  he  had  made  it  out 
that  a  very  large  bounty  was  given  to  the 
Dutch  refiners  on  exported  sugar  by  their 
Government.  The  hon.  Gentleman  stated 
that  100  cwt.  of  raw  sugar  produced 
68  cwt.  of  refined  sugar,  on  which  he 
paid  no  duty  whatever.  If,  then,  the 
Dutch  had  this  bounty  on  sugar  exported 
to  this  country,  it  would  be  a  very  serious 
thing  to  permit  them  to  compete  on  equal 
terms  with  our  own  sugar  refiners.  Con- 
sidering the  difficulty  there  was  in  distin- 
guishing sugars  in  a  manufactured  state, 
the  better  plan  seemed  to  be  to  increase 
the  rate  of  duty  on  all  foreign  sugars. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Soiurd  of 
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Trade  said  there  was  only  one  point  in  the 
observations  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  6. 
Bentinck)  which  required  notice;  and,  in 
reply  to  it,  made  some  obseryations  which 
he  has  put  before  the  House  on  more  than 
one  occasion.  But  there  was  another  point 
in  the  observations  of  my  noble  Friend 
which  ought  to  have  been  noticed.  If  the 
position  now  taken  by  the  Government  be 
the  right  one,  and  the  only  one  in  accor- 
dance, as  they  say  it  is,  with  questions  of 
high  policy,  how  can  they  account  for  not 
having  taken  that  position  in  the  month  of 
May  last  ?  That,  Sir,  appears  to  me  to 
be  exactly  the  one  point  of  my  noble 
Friend  to  which  the  Members  of  the  Go- 
yemment  who  have  spoken  on  this  ques- 
tion ought  to  have  addressed  themselves; 
but  they  have  altogether  passed  it  over 
without  one  word  of  explanation.  Now,  it 
cannot  be  said  that  this  matter  was  sudden- 
ly brought  under  their  consideration.  It 
has  been  often  adverted  to.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  first  point,  the  ''  favoured  na- 
tion clause,"  I  will  make  a  general  obser- 
vation. It  never  was  intended  that  this 
clause  should  be  pedantically  introduced 
in  negotiations  as  a  clause  against  which 
there  was  no  appeal.  It  was  to  be  in  a 
great  measure  dependent  upon  the  inter- 
pretation which  the  Minister  of  this  coun- 
try might  give  to  it — taking  all  the  cir- 
cumstances into  consideration — and,  there- 
fore, in  no  manner  can  the  dry  words  of  that 
clause  decide  the  argument.  But  the  Com- 
mittee will  bear  in  mind  that  in  May  last 
not  a  word  was  said  upon  this  question — 
this  question  which  is  now  said  to  be  one  of 
high  policy — not  a  syllable  was  uttered  by 
the  Government,  or  by  any  Member  of  it, 
not  even  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Westbury,  who  seems  to  have  taken 
sugar  peculiarly  under  his  care.  Now, 
Sir,  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  Committee 
cannot  accept  this  sort  of  scattered  infor- 
mation and  these  imperfect  notions  thrown 
out  by  the  Government  as  a  sufficient 
reason  for  the  adoption  of  the  course  they 
recommend.  The  Committee  cannot  so 
lightly  pass  over  so  serious  a  matter.  If 
the  case  of  the  Government  be  so  much 
dependent  upon  or  in  accordance  with  ex- 
isting treaties,  to  which  they  refer  with  so 
much  triumph — if  it  be,  as  they  say,  a  ques- 
tion of  high  policy,  how  can  they  account 
for  the  fact  that  even  so  recently  as  the 
month  of  May  they  were  unaware  of  its 
importance  ?  And  how  can  they  account 
for  this  further  fact,  that  not  one  of  the 
Members  of  the  Government  who  sat  upon 
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the  Sugar  and  Coffee  Planting  Commit- 
tee, even  for  one  moment,  referred  to  this 
**  question  of  high  policy,"  as  they  are 
now  pleased  to  call  it  ?  It  is,  I  repeat, 
impossible  that  the  Government  could  have 
been  in  ignorance  of  the  matter;  for,  when 
they  were  in  opposition,  the  favoured  na- 
tion clause  was  the  subject  of  frequent 
discussion — ^nay,  of  their  peculiar  study. 
They  introduced  several  Motions  having 
reference  to  it.  The  effects  of  this  clause 
upon  the  treaty  with  Holland,  the  compli- 
ance with  which  is  now  declared  to  be  a 
question  of  **  high  policy,"  did  not  seem 
to  have  any  weight  with  the  Government 
in  the  month  of  May.  Why  do  they  so 
much  rely  upon  it  now  ?  So  much  for  the 
foreign  refiners.  Now,  let  us  look  at  an- 
other point — the  case  of  the  domestic  re- 
finers. You  (the  Government)  ought  to 
have  been  able  to  clear  yourselves  with 
reference  to  the  foreign  refiner ;  but  how 
can  jou  clear  yourselves  with  reference  to 
the  domestic  refiner — how  can  you  clear 
yourselves  with  the  trade  of  England — 
with  your  own  manufacturers — ^from  this 
charge,  that  you  came  to  this  House,  pro- 
posed very  great  changes,  held  out  to  the 
trade  of  England  that  you  had  a  great 
boon  to  offer  it,  a  great  compensation, 
namely,  that  they  should  have  the  power 
of  refining  in  bond  in  this  country  ?  You 
examined  witnesses  on  this  point  before 
the  Sugar  and  Coffee  Committee;  and  you 
announced  it  in  the  House  as  one  of  the 
principal  measures  of  relief.  There  were 
seven  measures  of  relief  promised  by  you 
— seven  measures  of  relief  announced. 
Two  only  have  been  carried — supposing 
those  proposed  to  be  carried  —  one  of 
them,  the  immigration  vote,  to  supply  the 
Secretary  of  the  Colonies  with  a  fund,  of 
which  he  says  he  cannot  dispose;  and  the 
other  is  so  slight  as  to  be  almost  valueless, 
namely,  a  relief  amounting  to  1,400^.  a 
year  to  the  West  Indian  interest  iVom  the 
alteration  of  the  duties  upon  rum.  But 
there  are  two  important  subjects  upon 
which  the  Government  ought  to  have  af- 
forded information  to  the  House.  You 
ought  to  explain  to  the  country  why  you 
were  so  ignorant  of  that  **  question  of 
high  policy  "  which  you  have  introduced 
to  us  to-night  with  respect  to  foreign  re- 
fined sugar;  and  you  ought  to  explain  why 
you  held  out  those  false  hopes  to  the 
traders  of  this  country  with  respect  to  do- 
mestic refined  sugar.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Westbury  favoured  us  to-night  with  a 
description  of  statistics  which  I,  for  one. 
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must  say  that  I  always  regard  with  great 
suspicion,  as  I  listen  to  them  with  great 
perplexity.  I  cannot  yield  my  conviction, 
nor  make  my  experience  succumb  to  those 
anonymous  manuscript  statistics.  I  pro- 
test against  any  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment enforcing  his  views,  and  claiming  the 
assent  of  this  House  to  an  auxiliary  of  so 
covert  and  suspicious  a  character.  I  would 
not  think  it  fair  in  a  private  Member  to 
support  his  case  with  figures  and  state- 
ments to  which  nobody  else  coidd  have 
access ;  but  I  still  more  strongly  protest 
against  a  Member  of  the  Administration 
coming  forward  and  reasoning  upon  such 
anonymous  authority.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Westbury  has  acted  in  this  way 
several  times,  and  upon  some  occasions 
with  temporary  eflPect.  I  am  very  happy 
to  see  that  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Wilson) 
filling  so  distinguished  a  position;  but  then 
ho  ought  to  recollect  that  that  position  en- 
tails upon  him  a  responsibility  and  a  duty 
as  to  the  information  with  which  he  fur- 
nishes the  House,  much  higher  and  graver 
than  when  ho  addressed  it  as  an  indepen- 
dent Member.  The  hon.  Gentleman  will 
recollect  that  on  a  former  occasion  he  fa- 
voured the  House  with  some  railroad  sta- 
tistics in  relation  to  the  island  of  Cuba, 
which  statistics  turned  out  to  be  of  quite  a 
Munchausen  character.  He  told  us  that 
there  was  one-third  as  many  miles  of  rail- 
way in  the  island  of  Cuba  as  in  England; 
but  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sun- 
derland (Mr.  Hudson)  soon  dispelled  this 
imaginary  prosperity;  and  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, upon  a  subsequent  occasion,  after 
refreshing  his  memory  with  more  correct 
intelligence,  was  forced  to  admit  that,  in- 
stead of  850  miles  of  railway  being  made 
in  Cuba,  there  were  only  180,  and  even  all 
those  lines  were  not  finished.  The  hon. 
Gentleman,  it  will  be  remembered,  quoted 
those  fabulous  returns  qf  Cuban  railways 
in  order  to  show  the  want  of  enterprise 
and  perseverance  on  the  part  of  the  Eng- 
lish planters— to  prove  the  sluggishness 
and  total  disregard  of  improvement  in  Ja- 
maica and  in  our  other  islands.  I  repeat, 
Sir,  that  when  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment comes  down  to  this  House  to  sup- 
port **a  question  of  high  policy"  (accor- 
ding to  his  own  phraseology),  he  ought  not 
to  adduce  figures  and  calculations  which 
cannot  be  examined  and  refuted  in  detail 
— which  cannot  be  obtained  by  ordinary 
research,  nor  subjected  to  ordinary  cri- 
ticism; and  what  I  say  is  the  more  ap- 
plicable when  these  so-called  ** statistics" 


are  not  called  in  to  aid  an  apparently  esta- 
blished state  of  fact,  a  seemingly  sound 
position,  but  the  very  reverse.  Once  for 
all.  Sir,  I  protest  against  such  a  system 
being  recognised  or  tolerated  in  this  House. 
But  just  let  me  remind  the  Committee  of 
the  exact  position  of  the  question  as  re- 
gards the  "  favoured  nation  clause."  This 
clause  has  never  been  taken  and  must 
never  be  considered  as  a  limitable  clause. 
It  is  to  be  interpreted,  as  I  have  already 
said,  by  the  Ministers  according  to  the 
circumstances  which  may  arise.  If  you 
attempt  to  put  upon  it  any  dry  or  rigid  in- 
terpretation, you  will  be,  in  our  mercan- 
tile relations  with  those  foreign  countries, 
opening  the  door  to  unceasing  fraud.  The 
clause  must  not  be  construed  rigidlj,  but 
equitably.  Everybody  is  agreed  that  a 
certain  bounty  is  enjoyed  by  the  foreign 
refiner.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  have  ascertained  the  amount  of  such 
bounty.  They  should  have  made  them- 
selves masters  of  this  subject,  and  laid  full 
and  satisfactory  details  before  the  House. 
You  have  Ministers  and  Consuls  in  foreign 
States,  you  have  a  Secretary  to  the  Board 
of  Trade,  and  from  these  you  ought  to  hare 
procured  reliable  information,  and  not  to 
have  trusted  to  anonymous  eorrespondenee 
of  Members  of  the  Administration,  whose 
department  it  certainly  is  not  to  supervise 
this  part  of  the  question.  If  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  come  forward  on  a  question  of 
East  India  sugar,  I  could  understand  it,  be- 
cause documents  relating  to  it  might  come 
especially  under  his  notice  from  the  official 
post  he  fills;  but  when  he  thus  goes  out  of 
his  road  he  otight  at  least  to  hare  made  out 
a  case  upon  which  the  House  oould  rely, 
and  left  no  room  for  doubting  the  authenti- 
city of  his  statements.  The  Goremment 
seem  wholly  unacouainted  with  the  real 
amount  of  the  foreign  bounty.  One  says 
he  does  not  think  it  is  so  much,  and  an- 
other says  he  does  not  think  it  is  worth 
anything;  and  in  this  ignorance  the  House 
is  called  upon  to  legislate — ^no  authority, 
no  data,  but  a  bundle  of  incomprehensible 
and  mysterious  statistics,  from  which  no- 
thing could  be  gleaned,  and  which  only 
served  to  give  an  air  of  fact  and  substance 
to  the  Government  scheme.  Can  the  Go- 
vernment expect  that  the  interest  affected 
by  this  measure  will  bo  satisfied  with  this 
meagre  sort  of  explanation  ?  Can  they  ex- 
pect the  House  to  receive  it.  Is  it  fur  to 
the  Committee  ?  Is  it  fair  to  the  country  ? 
The  President  of  the  Board  (^  Trade  told 
us  nothing  of  the  twenty-fire  bimiden  the 


IMl 


Sugar  Duties 


{JULT31} 


{No.  2)  Bill. 


1062 


Ministers  committed.  A  subject  so  fertile 
in  misconception  and  so  fruitful  in  blunders, 
ougbt  to  bave  been  discussed  at  one  of  tbe 
manj  Cabinet  Councils  which  have  been 
lately  held,  and  ought  not  to  haye  been  laid 
before  the  House  of  Commons  until  it  was 
completely  digested  and  maturely  consid- 
ered. I  trust  the  noble  Lord  will  perse- 
rere  in  his  Amendment;  and,  if  so,  I  will 
most  decidedly  vote  with  him. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  competi- 
tion really  to  be  apprehended  was  that  of 
the  Dutch  refiner.  The  arguments  in  fa- 
vour of  the  plan  of  the  Government,  to 
which  he  had  eudeavoured  to  give  an  im- 
partial consideration,  were  these  :  first,  that 
we  ought  not  to  leave  in  the  hands  of  the 
British  refiner  the  monopoly  of  the  British 
market;  and  in  the  second  place,  that  the 
equity,  if  not  the  strict  construction  of  the 
Treaty  of  the  Netherlands  required  us  to 
admit  sugar  from  Holland  on  the  same 
terms  as  sugar  from  Belgium.  As  to  the 
argument  of  competition,  on  general 
grounds,  he  could  not  accede  to  it;  but 
if  it  was  to  be  sustained  not  by  the  fair 
advantages  of  industry,  but  by  the  artificial 
advantages  which  legislation  could  give,  it 
would  not  be  a  fair  mode  of  applying  the 
principle  of  liberty  in  commerce,  to  admit 
this  competition  against  our  own  refiner. 
As  to  the  treaty,  he  conceived  it  was  not 
wise  to  adopt  an  illiberal  mode  of  construct- 
ing treaties.  If  they  were  bound  to  ob- 
serve 'the  principles  of  equity  towards  fo- 
reign countries,  they .  were  bound  to  ob- 
serve the  principles  of  equity  towards  their 
own  subjects;  and  if  it  were  equitable  to 
give  a  free  construction  to  .the  stipulations 
of  a  commercial  treaty,  so  was  it  equitable 
to  preserve  the  equality  of  footing  of  our 
own  trader,  and  not  to  suffer  him  to  be 
erushed  by  the  competition  of  those  who 
were  sustained  by  the  long  purse  of  a  fo- 
reign Government.  He  could  not  help  ob- 
serving, that  the  treaty  with  Holland,  on 
the  strength  of  which  this  difficulty  was 
raised,  was  a  terminable  treaty.  It  was  a 
difficulty  which  might  require  an  excep- 
tional arrangement  for  a  term  of  twelve 
months,  after  which  we  had  liberty  to  re- 
quire the  termination  of  the  treaty.  We 
oameback  to  this  question,  was  there  a 
considerable  bounty  given  by  the  laws  of 
Holland  to  the  refiner  of  sugar  in  that 
country,  or  was  there  not  ?  He  must  say, 
that  the  evidence  was  what  he  should  call 
demonstrative  in  favour  of  the  fact  that  a 
large  bounty  was  given  to  the  Dutch  re- 
flna*;  and  he  had  heard  nothing  Adrineed 


on  the  other  side  except  presumption 
against  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  it  was  an  injurious  principle,  and  that 
the  refiners  of  Holland  were  seeking  to 
obtain  the  abolition  of  this  benefit;  that 
the  principal  refiner  had  published  a 
pamphlet  against  it.  This  would  prove 
about  as  much  as  Lord  Fitzwilliam,  a  prin- 
cipal landowner  of  England,  publishing  a 
pamphlet  against  the  corn  laws.  Then 
he  said  that  the  refiners  of  Belgium  were 
seeking  the  abolition  of  the  bounty.  The 
account  which  he  had  heard  was  very  dif- 
ferent. It  was  this,  that  the  refiners  in 
Belgium  were  asking  that  colonial  sugar 
should  be  placed  on  a  footing  with  beetroot 
sugar  in  Belgium;  and  if  they  could  obtain 
equality  for  colonial  sugar,  as  compared 
with  beetroot,  they  were  willing,  by  way 
of  compensation,  to  give  up  the  advantage 
of  the  bounty.  Until  the  existence  of  the 
bounty  could  be  disproved,  and  however 
desirable  it  was  to  see  fair  and  equal  com- 
petition applied  to  every  article  of  com- 
merce, this  would  not  be  a  fair  law  of  equal 
competition;  but  it  would  be  calling  on  a 
private  man,  who  had  to  struggle  with  his 
own  resources,  to  enter  into  a  conflict  with 
those  who  were  supported  by  the  resources 
of  the  State. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  that 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of* 
giving  notice  to  Holland  that  at  a  certain 
period  the  treaty  would  cease,  he  seemed 
to  forget  that  this  was  not  merely  a  ques- 
tion of  commerce  and  trade  in  refined  sugar, 
but  that  the  treaty  to  which  he  referred 
was  a  treaty  regulating  the  trade  generally 
between  this  country  and  Holland.  Did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  think  that,  in 
order  to  shut  out  the  refined  sugars  of  Hol- 
land, it  was  worth  while  for  the  Dutch  to 
place  a  differential  duty  against  the  com- 
merce and  manufactures  of  this  country, 
thereby  putting  the  manufactures  of  this 
country  at  a  disadvantage,  as  compared 
with  the  manufacttu'es  of  Germany,  France, 
or  the  United  States?  That  was  the 
effect  of  the  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said,  after  all  there  was  an  advantage 
given  by  bounty  in  Holland  to  the  refiners 
of  Holland,  therefore  this  country  ought  to 
impose  a  higher  duty  on  all  foreign  sugars 
on  account  of  that  bounty.  He  did  not 
deny  that  there  might  be  some  apparent 
advantage  in  that  bounty  being  given  to 
the  refiners  of  Holland;  but  there  was  a 
great  difference  of  opinion  on  the  subject. 
Many  in  this  country  were  of  opixiion  that 
2M2 
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tbere  was  no  advantage  in  it,  while  the 
Dutch  refiners  themselves  considered  it  a 
disadvantage  rather  than  anything  else. 
There  was  one  fact  which  he  considered 
conclosive  npon  the  point,  and  that  was, 
that  the  refiners  of  this  country,  who  had 
no  bounty  whatever,  could  compete  in  a 
third  market  with  the  refiners  of  Holland. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  his  argu- 
ment, had  certainly  laid  down  a  doctrine 
which  was  anything  but  consbtent  with 
the  principles  of  free  trade. 

Mb.  HERRIES  said,  the  whole  ques- 
tion  was  one  of  adjustment  of  protection, 
and  he  thought  the  taunt  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  thrown  out  against  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone)  altogether  inappli- 
cable. The  whole  question,  he  repeated, 
was  one  of  adjustment,  and,  being  so,  the 
material  point  was  to  ascertain  the  precise 
mmount  of  benefit  which  the  bounty  of  the 
Dotch  Government  conferred.  Not  to  take 
the  boonty  into  consideration,  was,  in  his 
opinion,  giving  to  this  favoured  nation 
daose  a  more  favourable  interpretation  to- 
wards the  foreigner  than  ever  was  intended 
or  anticipated.  He  thought  it  was  quite  in 
aeeordanee  with  the  treaty  and  with  the 
doty  of  the  Government  to  have  apprised 
the  Dutch  Government  that  they  would  not 
receive  ita  sugars  with  its  special  bounty 
upon  the  same  footing  as  the  sugar  of 
oilier  eoontries  which  did  not  enjoy  such 
h<maij.  The  noble  Lord  seemed  to  base 
bis  sopport  of  this  scheme  upon  ft-ee-trade 
prioeipiet,  so  that  it  would  appear  free 
trade  meant  an  under  disregard  of  British 
interest,  and  the  exposing  of  the  British 
manufacturer  to  foreign  competition  at 
whaterer  disadvantage.  [Lord  J.  Rus- 
%KUt :  I  did  not  say  so.  1  No,  but  such  was 
the  only  inference  which  could  be  drawn 
from  the  observations  of  the  noble  Lord. 
U  this  was  free-trade  policy,  he  wished 
ft«  adrocates  joy  of  it.  It  was  clear  that 
\n  this  case  it  was  both  unjust  and  un- 
ki^wA,  The  noble  Lord  depended  mainly 
ftff  the  maintenance  of  his  measure,  not 
np^;ri  argunuwt  or  facts,  but  upon  a  majority 
t4  that  WfWiH;  for  he  had  shown  such  a 
(l//#al  want  of  a4:^uaintance,  not  to  say  ig- 
h*ffM9i',4',  of  ihti  subject,  as  he  had  never 
\»*^tffH  m'tirwMikt^  in  a  Minister.  He  would 
nii\f\9fff%    iUh    Amendment   of   his    noble 

htUhJ,  hl'HHRLL,  in  explanation,  re- 

4  that  his  argument  was  that  the 

ntHtiMT  fit  Holland  could  not  possess 

mrantaKO  from  his  bounty,  since  the 

fiAntr  of  this  country,  in  the  third 


market,    suffered   no   disadvantage    from 
Dutch  competition. 

Mr.  M'GREGOR  sdd,  that  with  regard 
to  the  treaty  with  Holland,  we  were  bound 
by  it  to  admit  whatever  was  manufactured 
there,  as  if  it  were  the  produce  of  Holland. 
With  regard  to  the  amount  of  the  bounty, 
he  thought  he  could  give  the  Committee 
some  information.  In  the  year  1834,  when 
he  visited  Holland,  he  found  that  half  the 
duty  (which  was  then  very  high)  was  the 
advantage  which  the  Dutch  refiner  en- 
joyed. In  1842  the  bounty  was  6s.  Sd. 
on  every  220  lbs. ;  but  that  included  the 
duty  on  the  paper  and  a  stamp,  which  re- 
duced the  whole  amount  to  3x.  per  110  lbs. 
He  had  had  the  honour,  under  Lord  Beau- 
vale,  of  working  out  the  details  of  the 
treaty  with  Austria;  and  he  was  then  in- 
structed to  obtain  reductions  of  the  sugar 
duties,  not  on  British  colonial  only,  bat  also 
on  foreign  sugar  refined  in  bond.  It  was 
found  that  British  sugar  refined  in  bond 
was  exported  to  Trieste,  and  there  com- 
peted successfully  with  the  refined  sugars 
of  Holland.  Since  then  a  further  diminu- 
tion of  the  price  had  taken  ^aee;  and  on 
looking  at  the  schedule  of  the  Government, 
he  did  think  that  24s,  Sd.  was  too  low.  He 
considered  that  not  less  than  26s,  8d.,  as 
imposed  in  1846,  would  be  soffieient  to  put 
the  refiners  of  this  countiy  on  an  equal  foot- 
ing with  those  of  Hdland  and  other  coun- 
tries. He  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  alter  their  proposition  to  26i.  Sd., 
which  would  be  a  fair  and  eqmtable  protec- 
tion to  the  British  refiner. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK:  I  am  happy 
to  find  that  I  may  clfum  the  vote  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  (Colonel  Thomp- 
son), as  well  as  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow  (Mr.  M*Gregor),  which  I  con- 
fidently calculate  upon.  It  appears,  then, 
that  the  hon.  Member  not  only  had  the 
honour  of  suggesting  the  Tariff  of  1846, 
but  that  he  officiated  as  the  representative 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Fordgn  Af- 
fairs in  working  out  the  detttls  of  the  treaty 
with  Austria.  There  se^ns  to  be  no  office 
which  the  hon.  Member  does  not  add  a 
lustre  to.  But  he  says  that,  in  his  opinion, 
the  duty  of  2is.  8d.  ought  to  be  26s,  8dL, 
and  he  makes  the  difference  of  the  boonty 
Zs,  per  cwt.  That  is  exactly  my  calenlar- 
tion — the  duty  I  propose  is  assessed  at 
that  rate,  and  I  therefore  ejqpect  the  bon. 
Member  will  vote  with  me.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Monber  for  the  ci^  of  Londoa 
found  great  fisolt  with  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Gladjrtone)  and  a&ed  Urn 
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whether  it  was  worth  while  to  ran  the  risk 
of  having  foreign  Governments  insisting 
on  the  same  rule  being  dealt  out  to  our 
manufactures  which  we  insist  shall  be  dealt 
out  to  them  with  regard  to  sugar?  But  I 
take  leave  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether 
he  thought  it  worth  while,  on  the  28th  of 
May,  to  run  this  risk?  I  have  had  no  an- 
swer from  the  noble  Lord  on  this  point. 
He  has  refused  altogether  to  join  issue 
with  us,  and  he  has  not  shown  how  it  was 
that,  up  to  the  29th  of  May,  he  was  pre- 
pared to  maintain  this  difference.  And  I 
must  say  that  I  think  the  noble  Lord's  ar- 
gument was  somewhat  disingenuous,  which 
he  endeavoured  to  draw  from  a  comparison 
of  the  exclusion  of  our  cotton  manufactures 
from  foreign  markets  if  we  persevered  in 
insisting  on  a  distinction  between  manu- 
factures and  the  growth  or  produce.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Westbury  has  told  us 
that  the  difference  of  freight  was  28,  6d, 
per  cwt.,  and  he  proved  this  by  showing 
that  the  freight  by  steamers  was  Ids,  per 
ton.  He  makes  that  to  be  an  equivalent, 
I  imagine,  by  some  Board  of  Trade  process. 
[Mr.  Wilson  :  Freight  and  charge,  I  said.] 
How,  then,  would  the  hon.  Member  have 
us  believe  that  the  charge  makes  all  the 
difference  between  9d,  per  cwt.  and  2s,  M, 
per  cwt?  But  I  apprehend  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself  will  admit  there  is  a  differ- 
ence in  the  freights  from  the  ports  of  Lon- 
don, Hull,  Sunderland,  Newcastle,  and  the 
other  ports  from  which  the  Bntish  refiner 
ships  his  goods.  Then  the  hon.  Member 
says  that  it  is  for  the  interest  of  the  West 
Indian  that  we  should  let  in  sugars  refined 
in  Holland  at  a  less  duty;  because  in  the 
course  of  last  autumn,  when  the  long  price 
of  sugar  fell  from  485.  to  37«.,  the  refiner 
reduced  his  price  from  68«.  7d.  to  58^., 
which  was  a  difference  of  10s,  But  how 
he  makes  out  that  difference  I  am  at  a  loss 
to  understand. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question, 
that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  question: — Ayes  87; 
Noes  34 :  Majority  53. 

List  of  the  Ayes 


Abdy,  T.  N. 
Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 
Armstrong,  Sir  A. 
Armstrong,  R.  B. 
Baring,  rt.  hn.  SirF.  T. 
Barnard,  E.  6. 
BeUew,  R.  M. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Blewitt,  R.  J. 
Bojle,  hon.  Col. 
Brockman,  £.  D. 


Brotherton,  J. 
Brown,  VY. 
Clay,  J. 
Clay,  Sir  W. 
Clifford,  H.  M. 
Cobden,  R. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Dashwood,  6.  H. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Ewart,  W. 


E. 


Fagan,  W. 
Forster,  M. 
Fox,R.  M. 
Fox,  W.  J. 
Freestun,  Col. 
Grace,  0.  D.  J. 
Grenfell,  C.  W. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Hall,  Sir  B. 
Hardoastlc,  J.  A. 
Ilawes,  B. 
Ilay,  Lord  J. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Headlam,  T.  £. 
Henry,  A. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Howard.  P.  H. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Kershaw,  J. 
King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 
Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
M'Gregor,  J. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Matheson,  A. 
Matheson,  Col. 
Maule,rt.  hon.  F. 
MUner,  W.  M.  E. 
MitcheU,  T.  A. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Morison,  Sir  W. 


O'Connell,  M.  J. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Parker,  J, 
Pilklngton,  J. 
Power,  Dr. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
RusseU,  F.  C.  H. 
Salwey,  Col. 
Shell,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Shelbume,  Earl  of 
Somerville,rt.  hn.  SirW. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Tennent,  R.  J. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thomely,  T. 
Tollemache,  hon.  F.  J. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Westhead,  J.  P. 
Williams,  J. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sip  C. 
Wood,  W.  P. 
Wyld,  J. 

TELLERS. 

TufheU,  H. 
HiU,  Lord  M. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Anstey,  T.  C.    * 
Archdall,  Capt. 
Bankes,  G. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Beresford,  W. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
Buller.  Sir  J.  Y. 
Disraeli,  B. 
Dnimmond,  H. 
Dundas,  G. 
GaskeU,  J.  M. 
Gladstone.rt.  hn.  W.E. 
Gordon,  Adm. 
Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H, 
Grogan,  £. 
Gwyn,  H. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herries,  rt,  hon.  J.  C. 
Hildyard,  R.  C. 


Hood,  Sir  A. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Hudson,  G. 
Jolliffe,  Sir  W.  G. 
Law,  hon.  C.  E. 
MUes,  P.  W.  S. 
MuUings,  J.  R. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Pugh,  D. 
Richards,  R. 
Smyth,  Sir  H. 
Stuart,  J. 
Urquhart,  D. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
WiUoughby,  Sir  H. 


Barkly,  H. 
Baillie,  H.  J. 


H. 


Resolutions  and  schedules  agreed  to. 
House  resumed. 

SUPPLY— ORDiXANCE  ESTMATES. 

House  in  Committee. 

Colonel  ANSON  said,  the  House  was 
aware  of  the  cause  of  the  delay  in  bring- 
ing the  estimates  before  it.  In  deference 
to  a  general  expression  of  opinion  in  the 
House,  the  whole  of  the  estimates  were 
submitted  to  a  Select  Committee  upstairs, 
and  that  Committee  having  sat  for  five 
months,  had  reported  on  a  portion  of  the 
subject  referred  to,  namely,  the  Navy  Es- 
timates.     He  regretted  the  delay  which 
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had  taken  place  in  bringing  the  Ordnance 
Estimatea  forward,  as  the  particulars  of 
the  votes  had  been  laid  upon  the  table  of 
the  House  at  the  proper  time.  The  delay 
was  productive  oi  much  inconvenience,  for 
had  the  subject  been  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House  at  the  usual 
time,  he  could  have  gone  at  greater  length 
into  detail,  and  accounted  for  the  large  in- 
crease which  had  taken  place  within  the 
last  few  years.  He  could  have  explained 
how  it  was  that  the  estimates  were  double 
the  amount  of  those  in  1828,  and  he  could 
have  answered  any  objections  raised  to  the 
votes  on  the  ground  of  extravagance  or  in- 
difference as  to  the  expenditure  of  the  public 
money.  He  might,  however,  be  permitted 
to  say  that  no  extravagance  had  taken 
place,  and  to  assure  the  House  that  if  he 
went  into  details  they  would  find  the  ex- 
penditure to  have  been  necessary  for  the 
efficiency  of  the  public  service.  He  had 
been  told  that  due  attention  had  not  been 
paid  to  economy  in  the  appropriation  of  the 
estimates;  but  he  assured  the  House  that  the 
most  anxious  consideration  had  been  given 
to  confine  them  to  the  lowest  possible  limits 
consistent  with  efficiency  in  the  depart- 
ment. The  House  had  already  voted  the 
principal  portion  of  the  money  for  the  ser- 
vice of  the  Ordnance  Department;  and  it 
now  became  his  duty  to  place  the  remain- 
der of  the  votes — five  in  number — in  the 
hands  of  the  Chairman,  and  at  the  same 
time  to  make  a  short  explanation  with  re- 
spect to  those  upon  which  there  was  an 
increase.  The  gallant  Officer  explained 
these  otes,  and  concluded  by  moving — 

"  That  a  sum  not  exceeding  316,2542.  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  for  defraying  the  Pay,  Al- 
lowances, and  Contingencies  to  the  Officers,  Non- 
commissioned Officers,  and  Men  of  the  several  Ord- 
nance Corps,  which  shall  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  the  31st  day  of 
March,  1849,  400,000/.  having  been  already 
granted  by  Vote  of  Credit.'* 

Sir  F.  baring  said,  it  appeared  that 
the  Committee  appointed  upon  public  ex- 
penditure had  been  employed  for  some  time 
on  the  Navy  Estimates.  He  was  a  Mem- 
ber of  that  Committee,  and  he  thought 
when  they  came  to  read  that  report,  that 
the  House  would  not  consider  that  their 
time  had  been  wasted.  The  Government 
could  not  be  charged  with  having  delayed 
that  report;  on  the  contrary,  they  had  for- 
warded their  labours  in  every  possible  way, 
and  there  was  no  evidence  they  required 
which  was  not  placed  at  their  disposal.  He 
trusted  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to    reappoint  next  year  the 


Committee,  to  take  into  consideration  the 
Ordnance  Estimates.  [Lord  J.  Rumbll  : 
Hear.  ]  He  was  perfectly  satisfied  with  that 
pledge,  and  he  would  vote  the  present  Bum 
upon  the  responsibility  of  the  Goremment. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  deaired  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  give  some  explanation  to 
the  House  of  the  item  of  31,448Z.  for  the 
Royal  Horse  Artillery.  It  was  a  corps 
very  much  kept  up  for  the  reception  of 
ambassadors  and  other  people.  He  ohal» 
longed  any  officer  of  the  artillery  to  say 
that  it  was  as  efficient  a  corps  as  the 
field  artillery.  It  was  the  opinion  of  all 
the  most  able  officers  in  the  service,  that 
the  artillery  field-battery  service  was  the 
arm  by  which  all  modern  battles  must  be 
fought.  They  might  have  one-third  more 
of  an  efiective  artillery  service  for  the  same 
expense  as  they  kept  up  a  corps  of  Royal 
Horse  Artillery.  They  were  maintained 
at  a  most  ridiculous  expense;  they  were 
clothed  as  Hussars,  and  their  dress  afford- 
ed the  subject  of  unceasing  laughter  to  all 
foreigners  who  came  into  this  country. 

CoLOHEL  ANSON,  without  attempting 
to  dispute  the  knowledge  of  his  hon.  Friend 
upon  military  subjects,  could  not  help  say* 
ing,  that  he  knew  very  little  of  military 
service,  if  he  did  not  know  that  the  Royal 
Horse  Artillery  was  one  of  the  most  effi- 
cient corps  in  the  service.  He  so  far  dis- 
agreed with  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman,  that  if  he  had  the 
power  of  persuading  the  Government,  he 
would  recommend  the  increase  of  that 
corps.  The  corps  was  the  cavalry  of  the 
artillery.  It  was  the  description  of  force 
most  adapted  for  home  serviee,  in  the  ne- 
cessity which  they  experienced  for  moving 
troops  rapidly  from  one  part  of  the  country 
to  another — ^from  England  now,  unfortu- 
nately, to  Ireland.  As  to  their  expense, 
there  was  only  a  difference  of  2d,  per  diem 
in  their  pay. 

Mr.  HERRIES  considered  the  observa- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  F. 
Baring)  to  be  deserving  of  the  greatest 
consideration.  He  stated  that  the  Com- 
mittee were  of  opinion  that  great  reduc- 
tions in  the  amount  of  the  estimates  could 
be  made.  The  Committee  which  had  been 
appointed  had  only  entered  into  a  considera- 
tion of  the  Ordnance  Estimates,  and  they 
had  occupied  a  great  length  of  time  upon  it. 
This  fact  demonstrated  that  the  Govem- 
mcnt  had  not  been  sufficiently  early  in  bring- 
ing forward  their  proposals.  He  would  give 
his  asBont  to  the  votes,  as  under  the  circum- 
stances he  had  really  no  choice  in  the  matter. 
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Abiobal  BOWLES  hoped  that  tho 
HoQ8«  would  pause  before  comiug  to  a  de- 
cision on  the  report  of  the  Naval  Commit- 
tee, until  they  had  read  the  evidence  on 
which  that  report  was  founded.  From  the 
extreme  opinions  held  by  some  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee,  as  well  as  from  the 
inattention  shown  to  certain  points  connect- 
ed with  the  inquiry,  he  believed  that  many  of 
the  conclusions  come  to  by  the  Committee 
were  inconsistent  with  the  efficiency  of  the 
public  service,  and  the  safety  of  the  coun- 
try, and  such  as  would  show  that  the  Com- 
mittee were  not  entitled  to  further  oonsid- 
ejmtion. 

Votes  agreed  to. 

House  resumed.  Report  to  be  brought 
up. 

House  adjourned  shortly  before  One 
o'clock. 

HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Tuesday,  August  1, 184^. 

MiiniTM.3  Public  Billb.-*!*  Rum  Dutict ;  PtfUtmeii* 
UrySlaetorit  Constabulary  Foice  (Irriand). 

9*  and  pawod :— Adminittratioo  U  Criminal  Justice. 

PVTiTioivB  PuBSKKTBO.  Prom  the  Bishop  and  Clergy  of 
Down  and  Connor,  and  Dromore,  against  any  lUlazation 
of  the  Law  of  Marriege  in  oonnesioo  with  Relationships 
of  Afllnity.— From  the  Clergy  of  Killaloe,  and  Kllfenora, 
complaining  of  the  Unequal  Prenure  of  the  Poor  Rates 
upon  the  Income  of  the  Clergy.— From  the  Protestant 
Inhabitants  of  Carrigaline,  Abbeylard,  and  a  Number  of 
oCber  Places,  against  the  National  System  of  Education, 
Irdand.  —  From  Bankers,  Merchants,  Traders,  and 
Others,  tot  an  Alteration  of  the  Present  Law  of  Bank- 
niptey.— From  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  County  of  Ar- 
magh, Monaghan,  and  Queen's  County,  for  Inquiry  into 
the  Operation  of  the  Poor  Law.— From  Gentry,  and  Cess 
Payers  of  the  County  of  Ldtrim,  praying  for  Inquiry  as 
to-  the  Application  of  Moneys  levied  by  Presentment  for 
Temporary  Fever  Hospitals. — From  the  Chairman  and 
Committee  appointed  on  behalf  of  the  Unpaid  Depositors 
of  (he  Saint  Peter's  Parish  Savings  Bank,  Dublin, 
complaining  of  Losses  sustained  from  its  Failure. 

LONDON  AND  SOUTH-WESTERN  RAILWAY 
COMPANY'S  ACTS  AMENDMENTS  BILL. 

Lord  GRANVILLE,  in  moviDg  the 
Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming  the  Ad- 
journed Debate  upon  the  Amendment 
mored  on  the  Third  Reading  of  this  Bill, 
briefly  recapitulated  the  circumstances  un- 
der which  the  Bill  now  came  before  their 
Lordships.  A  Committee  had  been  ap- 
pointed at  the  beginning  of  the  Session, 
by  the  House  of  Commons,  to  consider  the 
nature  of  the  Railway  Bills  which  were  to 
be  introduced  dunng  the  Session.  That 
Committee  was  composed  of  hon.  Members 
who  were  fully  conversant  with  all  these 
matters.  The  Commissioners  of  Railways 
thought  it  their  duty  to  suggest  to  that 
Committee  that  there  were  four  Railway 


Bills  before  Parliament,  in  each  of  which 
unusual  powers  were  asked,  and  which, 
consequently,  demanded  their  special  con- 
sideration, these  companies  seeking  the 
authority  of  Parliament  to  become  steam- 
packet  proprietors.  A  report  was  drawn 
up  by  the  Board  of  Trade  in  connexion 
with  the  Railway  Department,  which,  after 
stating  certain  general  principles,  went 
into  the  question  of  those  four  Bills,  and 
stated  that,  in  regard  to  the  South  West- 
em  Railway,  although  it  was  not  so  strong 
a  case  as  the  Chester  and  Holyhead,  yet 
they  thought  that  there  was  sufficient  evi- 
dence in  relation  to  it  to  make  it  excep- 
tional from  the  general  rules,  and  that  the 
powers  asked  for  should  be  granted.  It 
was,  at  the  same  time,  recommended  that 
the  company  should  be  limited  to  a  cer- 
tain maximum  amount  of  fares.  The  whole 
matter  was  then  submitted  to  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  over 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  T  am  worth  presided.  After  a  careful 
examination  of  all  the  facts  connected  with 
the  Railway  Bill,  the  Committee  made  their 
report,  arriying  exactly  at  the  same  result 
as  the  Board  of  Trade.  The  question  then 
came  up.  in  the  usual  form  to  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  when  a  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed, who,  after  an  equally  careful  ex- 
amination of  all  the  facts,  made  a  similar 
report.  He  believed  that  the  objections 
to  this  Bill  were,  in  the  first  place,  that 
the  company  should  not  be  incorporated 
with  limited  liability  to  do  that  which  an 
unincorporated  company  of  private  indi- 
viduals was  competent  to  perform.  In  the 
second  place,  it  was  said  that  this  Bill  was 
likely  to  give  a  monopoly  to  a  company 
that  would  prove  injurious  to  the  public. 
He  did  not  think  that  there  was  any  thing 
in  the  first  objection;  for  it  was  a  common 
case  to  see  two  competing  companies  run- 
ning for  a  short  time  against  each  other, 
when  an  arrangement  was  effected,  by 
which  the  competition  was  destroyed,  and 
the  public  exposed  to  all  the  inconveni- 
ences and  exactions  of  a  monopoly.  He 
did  not  mean  to  deny  that  this  Bill  would 
have  the  effect  of  giving  a  monopoly  to 
one  company ;  but  he  contended  that  it 
would  be  a  monopoly  that  was  likely  to 
prove  of  the  greatest  advantage  to  tho 
public.  In  the  first  place,  it  was  to  bo 
limited  to  fourteen  years ;  and,  in  the  se- 
cond place,  the  maximum  rate  of  fares  was 
limited.  It  was  also  the  interest  of  the 
company  to  establish  the  greatest  amount 
of  comfort  and  accommodation  for  the  pub- 
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He.  He  asked  their  Lordships*  Bupport  to 
this  Bill,  because  its  merits  were  Already 
decided  by  a  Committee  of  their  Lordships* 
House,  and  by  two  distinct  Committees  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament.  If  there 
were  any  objections  to  be  urged  against 
this  Bill, ,  they  should  have  been  stated 
upon  the  second  reading.  He  thought 
that  it  would  be  a  great  hardship  to  the 
company,  and  it  would  lower  the  charac- 
ter of  their  Lordships*  House  in  respect  to 
the  mode  in  which  they  conducted  the 
legislation  of  the  country,  if  at  this  stage 
of  their  proceedings  they  threw  out  this 
measure. 

Lord  WHARNCLIFFE  said,  that  he 
took  the  liberty  of  stating,  on  a  former 
occasion,  that  whatever  was  done  with  the 
measure  itself,  they  ought  to  be  fui*nished 
with  more  information  in  respect  to  the 
decision  to  which  the  Committee  of  their 
Lordships*  House  had  come.  With  that 
view,  he  had  moved  for  the  production  of 
papers  containing  such  information.  In 
the  course  he  took  he  did  not  intend  to  offer 
any  opposition  upon  the  merits ;  but  what 
he  felt  was  this,  that,  unquestionably,  the 
course  which  had  been  taken  in  respect  to 
the  two  Railway  Bills  in  question,  em- 
powering them  to  have  steamers  in  con- 
nexion with  their  other  works,  was  very 
unusual.  If  Parliament  felt  that  it  was 
desirable  to  give  them  these  powers,  pro- 
per precautions  should  be  taken  to  protect 
the  interest  of  the  public,  and  to  provide 
against  those  cases  being  made  precedents 
for  future  applications.  He  admitted  that 
these  objections  ought  to  have  been  urged 
at  an  earlier  stage  of  this  measure;  and  he 
regretted  that  his  attention  had  not  been 
sooner  called  to  these  facts,  when  he  should 
have  certainly  moved  that  the  Committee 
should  report  specially  upon  this  case,  and 
should  state  that  these  were  powers  that 
should  not  be  conferred  in  all  cases.  He 
did  not  wish  to  quarrel  with  the  decision 
that  had  been  come  to  in  respect  to  the 
Holyhead  and  Chester  line.  He  believed, 
indeed,  that  that  decision  was  beyond  their 
reach,  as  the  Bill  had  been  passed.  He 
should  much  like  to  ask  their  Lordships  to 
recommit  this  Bill  for  a  day  or  two,  with 
the  view  of  obtaining  from  the  Committee 
a  statement  of  the  specific  grounds  of  their 
decision.  He  felt,  however,  that  it  was 
impossible  for  him  to  take  this  course  now, 
and  he,  therefore,  did  not  mean  to  offer 
any  thing  like  opposition  to  the  Motion  of 
the  noble  Lord. 

The   Earl  of  HARROWBY  was   op- 


posed to  this  Bin,  because  he  felt  tbat  the 
result  of  its  passing  would  be  to  interfere 
with  all  private  capital  and  enterprise,  by 
giving  a  monopoly  to  one  particular  com- 
pany. This,  too,  would  furnish  a  prece- 
dent which  woidd  induce  railway  com- 
panies to  make  sunilar  applications,  so 
that  by  and  by  these  companies  would, 
step  by  step,  obtain  a  monopoly  of  all 
their  steam  navigation.  There  was  a 
great  principle  here  which  was  well  worthy 
of  their  deepest  attention.  They  had  had 
communications  by  sea  between  Havre  and 
Southampton,  for  a  great  number  of  years, 
which,  though  perhaps  not  as  good  as  were 
likely  to  be  conferred  by  this  Bill,  yet  were 
well  adapted  to  suit  the  convenience  of  the 
public.  He  had  such  faith  in  the  private 
capital  and  enterprise  of  the  country  in 
effecting  every  object  that  was  desirable, 
that  he  should  object  very  strongly  to  give 
his  consent  to  any  measure  that  woold 
confer  su^h  a  monopoly  as  this  Bill  pro- 
posed. However  strong  he  might  be  im- 
pressed with  the  importance  of  the  pro- 
position, he  would  not  give  their  Lordships 
the  trouble  of  dividing. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
thought  that  they  should  not  lay  down 
any  positive  general  rule.  Each  individnal 
case  ought  to  be  judged  upon  its  own 
merits,  and  those  merits  formed  the  sub- 
ject of  consideration  in  the  Committee. 
His  vote  would  be  governed  by  the  report 
of  the  Committee  upon  the  case  ;  for  be 
thought  it  absurd  to  appoint  Committees 
at  all  if  they  did  not  abide  by  their  deci- 
sions. There  were  some  instances  in 
which  the  giving  of  powers  to  railroad 
companies  to  become  proprietors  of  steam 
packets  had  ])een  attended  with  conse- 
quences unfavourable  to  the  public  inte- 
rest. In  others,  they  had  been  productive 
of  great  advantage.  He  thought  they  had 
done  wrong  in  giving  those  powers  to 
the  Brighton  Company,  who  had  ]daced ' 
boats  that  had  been  built  only  for  the 
river  Thames  upon  the  passage  between 
Brighton  and  Dieppe,  one  of  the  most 
stormy  portions  of  the  Channel.  But,  in 
the  case  of  the  Holyhead  Company,  al- 
though the  giving  of  those  powers  con- 
ferred a  sort  of  perfect  monopoly  of  the 
passage  between  Holyhead  and  Dublin 
upon  them,  the  consequence  had  been 
that  the  interests  of  the  public  had  been 
vastly  benefited.  If  the  public  conveni- 
ence and  advantage  were  likely  to  be  con- 
sulted, their  Lordships  should  S9metunes 
run  the  risk  of  conferring  a  monopolj* 
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Thej  sbonld  not  lay  down  a  stringent  rule 
from  which  they  would  not  depart. 

Amendment  disagreed  to. 

Bill  read  3>  and  passed. 

Houde  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  August  I,  1848. 

MiNnm.!    Public  Bills.— 1^  Steam  NsTigation ;  Feet 
(Court  of  Chancery);  Provident  AiaodatkMu  Fraud  Pre- 
irention;  Canada  Oovemment ;  Churche*. 
8^  and  paMed:— Constabulary  Force  (Ireland);   Steam 
Navigation. 

PsnrioirB  Pbbsbktcd.  By  Mr.  Thicknene,  ftom  Wigan, 
Lancadiire.  and  by  other  Hon.  Memben,  from  several 
Places,  in  fkvour  of  an  Extension  of  the  Elective  Fran- 
diieeii— By  Mr.  Feargus  O'Connor,  from  Lanark,  and 
several  other  Places,  In  Ikvour  of  the  Adoption  of  Uni- 
versal  Suffrage.— By  Mr.  Bouverie,  tram  Maidstone,  for 
AltersUon  of  the  Law  respecUng  the  Church  of  England 
Clogy.— By  Mr.  Bright,  from  King's  Lynn,  and  other 
Places,  for  a  Better  Observance  of  the  Lord's  Day.— By 
Mr.  Barnard,  from  Journeymen  Bakers  of  Greenwich, 
for  Inquiry  into  .their  Grievances.— By  Mr.  Bouverie, 
from  Kilmarnock,  respecting  the  British  Spirits  Ware- 
housing Bin.— By  Sir  R.  H.  Inglis,  from  the  Parish  of 
Shadforth,  Durham,  against  the  Diplomatic  Relations, 
Court  of  Rome,  BilL—  By  Mr.  Henry,  from  InhabitanU 
of  Whitworth,  Lancashire,  in  fkvour  of  Secular  Educa- 
tion.—By  Sir  Denham  Norreys,  from  Richard  de 
Burgbo,  BarL,  and  Others,  in  favour  of  the  Fisheries 
(Irdand)  Bill.— By  Sir  Benjamin  Hall, 'from  Ratepayers 
of  the  Parish  of  St.  Pancias,  complaining  of  the 
Amount  of  Metropolitan  Police  Rates.- By  Mr.  Bright, 
from  Manchester,  for  the  Establishment  of  National 
Workshops  for  the  Poor.— By  Mr.  Brothcrton,  fhnn 
Offlfoen  employed  in  the  PresUm  Union,  in  favour  of  a 
Superannuation  Fund  for  Poor  Law  Officers.— By  Mr. 
Law  Hodges,  from  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Maid- 
stone Union,  against  the  Poor  Law  Officers^  Superannu- 
atioB  AUowanoes  BilL— By  Mr.  Hudson,  from  the  Board 
of  Guardians  of  the  Sunderland  Union,  in  favour  of  the 
Poor  Law  Union  District  Schools  BUL— Dy  Mr.  Rey- 
nolds, from  Master  Bakers  of  Dublin,  against  the  Sale  of 
Bread  Bill.— By  Mr.  Grogan,  from  several  Depositors  in 
St.  Peter's  Parish  Savings  Bank,  complaining  of  the 
Loam  they  bad  sustained. 

STEAM  NAVIGATION. 

Honse  in  Committee  on  the  Steam  N^- 
Tigation  Act. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  proposed  a  Reso- 
lution to  enable  him  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
make  some  alteration  in  the  law  as  regard- 
ed steam  navigation.  The  object  which  he 
had  in  view  was  simple.  All  steamboats 
going  to  sea  were  required  to  have  their 
machinery  inspected  by  surveyors,  and  pen- 
alties were  imposed  on  boats  going  to  sea 
without  such  inspection;  but  there  were  no 
penalties  attached  to  steamboats  navigat- 
ing rivers,  and  it  was  almost  as  important 
that  there  should  be  an  inspection  of  steam- 
boats on  rivers,  as  of  steamboats  going  to 
sea.  Some  cases  of  great  abuse  having 
lately  been  brought  under  his  notice,  he 
thought  it  not  right  to  leave  the  public  ex- 
posed to  such  dangers.  This  was  the  prin- 
dpal  object  of  the  Bill;  but  there  was  ano- 


ther provision  in  the  Bill,  which  he  thought 
desirable.  It  was  to  give  the  Board  of 
Trade  a  general  power  to  fix  the  maximum 
of  passengers  to  be  carried  by  steamboats. 
Nothing  could  be  more  unadvisable  than 
that  the  Board  of  Trade,  or  any  other  de- 
partment, should  exercise  a  vexatious  in- 
terference with  the  number  of  persons  car- 
ried by  steamboats.  It  was  not  necessary 
to  exercise  this  power  as  to  sea-going  ves- 
sels; but  it  was  notorious  that  some  of  the 
steamboats  which  navigated  the  Thames, 
owing  to  the  great  competition  which  ex- 
isted on  the  river,  were  occasionally  crowd- 
ed in  a  manner  dangerous  to  the  public. 
He  therefore  proposed  to  give  power  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  fix  a  maximum  to  the 
number  of  passengers  which  steamboats 
should  be  allowed  to  carry,  as  a  maximum 
was  fixed  to  the  number  passengers  which 
stage-coaches  and  omnibuses  were  allowed 
to  carry. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  brought  in  and  read  a  first  time. 

NATIONAL  LAND  SCHEME. 

Report  and  Resolutions  of  the  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  investigate  the  affairs 
of  the  National  Land  Company  brought  up 
and  read. 

Mr.  F.  O'CONNOR:  Sir,  there  were 
two  questions  submitted  to  the  Committee; 
the  one  was  to  inquire  into  the  expenditure 
of  the  monies  of  the  company,  and  the 
other  as  to  the  practicability  or  impracti- 
cability of  the  plan.  It  having  been  circu- 
lated, not  in  one  newspaper,  but  in  nearly 
every  newspaper  in  the  country,  that  I  had 
established  this  plan  for  my  own  benefit, 
and  that  improper  accounts  were  for  that 
object  kept,  I  beg  now  to  appeal  to  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  on  the  Com- 
mittee— and  especially  to  the  Chairman  of 
that  Committee — and  to  ask  them,  first, 
whether  every  facility  which  they  thought 
necessary  for  the  investigation  and  fair 
hearing  of  the  whole  case  was  not  given  to 
them  ? 

Sir  G.  HAYTER:  I  bear  my  most 
willing  testimony  to  the  accuracy  of  what 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  stated. 
I  am  desirous  to  admit  that  every  facility 
was  given  to  the  Committee  for  the  investi- 
gation of  the  whole  of  the  accounts  and 
matters  relating  to  this  company.  Every 
officer  that  we  called  for  was  at  once  pro- 
duced. The  accounts  were  rigidly  investi- 
gated by  an  accountant,  who  was  appoint- 
ed by  myself  at  the  suggestion  of  the  Com- 
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mittee;  and  tlie  result  was  tbat  whioh  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  stated  to 
the  House.  Undoubtedly  the  accounts  were 
kept — 1  will  not  enter  into  the  reason  why 
they  were  so  kept — in  an  extremely  irre- 
gular manner. 

Sir  benjamin  HALL:  I  perfectly 
agree  that  every  facility  was  given  to  the 
Members  of  the  Committee  to  investigate 
the  affairs  of  the  company;  but  at  the 
same  time,  I  cannot  conceal  from  myself 
this  fact,  that  the  whole  of  the  original  ac- 
oounts,  as  stated  to  have  been  audited  by 
Mr.  Cuffay  and  Mr.  Knight,  the  auditors 
of  the  company,  with  the  exception  of  the 
accounts  for  the  quarter  ending  September 
last,  December  last,  and  November  last, 
have  been  destroyed.  They  were  not  forth- 
coming; although  I  admit  that,  according 
to  the  data  which  was  placed  before  the 
accountant  nominated  by  the  Committee, 
there  does  appear  to  be  a  balance  due  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  of  3,200^. 
from  the  company. 

Keport  to  be  printed. 

CHURCH  PROPERTY. 
Mr.  HORSMAN  rose  to  move,  pursuant 
to  notice — 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be  pleased  to  take 
into  Her  consideration  the  whole  condition  of  the 
Established  Church  as  regards  its  Temporalities  ; 
that  She  will  direct  an  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the 
full  value  of  all  Church  Property  under  lease,  and 
cause  such  measures  to  be  prepared  as  may  make 
the  Revenues  of  the  Church  more  fully  conducive 
to  the  religious  teaching  of  the  people." 

As  upon  former  occasions  in  this  Session, 
when  he  had  submitted  to  the  House  Mo- 
tions bearing  upon  this  subject,  there  had 
been  a  general  concurrence  in  the  sugges- 
tions he  had  made,  and  a  virtual  adoption 
of  them,  ho  had  thought  it  right  to  take 
an  opportunity  of  reverting  once  more  to 
the  subject.  If  we  were,  as  he  trusted 
and  believed,  upon  the  eve  of  some  le- 
gislation upon  this  subject,  he  thought  it 
right  to  express  his  opinion  that  our  legis- 
lation hitherto  upon  ecclesiastical  matters 
had  been  inetifectivc,  because  wc  had  laid 
down  no  clear  and  distinct  definition  of  the 
ends  and  uses  of  an  Established  Church. 
Some  considered  our  whole  array  of  eccle- 
siastical dignitaries,  with  their  large  reve- 
nues and  larger  patronage,  theii*  powers, 
and  their  privileges,  as  part  of  the  consti- 
tution of  the  country,  an  appendage  to  the 
dignity  of  the  Crown,  a  recognised  portion 
of  the  State.  Others  regarded  the  incomes 
of  occlosiastical  functionaries  as  revenues 


to  be  possessed  without  responsibility  ex- 
cept to  their  own  body,  possessed  for  par« 
poses  of  which  the  laity  were  not  to  judge, 
and  with  them  were  not  to  interfere.  A 
third  and  more  fatal  error  sprang  out  of 
our  system  of  church  patronage;  so  much 
of  it  being  in  the  hands  of  individuala  who 
had  acquired  it  by  inheritance  or  by  pur- 
chase; the  right  being  alienable  and  mar- 
ketable had  become  a  valuable  property, 
and  thus  the  greater  portion  of  our  paro- 
chial endowments  had  come  to  be  looked 
upon  in  the  light  of  private  property,  and 
had  been  converted  by  long  usage  mto  a 
provision  for  the  maintenance  of  the  friends 
and  families  of  the  patrons.  The  Ghuidi 
in  these  cases  was  a  mere  instrument  for 
the  acquisition  of  temporal  power,  honour, 
and  advantage;  and  we  heard  continually 
of  **  prizes  *  in  the  Church.  Against 
these  views  he  entered  his  protest.  Ho 
would  lay  down  this  simple  proposition — 
that  our  National  Ghm*ch,  as  established 
by  law,  Existed  for  one  purpose,  and  one 
purpose  only — namely,  for  the  religions 
instruction  of  the  people,  the  poorest  and 
humblest  of  the  people.  It  was  for  this 
that  our  admirable  parochial  system  was 
established,  that  our  parochial  ministry 
was  endowed,  that  our  cathedrals  wwe 
reared  and  dedicated,  our  dignitaries  were 
multiplied,  our  prelates  were  ordained, 
their  powers  and  possessions  were  bestow- 
ed upon  them,  and  their  revenues  secured. 
Whatever  obstructed  this  end  should  be 
lopped  away.  Now,  how  far  did  the  Eng- 
lish Church  Establishment,  admitting  its 
constitution  to  be  unimpeachable,  adapt 
the  material  means  committed  to  its  charge 
to  the  full  and  effectual  accomplishment  of 
the  end  which  the  Church  and  the  State 
alike  had  in  view  ?  They  could  not  0(m- 
template  that  Church  without  delight  and 
instruction;  not  only  that  it  presented  it- 
self in  contrast  with  the  crash  of  systems 
abroad,  and  even  their  decay  at  borne; 
for,  whilst  in  Scotland  and  Ireland  the 
Church,  as  established  by  law,  was  the 
Church  of  the  minority,  in  England  it 
was  the  National  Church.  His  present 
Motion  ho  meant*  to  confine  to  the  tem- 
poralities of  the  Church — a  branch  with 
which  Parliament  could  most  easily  deal, 
and  to  which  it  could  most  easily  apply  a 
remedy.  They  could  also  come  to  the  re- 
solution he  proposed  without  the  embar- 
rassment of  a  controversial  spirit;  for  all 
parties,  whether  belonging  to  the  Estab- 
lishment or  not,  must  a£nit,  tiiat  when 
the  State  had  set  apart  a  large  eodowment 
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for  special  purposes,  it  was  the  duty  of 
every  man  to  use  his  best  endeavours  that 
those  purposes  should  be  wisely,  honestly, 
and  effectually  carried  out.  Now,  by  the 
returns  before  the  House,  it  appeared  that 
the  church  temporalities  amounted  to 
4,500,0002.,  or,  if  they  were  taken  at 
6,000,000?.,  it  was  probably  under  the 
truth.  Not  only  might  they  bear  compa- 
rison with  the  revenues  of  any  other 
church,  but  they  were  greater  than  the 
whole  revenue  of  almost  all  the  minor 
States  of  Europe.  They  were  greater 
.than  the  whole  revenue  of  Belgium  or  Na- 
ples; more  than  three-fourths  of  Holland 
or  Spain;  double  that  of  Portugal;  and 
more  than  half  the  whole  expenditure  of 
Prussia.  Political  economists  taught  that 
no  national  investment  was  so  profitable  as 
that  which  went  to  raise  the  standard  of 
the  character  of  a  people,  and  that  a  na- 
tion became  more  wealthy  as  it  became 
more  moral  and  religious;  and  the  people 
of  England  felt  acutely  that  when  large 
endowments  were  made  they  carried  with 
them  corresponding  obligations  to  turn 
them  to  a  large  account.  It  might  be  ex- 
pected that  when  a  Church  was  rich,  its 
ministets  should  be  well  paid,  and  the  peo- 
ple religiously  taught;  but  in  England  it 
was  notoriously  the  reverse.  In  no  church 
was  to  be  seen  such  extremes  of  wealth 
and  indigence,  learning  and  ignorance, 
piety  and  absolute  heathenism.  In  illus- 
tration of  that  he  would  refer  to  the  re- 
turns upon  the  table,  to  the  reports  of 
their  own  Commissioners,  and,  above  all, 
to  the  eloquent  and  pathetic  appeals  of  the 
most  energetic  prelates  in  their  charges  to 
their  clergy.  In  no  country  where  Chris- 
tianity was  taught  was  so  large  a  portion  of 
the  people,  at  least  until  recent  days,  so 
habitually,  undisturbedly,  and  hopelessly 
removed  from  all  its  influence  as  absolutely 
to  ignore  its  very  name,  as  in  this.  The 
fact  was  acknowledged,  and  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  House  to  provide  a  remedy. 
The  Acts  passed  eight  or  ten  years  ago 
had  been  followed  by  results  which  their 
most  sanguine  supporters  could  not  have 
anticipated;  there  was  a  new  race  of 
clergy,  and  the  Church  had  been  raised  to 
a  usefulness  and  popularity  unknown  be- 
before.  Society  had  been  much  benefited 
by  those  acts;  but  they  could  not  work 
effectually  or  satisfactorily  unless  the  ma- 
chinery by  which  they  were  commanded 
and  superintended  was  put  in  order.  As 
on  former  occasions  he  had  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  House  the  episcopal  in- 


comes, and  the  unsatisfactory  mode  of 
payment,  he  would  not  revert  to  that  subi 
ject  except  to  observe,  that  it  was  a  most 
unfortunate  part  of  our  system  that,  from 
the  moment  a  rev.  prelate  was  raised  to  the 
episcopal  bench,  he  was  compelled,  what- 
ever his  unwillingness  might  be,  to  give  up 
a  very  large  portion  of  his  time  to  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  temporalities  of  his 
see;  and  it  was  impossible  he  could  have 
his  attention  so  taken  up  without  being 
obliged  to  neglect  the  more  important  du- 
ties of  his  station.  Nor  would  he  now  re- 
vert to  ^he  subject  of  the  cathedrals  and 
chapters;  but  no  must  observe,  that,  be- 
tween the  episcopal  and  collegiate  bodies 
there  was  this  point  of  distinction,  that 
whilst  the  revenues  of  the  former  were  the 
reward  of  the  services  they  performed, 
those  of  the  capitular  bodies  as  now 
administered  were  given  for  no  duty  at 
all ;  and,  as  far  as  the  interests  of 
the  Church  werfi  concerned,  their  revenues 
might  as  well  be  thrown  into  the  sea. 
He  had  stated  what  he  believed  were 
the  revenues  the  Church  enjoyed,  and  he 
would  now  give  the  House  some  approxi- 
mation to  what  they  annually  threw  away, 
He  believed  that  very  few  persons  had  any 
idea  of  the  great  value  of  the  church  es- 
tates that  were  let  on  lease.  There  was 
no  return  of  their  value,  and,  unless  the 
Government  undertook  that  inquiry,  ho 
believed  they  never  would  have  such  a  re- 
turn. A  Committee  was  appointed  ten 
years  ago  to  make  that  inquiry;  but  whilst 
some  persons  gave  them  the  information 
they  required,  others  refused.  The  pre- 
sent Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  then  Bishop 
of  Chester,  said  that  the  gross  income  of 
his  See  was  3,900^.,  whilst  the  rental  of 
the  estates  under  lease  was  16,236?., 
making  a  loss  of  12,336?.  a  year.  The 
late  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  also  gave  a 
return,  stating  that  his  gross  income  was 
22,000?.,  but  that  the  rental  of  his  estates 
was  52,000?.;  and  the  late  Archbishop  of 
York  stated  his  income  to  be  13,000?., 
and  the  rental  41,000?.  Others  were  given; 
but  it  was  not  necessary  that  he  should 
quote  them — those  he  had  referred  to  were 
sufficient  to  establish  primd  facie  evidence 
of  what  he  contended  for.  But  they  at 
the  same  time  were  supplied  with  another 
most  important  document,  prepared  at  the 
request  of  the  Cabinet  of  that  day  by  an 
eminent  actuary,  Mr.  Finlayson,  on  the 
value  of  the  episcopal  estates  under  lease. 
That  gentleman  calculated  that  whilst  the 
rental  now  received  by  the  Church  was 
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only  262,000?.,  it  was  actually  worth 
1,400,000?.;  and  that  must  be  a  very  low 
calculation,  as  the  lessors  themselves  stated 
the  value  of  the  church  property  under 
lease  to  them  at  35,000?.  He  then  sug- 
gested two  modes  by  which  the  Church 
migbt  obtain  the  full  advantage  of  that 
property,  either  by  letting  the  leases  run 
out,  their  average  duration  being  twenty- 
four  years,  at  the  end  of  which  period  the 
Church  would  come  into  the  possession  of 
that  revenue  of  1,400,000?.,  or  to  sell  the 
reversions  on  the  leases;  but,  as  in  the 
former  case  there  would  be  no  fines  during 
the  twenty-four  years,  the  incomes  of  the 
episcopal  and  collegiate  bodies  would  have 
to  be  made  up  by  loans  on  the  security  of 
those  estates;  and,  considering  the  differ- 
ence between  what  they  enjoyed,  indepen- 
dent of  fines,  and  what  their  income  was 
to  be  under  the  regulations  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament,  and  also  considering  that  the 
present  surplus  of  the  episcopal  fund  was 
16,000?.,  the  amount  of  the  deficiency  at 
the  end  of  the  twenty-four  years  would  be 
less  than  two  years*  rental  of  the  estates; 
and,  perhaps,  under  proper  management 
there  would  be  no  deficiency  at  all.  By 
the  other  mode,  Mr.  Finlaison  calculated 
that  the  income  to  be  derived  from  the 
sale  of  the  reversions  would  be  500,000?. ; 
but  he  thought  there  was  every  reason  to 
suppose  that  the  surplus  income  would  be 
no  less  than  750,000?.  He  did  not  say 
anything  of  either  of  those  plans;  but 
they  showed  that  an  enormous  available  sur- 
plus was  now  lost  to  the  Church,  amount- 
ing, on  the  one  calculation,  to  nearly 
1,500,000?.  ;  on  the  other,  to  500,000?. 
The  ecclesiastical  constitution  of  Eng- 
land had  said  that  every  parish  should 
have  its  minister;  and  they  knew  that  at 
the  time  when  many  of  these  questions 
were  looked  over  and  settled  in  the  reign 
of  Charles  II.,  when  Parliament  was 
considering  resolutions  for  making  provi- 
sions for  the  parochial  clergy,  the  King 
sent  a  message  saying  that  he  had  taken 
that  matter  into  his  own  hands,  and  he 
wrote  to  the  deans  and  chapters  not  to  let 
any  impropriate  tithes  on  lease,  but  so  that 
the  parochial  clergy  and  curates  had  a  sti- 
pend of  80?.  a  year,  and  a  residence.  A 
similar  sentiment  had  been  expressed  by  a 
high  authority  in  the  preceding  reign.  He 
would  ask,  then,  how  that  constitution  was 
respected  now  ?  Was  it  the  fact  that  the 
parochial  clergy  were  adequately  paid — 
that  they  had  residences  within  their  par- 
ish, and  had  but  the  care  of  one  district  ? 


Of  the  10,500  benefices  that  now  existed 
in  England,  there  were  now  no  less  than 
3,454  of  which  the  clergy  were  non-resi- 
dent; 4,200  were  held  in  plurality;  4,500 
had  no  residence  at  all.  3,400  were  under 
150?.  a  year;  6,800  under  300?.  a  year; 
and  nearly  two- thirds  of  the  whole  were 
under  600?.  a  year.  Considering  these 
facts,  what  a  picture  did  they  present  of 
inadequate  religious  teaching  and  of  the 
parochial  clergy  defrauded  of  that  provimon 
which  the  piety  of  a  former  race  had  endea- 
voured to  secure  for  them !  If  they  looked 
to  the  return  of  non-residents  he  was  sorry . 
to  say  that  the  Act  of  1838  was  not  carried 
out  with  the  spirit  there  had  been  reason 
to  expect.  Of  the  non-residents  there 
were  2,553  having  exemption  and  special 
license;  but  there  were  upwards  of  900 
non-residents  without  either  license  or  ex- 
emption. The  presumption,  then,  was,  that 
the  Act  had  not  been  enforced  to  the  ex- 
tent the  Legislature  had  a  right  to  expect. 
Now,  they  might  have,  as  he  had  shown, 
an  available  surplus  at  the  lowest  calcola-' 
tion  of  500,000?.,  and  there  was  also  from 
the  common  fund  prospectively  300,000?. 
Let  them  consider  for  a  moment  what  they 
might  do  with  that.  As  he  had  statea, 
there  were  6,800  livings  under  300?.  a 
year.  It  was  a  reproach  and  a  scandal  to 
the  country  that  a  large  body  of  the  clergy, 
men  of  education,  and  having  such  sacred 
duties  to  perform,  had  incomes  under  the 
pitiful  sum  of  300?..  and  he  would  not  stop 
until  he  had  used  every  effort  to  .remove 
that  scandal.  Of  those  6,800  livings  less 
than  half  were  under  pubHo  patronage; 
and  to  raise  them  to  300/.  a  year  would 
require  442,000?.  To  raise  those  that 
were  in  private  patronage  to  the  same 
amount,  the  patron  contributing  one-half, 
would  require  275,265?.;  so  that  bj  the 
outlay  of  700,000?.  every  parish  might 
have  a  resident  clergyman  with  at  least 
300?.  a  year.  But  there  would  also  be 
this  advantage  in  so  applying  the  surplus 
revenues,  that  if  no  living  were  under 
300?.  a  year  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
in  enforcing  the  law  as  to  parsonage- 
houses,  and  they  would  have  what  now 
cost  4,000,000?.  or  5,000,000?.— a  par- 
sonage-house  in  every  parish.  But  at 
present  parishes  were  very  unequally,  di- 
vided. There  were  200  or  400  with  a  po- 
pulation under  300,  and  an  income  under 
300?. ;  whilst  there  were  500  with  in- 
comes also  under  300?.,  but  a  population 
of  3,000.  These  might  be  more  equally 
divided,  so  that  there  might  be  a  clei^man 
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in  every  parish  of  a  manageable  size  and 
an  adequate  provision.  But  these  sug- 
gestions ought  to  be  taken  in  connexion 
with  those  he  had  laid  before  the  House  on 
similar  subjects.  In  the  first  instance,  he 
had  ventured  to  call  attention  to  the  faulty 
mode  of  payment  of  the  episcopal  incomes. 
The  House  concurred  in  that  view,  and 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment said  that  the  law  should  undergo  re- 
vision. Upon  a  subsequent  occasion  he 
proposed  a  fusion  of  the  episcopal  and 
common  fund.  The  House  again  con- 
curred in  his  view  that  there  was  no  justice 
in  that  distinction,  and  once  more  the 
noble  Lord  assented  to  the  general  feeling 
of  the  House.  Upon  a  more  recent  occa- 
sion, he  went  at  great  length  into  the  state 
of  the  cathedrals  and  chapters,  and  what 
he  felt  to  be  the  abuses  of  them.  Then  again 
the  House  felt  his  view  was  one  in  which 
it  generally  concurred,  and  the  noble  Lord 
again  promised  him  inquiry.  If  all  those 
measures  were  reasonable,  and  those  sug- 
gestions unobjectionable,  he  felt  that  there 
was  still  less  objection  to  be  made  to  that 
vrhich  he  brought  forward  now,  because  he 
had  high  authority  for  it — an  authority 
that  douse  would  respect.  The  inquiry 
lie  DOW  suggested  was  the  same  inquiry 
insisted  on,  but  imperfectly  carried  out,  by 
the  noble  Lord  himself  in  the  Committee 
be  appointed  ten  years  ago.  He  felt  that 
there  was  nothing  very  difficult  or  un- 
reasonable in  the  suggestions  he  had  made. 
Never  was  there  a  time  when  everything 
relating  to  the  Church  excited  a  more 
vrarm  and  general  interest  in  the  country 
— never  was  there  a  period  when  the  laity 
were  mqre  active,  when  the  clergy  were 
more  active  or  zealous,  or  when  Parlia- 
ment was  more  united  in  opinion.  There 
were  no  party  strifes  or  contentions  to  lead 
to  a  failure  of  measures  which  might  be 
otherwise  faultless  in  themselves;  and  he 
was  certain  that,  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
yemment,  and  the  majority  of  that  House, 
there  was  but  one  feeling  —  that  there 
were  dangers  about  the  establishment  of 
the  Church  which  they  ought  to  endeavour, 
as  far  as  possible,  to  avert;  and  there  was 
no  means  so  safe  or  prudent  to  attain  that 
end,  as  strengthening  it  in  the  hearts  of 
the  people,  and  making  them  feel  that  it 
was  a  blessing  by  its  ministrations.  He 
trusted,  therefore,  that  the  Government 
would  not  feel  it  necessary  to  refuse  this 
inquiry.  He  was  certain  that  no  good 
reason  could  be  urged  for  that  course,  or 
ercii  for  delay;  and  with  these  views  he 


called  upon  the  House  to  express  its  opin- 
ion on  the  subject. 

Sir  £.  BUXTON,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  said  the  suggestions  of  his  hon. 
Friend  would  tend  to  strengthen  and  es- 
tablish the  Church  of  these  realms.  It 
appeared  to  him  unnecessary  to  go  over 
the  ground  which  had  been  so  ably  dwelt 
upon  by  his  hon.  Friend  who  had  brought 
forward  the  proposition.  The  facts  were 
plainly  before  them,  and  they  had  in  their 
recollection  the  opinion  expressed  on  the 
subject  by  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  in  the  year  1836.  That 
opinion  was  acceded  to  by  a  majority, 
though  a  small  one,  in  that  House;  and 
yet  twelve  years  had  elapsed  without  any 
measure  being  taken  to  put  the  matter  on 
a  more  satisfactory  footing.  They  had, 
in  fact,  before  them  the  opinions  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tam- ' 
worth,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cambridge, 
who  at  that  time  declared  that  though  they 
were  unwilling  to  devote  this  fund,  if  it 
existed,  in  order  that  it  should  take  the 
place  of  church-rates,  yet  if  such  a  fund 
did  exist,  they  were  willing  and  anxious 
that  it  should  be  applied  to  the  extension 
of  the  efficiency  of  the  Church.  They 
acknowledged  at  that  time,  that  it  was 
possible  to  adopt  an  improved  method  of 
dealing  with  the  funds,  and  they  stated 
most  strongly  that  a  great  necessity  ex- 
isted in  populous  districts  for  increased 
efficiency  in  the  Church  Establishment. 
There  was  also  the  fact,  mentioned  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  that  2,600  cler- 
gymen in  the  Church  received  but  100^  a 
year;  while  the  total  amount  of  the  income 
of  the  Establishment  was  4,500,000^., 
which  might  by  proper  arrangements  be 
increased  by  at  least  500,000^.  One  point 
which  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  not 
dwelt  upon,  though  he  had  stated  the  fact 
strongly,  was  the  necessity  which  existed 
in  this  city  and  other  large  towns  for  in- 
creased means  of  religious  instruction  to 
the  community.  He  had  the  honour  to  be 
connected  with  a  society  which  had  done 
much  to  bring  to  light  the  mass  of  dread- 
ful heathenism  which  was  to  be  found  in 
this  metropolis — the  London  City  Mission. 
The  noble  Lord  was  connected  with  an- 
other society,  the  Pastoral  Aid  Society, 
established  on  account  of  the  extreme  ne- 
cessity there  was  for  giving  increased  sti- 
pends to  men  who  were  sent  as  mission- 
aries among  the  people.  He  would  not 
detain  the  House  by  reading  any  long  quo- 
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tation,  but  he  hoped  he  might  be  permitted 
to  refer  to  a  short  extract  from  the  Thir- 
teenth Report  of  the  London  City  Mission, 
It  spoke  of  Plumtree-court — 

**  One  end  of  which  is  in  the  thronged  tho- 
roughfare of  llolbom-hill,  a  few  yards  east  of 
St.  Andrew's  Church,  and  the  other  entrance  is 
in  Shoe-lane.  On  the  occupation  of  this  district 
by  the  mission,  the  missionary  appointed  to  it 
ascertained,  that  although  in  Plumtree^ourt 
there  were  but  thirty  houses,  these  contained  153 
fiimilios,  three  or  four  families  liying  frequently 
in  a  single  room  of  a  house.  Drunkenness, 
swearing,  and  vice  of  almost  every  description 
were  luxuriant  and  unchecked.  Few  of  the 
adults  could  even  read,  and  of  the  175  children 
under  14  years  of  age,  not  more  than  30  attended 
any  school,  until  the  missionary  recently  estab- 
lished a  ragged  school." 

Again,  with  regard  to  two  courts  in  the 
immediate  vicinity  of  some  of  the  best 
parts  of  the  metropolis,  the  report  said — 

"  Orchard-place  and  Gray's-buildings  are  two 
contiguous  courts  within  a  stone's  throw  of  the 
aristocratic  squares  known  by  the  names  of  Gros- 
vcnor,  Manchester,  and  Portman.  They  contain 
40  houses,  which  by  a  recent  investigation  of  a 
missionary  were  found  to  bo  inhabited  by  about 
600  families,  consisting  of  no  fewer  than  1,757 
persons.  A  highly  respectable  medical  gentleman, 
who  visits  the  courts  professionally,  and  who  is 
the  son  of  a  late  venerated  clergyman,  informed  the 
missionary,  that  before  the  hop  season  the  popu- 
lation of  these  two  little  courts  of  40  houses  was 
very  nearly  3,000.  The  disgusting  scenes  wit» 
nesscd  on  exploring  these  40  houses  cannot  be 
told.  Of  the  1,767  persons  remaining  in  them, 
1,274  were  adults,  of  whom  484  could  not  read, 
only  14  attended  Protestant  worship,  and  but  very 
few  possessed  the  Scriptures.  Their  ignorance 
was  extreme.  One  woman,  for  instance,  when 
asked  whether  heaven  or  hell  was  the  better 
place,  replied,  *  She  supposed  hell.*  Of  the 
413  children  in  these  courts  404  do  not  attend 
Sunday  school,  and  304  do  not  attend  a  daily 
school." 

If  a  better  administration  of  the  property 
held  under  church-leases  would  afford  the 
means  to  enable  them  to  remedy  such  evils 
as  these,  he  could  not  see  how  the  House 
could  refuse  to  address  Her  Majesty,  pray- 
ing that  an  inquiry  should  be  instituted  to 
ascertain  whether  such  a  fund  did  or  did 
not  exist.  There  was  another  point  to 
which  he  wished  to  advert,  and  that  was 
the  great  necessity  there  was  for  giving 
the  men  who  were  placed  in  these  miser- 
able and  heathen  aistricts  such  a  stipend 
ns  to  raise  them  above  actual  poverty  and 
distress.  It  might  be  known  to  many  lion. 
Members  that  ten  churches  had  been  re- 
cently built  in  a  neighbourhood  with  which 
he  had  some  acquaintance,  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Bctlmal-grccn.  It  struck  him  that 
it  was  useless  to  build  those  churches  and 
place  efficient  men  iu  them  unless  their 


incomes  were  augmented  to  snch  an 
amount  that  they  would  be  willing  to  stay 
there,  and  unless  they  were  raised  above 
the  cares,  anxieties,  and  distress  which  a 
very  small  income  must  occasion  to  the 
mind  of  any  man.  It  must  be  known  to 
many  hen.  Members  how  extremely  insuf- 
ficient were  the  present  means  of  supplying 
these  men  with  such  an  income  as  they 
ought  to  have.  In  his  opinion,  every  ex- 
ertion should  be  made  in  order  that  the 
funds  of  the  Church  might  be  applied  to 
increase  the  stipends  of  those  who  devoted 
their  lives  to  the  missionary  work.  He 
would  not  detain  the  House  longer  except 
to  say  that  it  gave  him  great  satisfaction 
that  this  Motion  had  been  made,  and  that 
he  hoped  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  would  agree  to  it. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL :  Sir,  I  have  beard 
with  very  great  satisfaction  the  speech  of 
the  hen.  and  learned  Gentleman.  I  think 
that  while  he  brought  before  the  House  a 
very  important  subject,  he  did  so  in  a  spirit 
for  which  he  is  entitled  to  credit;  and  that, 
in  aiming  at  the  improvement  of  the  Chunsh, 
he  introduced  no  topic  to  which  a  just  ob- 
jection could  be  ofiPered.  The  proposal  of 
the  hen.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  cer- 
tainly one  well  worthy  of  consideration; 
but  it  is  at  the  same  time  encompassed 
with  a  great  many  difficulties  of  a  prmotieal 
nature,  which  it  behoves  every  one  who 
may  undertake  to  bring  forward  a  mea- 
sure in  detail  seriously  to  consider  before 
he  introduces  it.  The  property  of  the 
Church  has,  I  think,  been  truly  repre- 
sented by  the  hen.  and  learned  Gentleman 
— whether  the  exact  calculations  which  he 
has  quoted  be  correct  or  not,  no  doubt  the 
actual  property  of  the  Church  is  of  a  ralue 
far  exceeding  that  which  is  derived  from 
it  by  the  clergy.  With  respect,  however, 
to  the  mode  in  which  this  property  should 
be  managed,  and  the  alterations  which 
should  be  made,  there  has  been  already  a 
good  deal  of  inquiry.  There  is,  in  fact^  at 
this  moment  a  Committee  sitting  on  leases, 
which  is,  I  am  informed,  about  to  make  a 
report  on  that  particular  subject;  and  I 
should  be  sorry  to  say  that  any  particular 
scheme  ought  to  be  adopted  until  I  have 
seen  that  report,  and  fully  considered  to 
what  the  inquiries  of  the  Committee  have 
led,  and  what  is  the  nature  of  the  proposal 
which  they  make.  It  is  obvious,  that  if 
you  were  to  take  the  first  scheme  proposed 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  that 
of  Mr.  Finlayson,  and  to  alW  the  leases 
to  run  out,  it  would,  acoording  to  tbe  cal« 
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culation  made,  be  twentj-fonr  years  before 
the  property  would  yield  its  full  value,  and 
you  would  still  have  to  find  a  revenue  suffi- 
cient to  supply  the  incomes  of  the  bishops, 
chapters,  and  clergy  interested  during  that 
time.  If  you  adopted  the  other  scheme, 
and  parted  with  the  fee-simple  of  the  es- 
tates, unless  you  took  care  to  have  a  suffi- 
cient amount  for  their  value,  I  think  you 
would  run  a  risk  of  losing  the  increase 
which  you  might  expect  from  the  increas- 
ing value  of  property,  and  thereby  inflict 
an  injury  on  the  Church  thirty  or  forty 
years  hence,  when  the  increase  of  the  po- 

imlation  will  probably  require  that  new  ef- 
brts  should  be  made.  Such,  Sir,  is  the 
nature  of  the  difficulties  attending  this 
question.  At  the  same  time,  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying,  that  I  think  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  is  perfectly  well 
founded  in  his  main  proposition,  namely, 
that  this  is  a  source  to  which  we  should 
look  for  an  increase  in  the  value  of  church 
property;  and  that  that  increase  ought  to 
be  applied  to  the  improvement  of  the  in- 
comes of  the  clergy,  and  also  to  the  pro- 
Tiding  of  additional  spiritual  instruction.  I 
cannot  quite  agree  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  with  respect  to  the  im- 
portance of  increasing  the  income  of  each 
clergyman  to  a  certain  amount  when  it  is 
below  that  amount,  while  there  are  other 
objects  of  paramount  importance  which 
might  thereby  be  endangered.  There  are, 
for  instance,  a  great  many  livings  con- 
taining a  population  of  not  more  than 
thirty,  forty,  or  fifty  persons,  in  remote 
hamlets,  while  at  the  same  time  there  are 
in  onr  great  towns  and  in  our  populous  dis- 
tricts twelve,  fourteen,  or  sixteen  thousand 
persons  in  a  parish,  whom  the  clergy  at 
present  detoted  to  the  neighbourhood  are 
quite  unable  to  supply  with  an  adequate 
amount  of  spiritual  instruction.  It  may 
naturally  be  said,  as  indeed  it  has  been 
■aid,  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
that  the  small  livings  might  be  consolidated 
and  united.  But  there  are  difficulties  to 
be  encountered.  The  advowsons  may  be- 
long to  persons  who  have  an  estate  in  the 
neighbourhood;  and  if  those  persons  are 
unwilling  to  part  with  their  advowsons,  a 
practical  difficulty  arises,  and  the  case  is 
not  similar  to  what  it  would  be  if  the  whole 
of  the  livings  were  either  in  the  gift  of  the 
Ofown  or  of  bishops,  and  facilities  were 
thus  afforded  for  making  necessary  altera- 
tions. Sir,  I  consider,  therefore,  as  I  did 
ad  the  commencement  of  the  inquiry  be- 
Am  the  Ecclesiastioal  Commission,   that 


the  main  defect  which  ought  to  be  supplied 
— to  supply  which,  though  much  has  been 
done  already,  much  more  is  required — is 
spiritual  instruption  for  the  great  number 
of  persons  in  parishes  and  districts  where 
formerly  there  were  very  few  persons.  I 
own  I  consider  that  subject  one  of  para- 
mount importance,  still  more  important 
than  that  of  raising  the  incomes  of  a  por- 
tion of  the  parochial  clergy.  Now,  with 
respect  to  the  immediate  Motion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  I  confess  I  do  not 
think  it  advisable  for  the  House  to  address 
the  Queen  to  direct  inquiry  to  be  made 
into  the  full  value  of  all  church  property 
under  lease.  I  am  quite  prepared  to  take 
such  measures  as  would  be  likely  to  afford 
some  proximate  estimate  of  the  full  value 
of  church  property  under  lease;  but  I  own 
I  cannot  say  that  I  think  it  advisable  by 
means  of  the  appointment  of  a  Commission 
under  the  Crown,  or  by  any  similar  means, 
to  undertake  a  compulsory  inquiry  into  the 
full  value  of  this  property.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  aware  that  when, 
upon  my  Motion,  a  Committee  of  this 
House  was  appointed  ten  years  ago,  cer- 
tain of  the  bishops  and  other  dignitaries 
refused  to  give  any  return  as  to  the  full 
value  of  the  church  property  belonging  to 
them  at  that  time.  There  was  no  great 
inconvenience  in  the  refusal,  except  that 
the  House  was  not  furnished  with  the  re- 
turns sought;  but  I  think  it  would  not 
be  becoming  for  the  Crown  to  place  itself 
in  the  situation  of  directing  an  inquiry  to 
be  made,  and  ordering  Commissioners  or 
other  persons  to  ask  for  returns,  when,  in 
case  it  should  meet  with  a  refusal  from  the 
bishops  or  other  persons,  it  would  not  pos- 
sess the  power  of  enforcing  the  information 
desired.  Whether  or  not  Parliament  would 
think  proper  to  order  an  inquiry  by  means 
of  an  Act  passed  for  that  purpose,  and 
thus  making  the  granting  of  the  returns 
compulsory,  is  another  question.  What 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  proposes 
is,  that  the  Crown  itself  should  direct  an 
inquiry  to  be  made.  I  hope  it  will  satisfy 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  if  I  de- 
clare, as  I  am  prepared  to  do,  that  I  will 
treat  this  subject  in  a  similar  spirit  to  that 
in  which  I  have  treated  the  other  subject 
which  he  has  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  House;  that  I  will  consider  the  means 
by  which  inquiry  may  be  made;  and  that  I 
am  entirely  of  opinion  that  the  property  of 
the  Church  should  be  mode  more  available 
to  the  purposes  of  the  Church  than  it  is  at 
present.     I  further  entirely  agree  with  the 
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hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  the  sys- 
tem of  fines  is  a  most  wasteful  system.  In 
consequence  of  the  hishop  or  the  incumbent 
having  only  a  life-interest  in  the  property, 
of  course  he  does  not  take  the  same  care 
in  administering  it  as  a  person  who  has 
property  to  leave  to  his  children  or  his 
grandchildren.  It  is  necessary,  in  order 
that  he  may  obtain  the  income  assigned  to 
him,  that  he  should  continue  the  system  of 
fines.  It  would  be  far  better  if  the  pro- 
perty were  so  managed  that  he  could  re- 
ceive the  whole  income  intended  for  him, 
and  not  be  obliged  to  resort  to  a  system 
which  diminishes  the  property  of  the  Church 
when  it  is  required  for  purposes  of  such 
great  importance.  If  the  church  property 
were  sufficient,  or  more  than  sufficient,  for 
all  the  purposes  to  which  it  is  applicable, 
then  perhaps  we  might  say  that  it  was  not 
of  great  importance  if  the  lessees  had  the 
rent  of  the  estates,  or  if  only  a  third  or  a 
fourth  part  went  to  the  Church.  But  as 
the  matter  now  stands,  seeing  the  impor- 
tant uses  for  which  church  property  is  re- 
quired— seeing,  on  the  one  hand,  the  small 
amount  of  the  incomes  of  a  great  propor- 
tion of  the  clergy  where  the  population  is 
considerable;  and  on  the  other  hand,  see- 
ing what  I  hold  to  be  a  far  greater  evil,  that 
there  are  immense  masses  of  the  popula- 
tion in  particular  districts  for  whom  there 
is  not  provided  a  sufficient  number  either 
of  clergy  or  of  churches — remembering 
these  points,  I  think  that  in  dealing  with 
the  property  of  the  Church  all  minor  consi- 
derations ought  to  give  way  to  the  superior 
and  paramount  one  of  the  necessity  of  pro- 
viding increased  religious  instruction.  With 
respect  to  pluralities,  I  think  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  hardly  justified  in 
saying  that  the  measures  which  have  been 
passed  have  not  had  the  effect  intended. 
Those  who  held  pluralities,  and  those  who 
had  been  allowed  not  to  reside,  were  not 
interfered  with  by  those  Acts,  which  were  ■ 
intended  to  apply  prospectively.  I  believe,  ' 
however,  that  from  the  time  when  these 
Acts  were  passed,  they  have  been  of  great 
mse.  Of  this  I  am  quite  sure — indeed  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  himself 
borne  testimony  to  the  fact — that,  owing  ' 
partly  to  the  passing  of  those  Acts,  and  i 
partly  to  the  circumstance  that  so  much  I 
attention  has  since  been  paid  to  this  sub- 
jaet,  there  has  been  of  late  a  great  im-  < 
prorement  with  respect  to  the  amount  of  < 
instruction  given  by  the  clergy.  In  many  j 
«a«ies  in  which  there  was  no  resident 
<liirgjiiiaii,  and  had  been  none,  perhaps. 


for  nearly  a  century,  churches  bare  been 
repaired  and  glebe-houses  built,  and  the 
improvement  in  the  moral  and  religious 
conduct  of  the  people  consequent  upon 
these  changes  has  been  very  satisfactory. 
To  these  few  remarks  I  will  only  add,  that 
though  I  do  not  wish  to  oppose  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  I  certainly  hope 
that  he  will  not  push  to  a  division  a  Mo- 
tion for  an  address  which,  if  agreed  to, 
might  place  the  Crown  in  the  very  invidious 
position  of  asking  for  returns  from  bishops 
and  dignitaries  which  it  might,  in  Uie  end, 
be  unable  to  obtain. 

Sir  R.  H.  INGLIS  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Cockermouth  bad  on 
that,  as  on  a  former  occasion,  triumphed 
without  a  battle ;  he  had  gained  a  yirtoal 
concession  which  might  well  satisfy  a  more 
ambitious  mind.  Assuming,  therefore, 
that  there  would  be  no  division,  he  rose  for 
the  purpose  of  calling  attention  to  one  or 
*two  points  which  he  thought  ought  not  to 
pass  without  notice.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Cockermouth  spoke  of  the  in- 
come of  the  Church  as  amounting  to 
4,500,000^,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Essex,  who  followed  him,  stated  that 
income  at  4,000,0002.  Now,  without  en- 
tering very  deeply  into  details  on  this  sab- 
ject,  he  might  ask  whether  it  were  or  were 
not  true,  according  to  the  retams,  that  the 
amount  received  in  respect  of  tithes,  by 
parochial  incumbents,  did  not  amonnt  to 
2,350,000/.;  and  that  in  order  to  make 
up  an  amount  in  any  degree  approach- 
ing 4,000,000^,  it  was  necessary  to  add 
a  sum  of  not  less  than  735,0002.,  which 
was  passing  away  quietly  into  the  pock- 
ets of  laymen,  who  might  be  Jews  or  in- 
fidels. Another  matter  to  which  he  wished 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  was, 
that  whatever  the  Church  gained  bj  re- 
suming property  held  under  lease,  the 
lessees  would  lose  ;  and  it  shonld  be  re- 
collected that  for  a  long  series  of  years 
this  property  had  been  considered  as  much 
the  beneficial  property  of  the  lessees  as 
any  copyhold  land  in  the  kingdom.  He 
was  not  saying  anything  about  the  right 
to  this  property,  which  he,  in  common 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  con- 
sidered to  belong  to  the  Church;  bat  he 
referred  merely  to  the  practice  which  had 
prevailed.  In  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Sonth  Essex  (Sir 
£.  N.  Buxton),  on  the  spiritual  destitotion 
of  the  metropolis,  he  fiilly  concurred;  but, 
admitting  that  it  was  their  duty  to  rdiere 
that  destitution,  he  said  that  the  relief 
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must  be  provided  from  legitimate  sources. 
With  respect  to  inquiry,  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament, as  his  noble  Friend  had  said, 
might  make  a  reply  imperative;  but  that 
was  a  very  different  course  from  inviting 
the  Crown  by  an  Address  of  that  House, 
to  issue  a  Commission,  which  might  be 
stultified  by  the  refusal  of  parties  to  fur- 
nish information.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  was  glad  that  his  noble  Friend 
was  not  prepared  to  assent  to  such  an  Ad- 
dresSf  though,  practically,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Cockermouth  had 
guned  his  object.  With  the  single  ex- 
ception to  which  he  had  already  alluded, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  stated 
the  facts  of  his  case  very  fairly;  though,  of 
eourse,  he  did  not  concur  in  his  conclu- 
sions: but  there  had  been  no  reference 
to  individuals  which  could  give  pain  to 
anybody,  and  no  assertion  of  a  principle 
which  be  thought  a  true  churchman  might 
not  maintain.  The  hon.  Baronet  con- 
eluded  by  expressing  a  hope  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  would  not  press  his 
Motion  to  a  division. 

.  Mb.  page  wood  said,  the  House 
must  be  almost  unanimously  of  opinion 
that  of  all  properties  devoted  to  great  and 
useful  purposes,  that  in  question  had  been 
the  most  mismanaged;  and  therefore  it  was 
most  important  to  ascertain  the  extent  of 
property  sacrificed.  He  did  not  entertain 
the  fears  expressed  by  the  noble  Lord  with 
regard  to  the  result  of  the  commission  of 
inquiry.  The  property  under  consideration 
stood  upon  much  the  same  footing  as  pro- 
perty in  general  devoted  to  corporate  pur- 
poses, with  respect  to  which  the  fullest  in- 
formation had  been  obtained  by  means  of 
a  eommission.  He  did  not  believe  that  the 
bishops,  deans,  chapters,  and  other  digni- 
taries of  the  Church  would  think  it  right 
or  respectful  to  withhold  information  sought 
with  a  view  to  the  diffusion  of  the  blessings 
of  religion.  The  evil  originated  in  the 
great  act  of  spoliation  which  took  place  in 
the  reign  of  Henry  VIII.,  when  the  pro- 
perty taken  from  the  then  holders  was 
nanded  over  partly  to  laymen,  in  which 
case  it  was  charged  with  none  of  the  duties 
which  formerly  attached  to  it,  and  partly 
to  spiritual  persons  whose  situation  was 
totauy  different  from  that  of  their  prede- 
cessors. He  was  no  advocate  for  the  celi- 
bacy of  the  clergy;  but  undoubtedly  under 
the  celibacy  which  formerly  prevailed, 
there  was  an  esprit  de  corps  on  the  part 
of  the  great  body  of  the  clergy  which  in- 
dnced  them  to  apply  to  the  building  of 
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churches,  and  to  the  purpose  of  endow- 
ment, any  property  which  became  vested 
in  them.     It  was  a  great  evil  in  the  Act 
for  restrainiDg  leases,  that  church  estates 
could  only  be  let  for  twenty-five  years  at 
the  accustomed  yearly  rent.     A  great  deal 
had  been  done  since  in  fraud  of  that  Act, 
for  although  the  rents  now  appeared  tri- 
fling, they  were  at  the  time  considerable, 
being-  the  rents  actually  paid.     Had  the 
words  "without  fine,  pi*emium,   or  fore- 
gift"  been  inserted,  they  would  not  then 
have  to  lament  what  had  occurred.     He 
would  mention  a  case  which  had  come  un- 
der his  own  knowledge,  and  in  doing  so 
he  wished  it  to  be  distinctly  imderstood 
that  he  did  not  intend  to  make  any  per- 
sonal charge.     He  alluded  to  the  case  of 
the  dean  and  chapter  of  York.     The  ques- 
tion was,  as  to  the  mode  adopted  to  raise 
funds  towards  rebuilding  the  cathedral,  and 
this  was  done  under  the  sanction  of  Par- 
liament.    This  power  was  obtained  under 
the  Act  of  the  Ist  of  the  present  Queen. 
That  Act,  which  was  a  private  Bill,  gave 
power  to  that  body  to  sell  their  estate  of 
Serjeants'-inn,  Fleet-street,  on  the  ground 
that  it  was  a  great  distance  from  the  other 
estates  of  the  dean  and  chapter  of  York; 
and  it  stated  that  it  was  for  the  interest  of 
the  Church  that  they  should  sell  it.     The 
Act  provided  that  one-sixth  of  the  amount 
obtained  should  be  devoted  to  the  rebuild- 
ing of  the  cathedral,  after  the  fire  which 
had  taken  place;  and  it  then  directs  that 
inquiry  should  be  made  as  to  how  much 
should  be  paid  to  the  dean  and  chapter  for 
any  interest  they  might  have,  and  that  the 
remainder  should  be  devoted  to  the  pur- 
chase of  other  estates  near  that  city.     He 
regretted  that  it  was  not  stated  in  the  Act 
of  Parliament  how  much  should  be  given 
to  the  dean  and   chapter,  instead  of  re- 
ferring the  matter  to  a  master  in  Chan- 
cery; for  if  that  had  been  done,  he  was 
sure  that  the  dean  and  chapter  themselves 
would  not  have  sanctioned  it.     The  actual 
amount  obtained  for  the  sale  of  the  estate 
was  11,465;    this  was  subject  to  reduc- 
tions for  the  remainder  of  the  leases,  but 
this  probably  did  not  amount  to  much,  as 
they  had  only  five  or  six  years  unexpired. 
Having  then  sold  the  estate  for  11,465^., 
it  was  found  that  the  costs  and  expenses 
to  be  deducted  amounted  to  nearly  1 ,400?. 
This    reduced    the    amount  to   10,079?. 
They  then  went  to  the  master  to  deter- 
mine how  much  should  bo  deducted   for 
the  dean  and  chapter,  for  the  life-interest 
they  had  in  the  property.    The  result  was, 
2N 
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after  those  deductions  6,700Z.  was  left  for 
the  purchase  of  other  property;  for  1,669Z. 
was  to  ho  paid  under  the  Act  towards  the 
rchuilding  of  the  cathedral,  and  1,6692. 
for  the  henefit  of  parties  int-erested.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  heen  found  fault  with  hy 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  for  stating  as  he  did  the  income  of 
the  Church.  He  believed  the  amount  of 
tithes  already  commuted  was  nearly 
3,000,000^,or  at  any  rate  2,990,0002.  This 
amount,  with  the  additions  stated  by  his 
hon.  Friend,  and  more  especially  the  fines 
for  ecclesiastical  leases,  would  make  up  the 
4,400,0002.  There  was  this  curious  fact 
stated  with  respect  to  the  income  now 
managed  by  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners. This  income  now  produced,  or  at 
least  would  shortly  produce,  300,0002., 
while  the  original  estimate  of  the  amount 
which  would  be  received,  was  only 
120,0002.  When  then  they  took  the 
whole  revenue  of  the  Church,  and  when 
they  referred  to  the  income  from  the  pro- 
perty under  the  management  of  the  Church 
Commissiohers,  were  they  not  justified  in 
saying,  that  the  income  might  by  proper 
care  be  raised  to  5,000,0001.  ?  Neither  his 
hon.  Friend  nor  himse^  had  said  that  this 
amount  of  revenue  was  too  much  for  the  pur- 
pose to  which  it  was  devoted.  For  his  own 
part  he  believed  that  a  revenue  could  not 
be  devoted  to  a  more  beneficial  expendi- 
ture than  for  the  benefit  of  those  who  per- 
formed the  important  duty  of  imparting 
spiritual  instruction  to  the  community. 
When  the  House  looked  to  the  duties 
which  the  clergy  had  to  perform,  and  the 
vast  benefits  which  were  secured  to  the 
country  from  the  proper  discharge  of  these 
duties,  he  was  satisfied  that  they  would 
admit  that  too  great  importance  could  not 
be  attached  to  them.  He  would  mention 
a  fact  which  had  come  under  his  own 
knowledge  as  to  the  beneficial  effects  which 
had  arisen  from  the  diffusion  of  spiritual 
knowledge  by  the  exertions  of  a  clergy- 
man in  a  large  town  in  the  north  of  Eng- 
land. The  place  he  alluded  to  contained 
from  150,000  to  160,000  inhabitants,  and 
the  clergyman  who  had  to  superintend  the 
religious  instruction  of  this  large  number 
of  persons  had,  besides  building  several 
churches,  founded  Sunday-schools  con- 
taining 120,000  children,  with  800  teach- 
ers. Very  recently,  while  Bradford,  in  the 
immediate  neighbourhood  of  this  place, 
was  greatly  agitated,  and  when  it  was  ne» 
cessary  to  call  out  the  troops  to  suppress 
the  disturbances,  not  a  single  case  of  riot- 


ing occurred  in  Leeds.  This  showed  the 
advantage  of  religious  instruction  among 
the  great  body  of  the  people.  With  these 
facts  before  them,  it  was  of  the  utmost 
importance  that  there  should  be  no  delay 
in  the  inquiry  which  had  been  promised  by 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Goyem- 
ment. 

Mb.  GOULBURN  could  not  refrain 
from  expressing  his  satisfaction  at  the  tone 
and  manner  of  the  hon.  Mover's  speech; 
and,  as  he  had  differed  from  him  on  former 
occasions,  he  was  then  anxious  to  take  that 
opportunity  in  expressing  his  concurrence 
in  what  had  on  the  present  occasion  ffldlen 
from  him.  Still,  he  felt  that  tiiis  was  a 
question  of  some  difficulty  and  of  great 
delicacy,  and  required  great  care  in  dealing 
with  it.  They  had  had  experience  in  the 
year  1833-^4  as  to  inquiries  put  to  the 
clergy  as  to  the  amount  of  their  incomes. 
He  believed,  with  very  few  exceptions, 
these  inquiries  had  been  answered;  the  in- 
tentions of  the  House  had  been  complied 
with.  The  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  did 
not  merely  call  for  the  amount  of  the  in- 
comes of  the  bishops  and  dergj,  but  he 
caUed  upon  the  lessees  of  the  Cbnrcb  to 
make  discovery  of  the  income  which  ihej 
derived  from  the  property  of  the  ChnroL 
This  was  a  very  different  thing  from  deal- 
ing with  an  inquiry,  the  object  of  which 
was  to  increase  the  spuituu  effidenoy  of 
the  Church.  He  therefore  repeated,  it  re- 
quired the  greatest  delicacy  and  caution  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  in  dealbg 
with  the  sul^ect  in  the  way  proposed. 
The  hon.  Member  who  had  brought  for- 
ward the  Motion  had  pointed  out  in  lan- 
guage in  which  he  (Mr.  Goulbum)  entirely 
concurred,  the  necessitous  situation  of  a 
large  portion  of  the  parochial  clergy  of 
this  country,  and  expressed  a  desire  that 
every  clergyman  should  have  an  income  of 
at  least  200{.  a  year.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man endeavoured  to  show  that  this  could 
be  effected  by  a  different  managmnent  of 
church  property,  and  based  his  cfdoulations 
on  returns  to  which  he  referred.  He  con- 
fessed that  he  could  not  agree  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman;  that  he  could  not  agree 
with  much  that  had  fallen  from  him  on 
this  part  of  the  subject;  and,  above  all, 
as  to  the  administration  of  the  frmds  by 
the  Church  Commissioners.  He  (Mr.  Goal- 
burn)  had  been  connected  for  some  years 
with  the  administration  of  those  fimds 
which  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  had 
confided  to  them.  They,  after  long  re- 
flection, had  found  that  it  was  better  to 
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proceed  to  new  endowments  in  larger 
places,  where  there  was  a  great  want  of 
Bpiritual  instruction.  Each  succeeding 
year  they  had  afforded  aid  in  huiiding,  and 
providing  clergy  in  the  metropolis  and  its 
yieinity,  and  other  populous  places,  he- 
cause  these  were  of  a  more  pressing  na- 
ture. He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
as  to  the  evils  of  non-residence;  and  it  was 
most  desirahle  that  they  should  get  rid  of 
the  system  as  soon  as  possible.  If,  how- 
ever, the  House  would  look  back  to  returns 
laid  on  the  table  some  years  ago  as  to  non- 
residence,  and  compare  them  with  similar 
retamB  at  the  present  time,  they  would 
find  that  the  number  of  such  cases  had 
materially  diminished.  He  would  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  return  on  this 
subject,  which  was  laid  on  the  table  in 
ISSS.  If  they  looked  to  that  return  they 
would  find  that  the  number  of  benefices 
then  existing  in  England  was  10,571.  Of 
this  number  there  were  6,792  cases  of  re- 
sident clergy,  and  3,779  of  nominal  or 
non-residence.  According  to  another  re- 
turn in  1844,  it  appeared  that  the  number 
of  benefices  had  increased  to  11,127;  and 
instead  of  there  being  6,792  resident  clergy, 
the  number  had  increased  to  8,300;  and  the 
number  of  non-residents,  from  3,800,  was 
diminished  to  2,100.  Then,  between  1844 
and  1848,  means  had  been  taken  by  the 
Church  Commissioners  to  assist  in  building 
r^idences  for  the  clergy,  so  that  they  might 
fairly  assume  that  the  number  of  non-resi- 
dent clergy  had  been  greatly  reduced  since 
1844.  If  they  looked  to  the  proceedings 
of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  they 
would  also  find  488  additional  districts  had 
been  provided  with  the  means  of  spiritual 
instruction,  and  that  in  665  benefices  the 
incomes  of  the  clergy  had  been  increased, 
and  that  very  recently  aid  towards  building 
residences  for  the  clergy  had  been  afforded 
in  120  instances.  He  was  far,  however, 
from  saying  that  all  had  been  done  that 
could  be  effected.  On  the  contrary,  more 
was  requisite;  and  he  was  ready  to  give 
every  aid  to  any  sound  measure  which 
woAld  make  their  present  resources  more 
available  for  the  religious  instruction  of  the 
people  in  connexion  with  the  doctrines  of 
the  Church.  It  still  happened,  in  some 
parts  of  the  country,  that  the  iuode  of 
dealing  with  landed  property  was  by  taking 
large  fines  on  the  granting  leases,  some- 
what similar  to  what  were  caUed  bishops* 
fines.  As  far  as  the  lay  classes  were  con- 
cemed^  this  system  was  being  gradually 
dinunished;  and  as  far  as  the  clergy  were 


concerned,  there  was  a  growing  feeling  on 
the  part  of  those  having  the  management 
of  ecclesiastical  affairs,  to  look  on  the  man- 
agement of  the  property  of  the  Church,  not. 
so  much  in  regard  to  the  interests  of  their 
families,  as  to  the  great  objects  which 
would  be  promoted  by  a  better  manage- 
ment of  this  property.  Many  instances 
of  this  bad  come  under  his  own  knowledge 
in  connexion  with  deans  and  chapters.  As 
these  were  the  conscientious  views  of  those 
holding  church  property,  he  believed,  even 
without  the  intervention  of  Parliament,  a 
great  improvement  would  take  place  in  the 
management  of  it,  with  the  view  to  the 
better  promotion  of  the  religious  instruc- 
tion of  the  country.  At  the  same  time  he 
might  add,  that  he  believed  that  any  sound 
measure  for  that  purpose  would  meet  with 
the  general  concurrence  of  the  clergy,  as 
well  as  the  people  of  this  country. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

House  adjourned  at  Nine  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  August  2,  1848. 

MufOTSS.]  Public  Bill8.~1o  Militia  Ballots  Sutpenslon. 
f9  Remedies  against  the  Hundred. 
Reported. — Loan  Sodeties. 
so  and  passed :— Sale  of  Beer. 

Pbtitionb  pRKsaMTSD.  By  Mr.  Heald,  from  Members 
of  the  Wesleyan  Chapel  at  Burnley,  Lancashire,  for  a 
Better  Observanoe  of  the  Lord's  Day.— By  Mr.  Hume, 
ftom  several  Ministers  of  the  Baptist  Denomination,  for 
the  Withdrawal  of  the  Regium  Donuro  Grant.— By  Mr. 
M'Gregor,  Arom  several  Sugar  Refiners,  against  the 
Admission  of  Foreign  Refined  Sugar. — By  Captahi 
Pediell,  firom  the  Journeymen  Bakers  of  Brighton,  for 
Inquiry  into  their  Grievances.— By  Mr.  Greenall«  (torn 
several  Lodges  of  the  Independent  Order  of  Odd  Fellows, 
for  an  Extension  of  the  Benefit  Societies  Act.— By  Mr. 
Cardwdl,  Arom  several  Merdiants,  and  Others,  of  Liver- 
pool, for  Extending  the  Habeas  Corpus  (Ireland)  Bill  to 
that  Place.— By  Mr.  M'Gregor,  from  Elisabeth,  Marga- 
ret, Ann,  and  Jane  Home,  oomplainhig  of  the  Conduct 
of  certain  Trustees,  who  withhold  a  Spedal  Bequest 
made  in  their  fisvour  in  1808. — By  Mr.  Masterroan, 
from  the  Corporation  of  the  London  Assurance,  agidnst 
the  Assurance  of  Life  Policies  BilL — By  Colonel  Lowther, 
from  Officers  employed  in  the  East  Ward  Union,  West- 
moreland, in  &vour  of  a  Superannuaticm  Fund  for  Poor 
Law  Officers. — By  Mr.  M'Gregor,  from  Robert  Rettie, 
Civil  Engineer,  for  an  Inquiry  respecting  the  Railway 
and  Marine  Night  Signals.— By  Mr.  Cardwell,  from  the 
Liverpool  Guardian  Society  for  the  Protection  of  Trade, 
in  favour  of  the  Remedies  against  the  Hundred  Bill.— 
By  Spoooer,  from  Colwlch,  Staffordshire,  in  favour  of 
the  Sale  of  Beer  Bill. 

LANDED  PROPERTY  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Mr.  S.  CRAWFORD  moved  that  the 
order  for  going  into  Committee  on  this  Bill 
bo  discharged.  At  this  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, he  felt  that  it  was  quite  hopeless  to 
proceed  with  the  Bill;  but  he  appealed  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Gi  Grey)  to 
2N2 
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take  care  that  the  ohjcct  of  this  Bill  should 
be  considered  by  the  Goyernment  previous 
to  the  next  Session.  He  hoped  that  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland  would  also  give  his 
attention  to  the  subject,  in  order  that  some 
Government  machinery  might  be  construct- 
ed for  the  better  working  of  the  Bill. 
Order  discharged.     Bill  withdrawn. 

REMEDIES  AGAINST  THE  HUNDRED 

BILL. 
Sir  W.  clay  moved  the  Second  Read- 
ing. He  explained  the  state  of  the  law. 
By  the  57th  of  Geo.  III.,  cap.  19,  remedy 
was  given  against  the  hundred  for  damages 
inflicted  by  a  riotous  assembly  upon  any 
shop  or  building,  and  the  inhabitants  of 
the  city,  town,  or  hundred,  were  bound  to 
make  full  compensation  to  the  person  dam- 
nified. Up  to  1827,  that  was  the  state  of 
the  law.  By  the  7th  and  8th  of  Geo.  IV., 
cap.  27,  all  prior  Acts  relating  to  the  lia- 
bilities of  the  hundred  for  injuries  by  riot- 
ous assemblages  were  repealed.  Scotland 
was  omitted  from  that  Act.  By  an  Act 
passed  in  the  same  Session  (cap.  31),  that 
liability  was  partially  restored;  and  the 
effect  of  the  law  of  1827  was,  that  there 
should  be  no  remedy  against  the  hundred 
unless  the  injuries  should  have  been  done 
by  persons  who  should  be  decided  to  have 
been  guilty  of  felony  by  the  Act.  By  an 
Act  of  the  same  year  (1827),  it  was  made 
felony  to  demolish,  pull  down,  or  destroy 
any  buildings,  wholly  or  in  part,  by  per- 
sons riotously  assembled;  but  it  had  been 
held  by  judges  that  such  demolishing  or 
beginning  to  demolish  was  not  felony  with- 
in the  meaning  of  the  Act,  unless  there 
was  evidence  that  the  rioters,  if  not  pre- 
vented by  the  civil  power,  would  have  to* 
tally  demolished  the  premises.  This  was 
a  very  anomalous  state  of  the  law,  and,  to 
render  it  still  more  so,  a  different  system 
prevailed  in  Scotland ;  for  the  7th  and  8th 
of  Geo.  IV.  did  not  extend  to  Scotland, 
but  the  57th  of  Geo.  III.  did  extend  to 
Scotland;  so  that  at  the  present  moment 
the  law  in  that  country  was  in  the  same 
state  as  that  to  which  he  wished  to  restore 
it  in  England.  His  object  was  to  amend 
the  law,  so  that  in  aU  cases  of  damage  in- 
flicted upon  property,  the  party  damnified 
should  obtain  prompt  redress,  whether  the 
act  by  which  the  injury  was  inflicted  should 
be  esteemed  to  be  felony  or  only  misde- 
meanour. The  hon.  Member  concluded 
by  moving  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
"  Sir  G.  grey  said,  the  law  had  been 
altered  by   the   right   hon.   Baronet  the 


Member  for  Tamworth  when  Homo  Secre- 
tary; there  had  been  no  opposition  to  that 
alteration,  and  he  (Sir  G.  Grey)  could  not 
consent  to  the  restoration  of  the  law  to  the 
state  in  which  it  had  stood  before  that  al- 
teration, so  as  to  make  the  hundred  liable 
for  every  pane  of  glass  that  might  be 
broken.  The  reason  the  principle  of  the 
Act  now  in  force  was  not  fully  carried  out, 
was  owing  to  the  absurd  distinction  be- 
tween felony  and  other  offences;  for  the 
law  said  that  the  offence  must  be  felony  to 
make  the  hundred  liable.  Although  be 
was  not  prepared  to  go  the  length  of  this 
Bill  in  altering  the  law,  he  was  quite  will- 
ing to  consider  whether  some  better  test 
than  felony  might  not  be  applied  to  the 
offence  making  the  hundred  liable.  At 
the  same  time  he  could  not  consent  to 
make  the  hundred  liable  in  every  case. 
Bill  read  a  second  time. 

SALE  OF  BEER. 

Bill  read  a  third  time. 

Mr.  C.  BERKELEY  proposed  the  omis- 
sion from  the  Bill  of  the  words,  '^  before 
half-past  twelve  o'clock  in  the  aftemoon." 
His  object  was  to  strike  out  of  the  Bill  all 
words  requiring  public-houses  to  be  closed 
until  some  definite  time  on  the  Sunday, 
leavmg  in  the  Bill  the  provision  compelling 
them  to  be  closed  diuing  the  morning  ser- 
vice. 

House  divided  on  the  question  that  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Bill: — Ayes  59;  Noes  24:  Majority 
35. 

List  of  ike  Ayes.     . 

Arkwright,  G.  Henry,  A. 

Armstrong,  Sir  A.  Hood,  Sir  A. 

Armstrong,  R.  B.  Hope,  A. 

Bagshaw,  J.  Hotham,  Lord 

Beresford,  W.  Howard,  P.  H, 

Bernal,  R.  Hume,  J. 

Bramston,  T.  W.  Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 

Brisco,  M.  Jervis,  Sir  J. 

Brotherton,  J.  Jolli£k,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 

Buxton,  Sir  £.  N.  Kershaw,  J. 
GampbeU,  hon.  W.  F.       Legh,  G.  G. 

Cobden,  R.  Lewis,  G.  C. 

Courtenay,  Lord  Lockhart,  A.  E. 

Craig,  W.  G.  Maale,  rt.  hon.  F. 

Duncan,  G.  Mines,  R.  M. 

Duncuft,  J.  Monsell,  W. 

Edwards,  H.  Moody,  C.  A. 

Ferguson,  Sir  JL  A.  Morpeth,  Yisct. 

Forster,  M.  Newdegate,  C.  N. 

Frewen,  C.  H.  Paget,  Lord  A. 

Fuller,  A.  E.  Palmar,  R. 

Greenall,  G.  Pearson,  G. 

Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G.  Raphad,  A. 

Gwyn,  n.  Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 

Hastie,  A.  Rntherfiird,  A« 

Henley,  J.  W.  Saodan,  J. 
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Smith,  J.  B. 
Stafford,  A. 
Stanton,  W.  IT. 
Willoughby,  Sir  H. 
Wilson,  M. 
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Wood,  W.  P. 
Wortloy,  rt.  hon.  J.  S. 

TELLERS. 

Duckworth,  Sir  J.  T.  B. 
Patten,  J.  W. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Stuart,  H. 
Tenison,  £.  K. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Townlcy,  R.  G. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Wakley,  T. 
Wall,O.B. 
Williams,  J. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 

TELLERS. 

Berkeley,  hon.  C.  F. 
Gibson,  M. 


Divett,£. 
£Uiot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Evans,  Sir  De  L. 
fltzGerald,  W.  R.  S. 
Fox,  W.  J. 
Greene,  J. 
Heald^J. 
Hodgson,  W.  N. 
iiUsMngton,  C. 
Osborne,  R. 
Peohell,  Capt. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Salwey,  Col. 
Spooner,  R. 

Mr.  M.  GIBSON  moved  the  omission  of 
all  the  words  relating  to  the  closing  of  puh- 
lie-houses  until  the  termination  of  divine 
service. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  words  stand  : — Ayos  58;  Noes  25  : 
Majority  33. 

Mb.  HUME  moved  to  strike  out  from 
Clause  4  the  words  *'  ready-made  coffee  or 
tea." 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  words  stand: — Ayes  34;  Noes  44: 
Majority  10. 

List  of  tTie  Ayes. 


AriLwright,  G. 
Armstrong,  R.  B. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Brisoo,  M. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Boxton,  Sir  E.  N. 
Carow,  W.  H.  P. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Dick,  Q. 
Duncaft,  J. 
Edwards,  H. 
FitsGerald,  W.  R.  S. 
Frewen,  0.  II. 
FuUer,  A.  E. 
Greenall,  G. 
Grogan,  E. 
Gwyn,  II. 
neald,  J. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 


Hope,  A. 
Ilotham,  Lord 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  U. 
JoiUffe,  Sir  W.  G.  II. 
Lewis,  G.  0. 
Lockhart,  A.  E. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Moody,  0.  A. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Raphael,  A. 
Rutherford,  A. 
Sandars,  G. 
Spooner,  R. 
Townlcy,  R.  G. 
WUson,  M. 

TELLERS. 

Newdcgate,  C.  N. 
Patten.  J.  W. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Anderson,  A. 
Armstrong,  Sir  A. 
Berkeley,  hon.  II.  F. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C.  F. 
Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Cobden,  R. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Courtenay,  Lord 
Divett,  E. 
Dodd,G. 
Diiokwortb,  SirJ.  T.B. 


Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
Evans,  Sir  De  L. 
Forster,  M. 
Fox,  W.  J. 
Greene,  J. 
Hall,  Col. 
Ilastie,  A. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hildyard,  R.  C. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hodgson,  W.  N. 


Howard,  P.  H. 
Lushington,  C. 
M'Cullagh,  W.  T. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Osborne,  R. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Palmer,  R. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Robartes,  T.  J. 
Salwey,  Col. 
Sidney,  Aid. 
Smyth,  Sir  II. 


A. 


Spearman,  H.  J. 
Stafford,  A. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Stuart,  H. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Williams,  J. 
Willoughby,  Sir  H. 
Wortley,  rt.  hon.  J.  S. 

TELLERS. 

Hume,  J. 
Wakley,  T. 


Words  omitted.     Bill  passed. 

Ilouse  adjourned  at  a  quarter-past  Five. 
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TJmrsday,  August  3,  1848. 

MiJfUTXJu]  Public  Bills.— S*  Bankrupts'  Release;  Re- 
gents'  Quadrant  Colonnade. 

PETITION B  Prbsbntrd.  Fiom  the  Grand  Jury  and  Ma- 
gistrates of  the  County  of  Leicester,  for  the  Establish- 
ment of  Reformatory  Institutions  for  Juvenile  OfTenders. 
—By  Lord  Stanley,  From  North  Meols,  and  Parish  of 
Ruffbrd,  against  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on 
Sundays.— From  the  Presbytery  of  Strathbogie,  praying 
for  Inquiry  into  the  Necessity  of  Endowments  of  Schools 
for  the  purposes  of  Education  (Scotland). 

STATE  OF  IRELAND. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  that  in  pur- 
suance of  the  notice  which  he  had  given, 
although  it  was  not  in  the  Notice-paper,  he 
rose  to  move — 

"  That  .in  huniblo  Address  bo  presented  to  Iler 
Majesty  for  Copy  ot*  any  Proclamation  issued 
by  The  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  for  the 
Apprcliension  of  Persons  charged  with  treason- 
able Ollbuces." 

There  was  no  opposition  to  this  Motion; 
but,  in  moving  it,  he  wished  to  take  the 
opportunity,  before  the  Session  closed,  of 
offering  a  few  observations  on  a  subject  of 
the  highest  importance,  namely,  the  pre- 
sent disturbed  state  of  the  sister  country. 
He  thought  that  this  most  preposterous 
movement — this  most  unjustifiable  breach 
of  the  law — this  outrage  upon  the  public 
peace — dictated,  to  all  appearance,  by 
misguided  enthusiasm  on  the  part  of  some 
misled  people,  but  by  personal  vanity  on 
the  part  of  others — that  this  rebellion,  for 
the  first  time  become  not  merely  detest- 
able, but  even  more  contemptible  than 
detestable,  because  it  seemed  to  have 
arisen,  not  from  ambition,  but  from  mere 
personal  vanity — that  this  most  monstrous 
violation  of  social  order  had  reached  its  end 
for  the  present,  and  that  the  vigorous 
exertions  of  the  law  by  the  lawful  authori- 
ties of  that  country  would  prevent  it  from 
breaking  out  again,  at  least  for  a  season. 


1099 


State  of 


{LORDS} 


Ireland. 


1100 


And  if  any  one  thing  could  give  more 
confidence  than  another  of  this  happy  re- 
sult hoing  attained,  it  would  be  the  ap- 
pointment, the  wise  and  judicious  appoint- 
ment, of  Sir  Henry  Ilardinge.  [A  Noble 
Lord  :  Lord  Ilardinge.]  He  begged  par- 
don— Lord  Hardinge;  but  it  was  very  na- 
tural to  refer  to  the  name  which  had  been 
illustrated  by  deeds  of  such  transcendent 
excellence  as  that  which  had  marked  the 
career  of  that  eminent  person,  rather  than 
to  the  title  by  which  he  had  been  in  some 
small  degree  compensated  for  those  illus- 
trious achievements.  And  when  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  said  that  great  commendation 
was  due  to  his  noble  Friend  (the  Duke  of 
Wellington)  for  having  made  so  judicious 
a  selection,  and  to  the  Government  for 
having  adopted  it,  he  ought  to  add  that 
great  comipendation  was  also  due  to  that 
great  captain  for  having  undertaken  the 
service;  for,  coming  as  it  were  from  under 
the  shade  of  those  laurels  under  which  he 
was  seeking  the  blessing  of  that  repose  he 
had  so  well  earned,  and  putting  himself  in 
a  position  which  must  be  anything  rather 
than  gratifying  to  a  British  soldier  to  fill. 
Lord  Ilardinge  had  shown  another  instance 
of  that  self-denial  which  had  marked  his 
whole  course,  and  had  afforded  a  marvel- 
lous contrast  and  a  memorable  example  to 
those  wretched  persons  against  whom  he 
had  to  act;  for,  not  consulting  his  per- 
sonal glory,  his  ambition,  or  his  love  of 
fame,  he  liad  taken  a  secondary  command 
under  an  excellent  officer.  Sir  Edward 
Jilak eney,  now  in  chief  command  of  the 
forces  in  Ireland;  he  had  shown  that  he 
]>elongod  to  the  school  of  his  noble  and 
ilhistriouR  Friend;  and,  in  imitation  of  his 
noble  Friend's  example,  he  looked  not  who 
was  leader  on  his  right  or  on  his  left  when 
lie  liad  a  public  duty  to  discharge,  but  at 
once  and  instantly  sacrificed  all  personal 
considerations  for  the  good  of  his  country. 
Of  him  it  might  be  justly  said,  as  had 
l>een  Haid  of  another  great  man  in  ancient 
tirnen — Plurimum  audacice  ad  capessenda 
periada,  plurimum  in  ipsis  periculis 
iUiUidantuii  et  concilii.  lie  (Lord  Broug- 
hiiui)  had  a  right  to  consider  it  of  the 
gr<:at*'ht  coiiHcquencc  that  Lord  Hardinge 
w//uld  [i\wii  the  advantage  of  his  assistance 
\u  council  to  the  head  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ii*ci,t;  ho  tlmt  the  noble  Lord  would  not 
iiuv'c  gono  over  to  that  country  in  vain, 
;i-tl.ou/jrli  umttrjrH  might  have  been  decided 
bc^/rc  iii.i  arrival  there.  J^ut,  though  the 
diht*i*  bailee  was  over  for  the  present,  he 
(L</rd  J^roughttui)  was  by  no  means  pro- 


pared  to  be  lulled  into  a  state  of  absolntc 
security  in  respect  to  the  future.      He  did 
not  see  reason  to  believe  that  all  this  mass 
of  wickedness   and  folly    and    discontent 
which  had  for  so  long  a  time  been  suffered 
to  collect  and  ultimately  ferment  till  it  had 
broken  out  into  something  like  a  flame, 
could  all  of  a  sudden  be  extinguished  and 
reduced  to  order;  or  that  the  parties  to  it 
could  be  speedily   reckoned  among    the 
peaceful  population  of  the  country.     Cir- 
cumstances might  still  require  the  continu- 
ance of  a  firm  administration  of  those  new 
powers  which  had  been  conferred  upon  the 
Irish  Government;  and  he  confidentiy  be- 
lieved that  neither  their  Lordships  nor  the 
country  would  have  reason  to  complain  of 
the  manner  in  which  those  powers  would 
be  used.     Though  ho  did  not  wish  to  re- 
flect upon  the  past,  yet,  with  a  view  to  the 
futtu*e,  and  to  gather  from  the  past  a  guide 
for  their  future  conduct,  he  could  not  avoid 
casting  his  eye  back  a  little  to  what  was 
said  to  be  the  cause  of  this  incipient  re- 
bellion.     No  doubt  one  could  not  erase 
from  one's  memory  all  the  events  of  latter 
years,  as  one  might,  as  it  were,  the  figures 
from  a  slate,  after  the  balance  bad  been 
cast  up  and  the  account  finally  settied.  He 
feared  that  the  accounts  were  as  yet  not 
finally  settled;  and  it  was  that  fear  which 
placed  him   under  the    necessity,   for   a 
minute  or  two,  of  referring  to  the  figures 
which  had  led  to  the  present  unhappy  re- 
sult.    Now,  he  would  say  nothing  of  the 
long  series  of  misgovemment  nnder  which 
Ireland,  by  all  Administrations)  had  been 
suffered  to  linger,  and  by  which  its  march 
towards  prosperity  had  been  retarded.    He 
would  say  nothing  of  its  religions  dissen- 
sions, or  of  the  peculiar  circumstances  of 
the  landowners,  or  of  the  peasantry  of 
Ireland,  though  he  owned  he  had  heard 
with  the  greatest  satisfaction  the  result  of 
the  Committee  which  had  been  presided 
over  by  his  noble  Friend  opposite  (Lord 
Monteagle) — he    meant  the    Colonisation 
Committee.     He  believed  that  their  Lord- 
ships could  not  better  employ  themselves 
during  the  ensuing  vacation  than  in  study- 
ing   the    evidence    and    the    reports    of 
that    Committee.      They  would    find    in 
those   reports   suggestions  of   a  practical 
nature.     The  subject  of  colonisation  was 
not    new  to   him    (Lord    Brougham),  for 
he    believed   that   forty-eight  years    had 
elapsed  since  he  had  first  given  his  atten- 
tion to  it.     Although  he  had  been  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Committee,  and  felt  a  very  deep 
interest  in  the  subject,  he  had  been  unable 
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to  attend  more  than  once  or  twice,  as  he 
had  other  husiness  of  importance  to  attend 
to;  hut,  if  he  had  heen  ahle  to  have  heen 
present,  he  should  have  found  presented 
to  his  mind  very  important  suggestions  on 
the  suhject  of  emigration.     This  subject 
of  colonisation,  as  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Monteagle)  well  knew  had  occupied 
his  attention,  not  merely  of  late  years,  but 
long  since  he  had  carefully  considered  the 
matter.     They  proposed  to  deal  with  one 
of  the  most  important  parts  of  colonisa- 
tion.    The  question  was  not  as  to  mere 
emigration,  but  as  to  the  proper  course  to 
be  token  by  the  mother  country  to  people 
the  colonies.     He  thought  that  the  labours 
itf  the  Committee  would  throw  great  light 
on  the  path  they  ought  to  pursue,  and 
would  enable  them  to  proceed  to  a  safe 
and  practical  end.     He  would  refer  to  one 
di£Seulty  with  which  they  would  have  to 
contend.     This  country  had  colonies  with 
immense  resources,  and  fertile  regions  in 
Australia,  and  all  but  boundless  regions  of 
the  finest  land  in  North  America,  with  a 
most   scanty  and  inefficient   population; 
and,  as  was  said  by  his  lamented  friend 
the  former  Governor  of  our  possessions  in 
that  part  of  the  world,  he  meant  the  late 
Eaii  of  Durham,  who  said  in  his  report 
that  the  unoccupied  lands  in  Canada  were 
far  more  fertile  than  the  fertile  lands  ad- 
jacent to  them  in  the  United  States.     To 
enltiyate  and  to  turn  to  account  all  these 
bonndless  regions,  and  to  take  adyantagc 
of  rich  domains  which  were  hardly  limited 
in  extent,  and  by  numerous  rivers  and  har- 
bours most  admirably  adapted  for  the  pur- 
poses of  commerce — to  take  advantage  of 
all  these  resources,  they  had  a  most  scanty 
and  insufficient    population.     He    would 
merely  refer  to  one  fact  which  had  come 
out  before  the  Committee,  and  with  which 
his  noble  Friend  opposite  must  be  well 
acquainted.     What  would  the  House  think 
when  he   stated  that  it  had  been  found 
on  undoubted  evidence  that  in  Australia 
900,000  sheep,  or  somewhere  near  a  mil- 
lion of  sheep,  had  been  obliged  to  be  sacri- 
ficed and  put  to  death,  in  consequence  of 
the  impossibility  of  the  inhabitants  to  find 
a  sufficient  number  of  shepherds  to  tend 
their  fiocks.     If  he  had  wished  for  an  il- 
lustration to  show  the  wants  of  the  colo- 
nies in  this  respect,  and  if  ho  spoke  for 
hours  on  the  subject,  he  could  not  give  a 
more  striking  proof  of  the  necessity  of  his 
proposition,  namely,  that  every  safe  and 
proper  means  should  be  taken  for  increas- 
ing the  population  of  the  colonies.     It  was 


clear  to  demonstration  that  the  influx  of 
labour  into  the  colonies  would  not  only* 
make  them  flourish,  but  it  would  also  be 
attended  with  the  influx  of  capital  into 
them ;  for  where  there  was  a  want  of  la- 
bour it  was  impossible  that  capital  to  any 
considerable  extent  could  flow  thereto. 
But  do  not  let  it  for  a  moment  be  ima- 
gined that  there  were  not  difficulties  in 
connexion  with  the  question  of  emigration; 
on  the  contrary  there  were  very  great  diffi- 
culties to  be  contended  with.  He  would 
mention  one  or  two  of  them.  They  wanted 
to  remove  from  the  mother  country  a  por- 
tion of  the  excess  of  population  to  the  co- 
lonies, in  order  to  do  good  both  to  the  mo- 
ther country  and  the  colonies;  but,  unhap- 
pily, it  did  so  chance  that  the  very  sort  of 
people  whom  the  colonies  most  wanted, 
were  the  very  sort  of  people  whom  the 
mother  country  wished  the  least  to  spare. 
It  was  not  the  desire  of  the  mother  coun- 
try to  send  out  to  the  colonies  a  number 
of  dissolute,  lazy,  and  idle  persons,  who 
nevertheless  reaUy  formed  tlie  excess  of 
her  population;  she  did  not  wish  to  send 
out  criminals,  that  they  might  repeat  their 
offences  in  the  colonies.  No  such  thing. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  mother  country  did 
not  want  to  send  away  the  industrious  and 
the  honest ;  for  it  was  the  bad  she  wanted 
to  get  rid  of,  and  not  the  good.  Here,  theup 
was  the  difficulty;  but  he  could  not  help 
expressing  his. fervent  hope  that  a  real  re- 
medy for  the  evils  under  which  Ireland 
had  long  laboured,  would  be  found  in  a 
judicious  application,  as  far  as  was  possi- 
ble, of  those  principles  of  colonisation 
which  had  been  at  length  recommended  by 
a  Committee  of  their  Lordships'  House. 
He  would  not  dwell  further  upon  this 
point ;  but  he  could  not  dismiss  the  sub- 
ject on  which  he  had  been  addressing  their 
Lordships  without  saying  that  there  were 
evils  in  the  present  unnatural  state  of  Ire- 
land— a  state  now  becoming,  he  feared, 
habitual  to  the  people — which  he  appre- 
hended they  had  treated  too  mildly  in  the 
beginning.  They  had  allowed  things  to 
go  on  under  the  notion — and  a  very  laud- 
able notion — of  not  interfering  with  the 
right  of  the  people  to  meet  in  public  and 
discuss  their  grievances.  They  were  afraid 
to  trespass  upon  the  right  of  discussion,  or 
what  was  now  called,  by  a  new  technology, 
agitation,  which  he  (Lord  Brougham)  un- 
derstood in  a  meeker  and  milder  sense  to 
mean  only  discussion,  but  which  in  the 
stronger  and  major  sense  meant  something 
like  resistance.     Constant  meetings  were 
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held,  and  addresses  made  to  large  popular 
«  assemblies  in  different  places,  varying  only 
in  character  as  to  their  days  of  meeting, 
hut  forming  in  reality  only  one  body,  and 
all    agreeing   in    one   bad   spirit.     These 
things  were  allowed  to  go  on,  week  after 
week,  and  year  after  year,  as  if  there  were 
80  many  Parliaments  sitting    in  Dublin, 
Cork,  and  Limerick,  at  the  same  time. 
The  meetings  were  held  under  various  pre- 
tences; sometimes  electioneering,  and  at 
other  times  for  discussion,  but  at  all  times 
fqr  agitation.  Their  Lordships  had  allowed 
all  this  to  go  on  until  it  had  come  to  pass 
that  there  was  now  one  Parliament  sitting 
here  by  law  in  London,  and  another  Par- 
liament sitting  in  Dublin,  if  not  contrary 
to  law,  certainly  in  such  a  way  as  to  lead 
to,  and  tending,  peradventure,  to  a  breach 
of  the  law.     That  was  what  had  been  go- 
ing on  year  after  year,  for  purposes  of 
Agitation  and  organisation.     Then,  again, 
a  revenue  had  been  raised  by  these  popu- 
lar bodies.     He    would   remind  them   of 
what  occurred  with  respect  to  some  of  the 
Wliig  leaders  in  the  years  1794,  1795, 
and  1796,  at  the  time  Mr.  Pitt  was  Minis- 
ter.    A  loyal  subscription  was  raised  for 
the  purpose  of  aiding  the  Government  in 
carrying  on  the  war,  when  his  much-la- 
mented friend,   the  late  Lord  Grey,  and 
Mr.  Fox,  moved  resolutions  in  the  other 
House,  that  it  was  con  tray  to  law  and  the 
constitution  to  raise  money  for  such  pur- 
poses without  the  consent  of  Parliament. 
What  would  Mr.    Fox   have   said,    when 
he  declared  that  it  was  illegal  to   raise 
funds    for    the    purpose    of    aiding    the 
Government,   if  he   had  found  that   mo- 
ney, under  the  name  of  rent,  was  raised, 
not  to  aid  the  Government,  but  to  put 
it   down ;   not  to  preserve  the  peace  of 
the  country,  but  to  break  it;  not  to  sup- 
press the  French  Revolution,  but  to  pro- 
duce a  revolution  nearer  home?     These 
arguments  against  raising  money  by  sUch 
means  would  have  derived  very  consider- 
able weight  from  the  nature  of  the  purposes 
for  which  it  was  raised.     This  illegal  Par- 
liament in  Ireland,  then,  had  gone  on  bor- 
rowing money,  not  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
alms  or  relieving  distress,  but  for  purposes 
the  most  dangerous  to  the  peace  of  society. 
Tlicse  proceedings  had  been  allowed  to  be 
carried   on  against  the  constituted  autho- 
rity of  Parliament,  and  the  authors  of  this 
agitation   had  been  permitted  to  carry  on 
these  proceedings  to   the  extent  of  open  | 
"  n.      When  they   sullered   men    to 
'  ingerous  seeds,  such  must  they 


expect  they  would  reap.  The  result  had 
been  that  the  whole  country — at  least,  if 
not  universally  yet  topically  all  over  the 
country,  had  talked  of  open  rebellion. 
They  had  proceeded  to  make  the  peasantry 
soldiers  to  war  against  the  Government, 
and  they  had  openly  discussed  the  right  to 
resist  the  Government  with  arms.  These 
proceedings  had  been  allowed  to  go  on  to 
a  most  dangerous  extent.  On  this  point 
he  felt  bound  to  observe  that  he  had  never, 
in  the  whole  course  of  his  life,  read  with 
more  unfeigned  and  unmixed  astonish- 
ment any  document  which  had  emanated 
from  any  public  servant,  than  he  read  the 
letter  of  Mr.  Labouchere,  telling  the  Irish 
people  that  it  was  their  right  to  carry  arms 
under  the  circumstances  which  he  mention* 
ed.  Their  right  to  carry  arms!  Who 
doubted  it  ?  Not  only  was  it  the  right  of 
every  subject  to  carry  arms,  but  even  re- 
sistance was  their  right,  and  might  in  some 
cases  become,  their  duty.  But  who  would 
preach  that  doctrine  in  a  country  full  of 
agitation?  Who  would  give  advice  that 
resistance  was  a  right,  to  a  people  who 
were  all  but  arrayed  in  rebellion  against 
the  Government  ?  Who  but  a  driveUer  or 
a  madman  ?  Led  away  by  his  own  feelings 
in  admiration  of  that  maxim,  the  right 
hen.  Gentleman  had  suffered  himself  to 
use  language  most  ill-timed  and  most  ill- 
placed.  WeU,  having  come  to  this  state 
of  things,  what  was  to  be  done  ?  He  did 
not  suppose  the  spirit  of  insurrection  was 
yet  put  down.  It  was  not  enough  that 
the  leaders  had  for  a  time  been  subdued. 
The  rebel  chief  might  be  prosecuted  for 
horse-stealing,  and  might  suffer  for  it  as 
others  had  done,  for  aught  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  knew.  He  might  be  held  up 
to  that  ridicule  which  he  had  brought  upon 
himself  and  upon  his  cause.  But  that 
ridicule  he  (Lord  Brougham)  must  look 
over — 

" Hi  joci  aeria  ducunt 

In  mala." 

He  must  look  to  what  might  come  from 
abler  chiefs.  Their  Lordships  might  hear 
of  no  more  outrage;  but  the  agitators  would 
not  be  quiet.  They  would  have  i-ecourso' 
to  secret  meeting,  and  to  a  system  of  clubs. 
Such  was  his  entire  belief;  and  he,  there- 
fore, tendered  that  suggestion  respectfully 
and  in  a  friendly  spirit  to  the  Government; 
and  earnestly  advised  them  to  consider  the 
propriety  of  speedily  taking  steps  by  legis- 
lation, if  the  law  was  not  at  present  suffi- 
cient, but,  if  sufficient,  then  by  executing 
the  law  to  prevent  those  secret  meetings 
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and  that  system  of  dubs.     When  he  saw 
that  fifteen  proclamations  had  been  issued 
—-that  eight  comities  and  parts  of  seven 
other  counties,  comprising  the  most  im- 
portant portion  of  Ireland,  had  been  pro- 
claimed, he  could  not  help  considering  how 
much  the  existence  of  clubs  had  contributed 
to  bringing  about  this  state  of  disturbance. 
The  measure  which   had  received   their 
Lordships'  sanction,  and  which  was  com- 
monly called  the  Suspension  of  the  Habeas 
Corpus  Act,  was,  in  his  opinion  a  most 
important    preventive    measure;    but,   as 
Burke  had  observed  long  ago,  it  was   a 
necessary  evil  of  all  preventive  measures 
that,  although  of  all  others  the  best,  al- 
though of  all  others  the  most  beneficial, 
they  always  lacked  somewhat  of  evidence 
in  Uieir  justification;  that,  just  in  propor- 
tion to  their  being  effectual  for  their  object, 
the  mischief  they  were  intended  to  prevent 
never  rose  to  our  sight — we  never  saw  the 
cause  which  justified  them.     On  this  side 
of  the  water  he  felt  convinced  that  no  ob- 
jection would  be  urged  against  this  enact- 
ment, and  he  was  sure  that  it  would  be 
foimd  most  beneficial  in  aiding  in  the  re- 
storation of  tranquillity.     Even  if  no  such 
measure   had  passed,    he  did  not  expect 
that  anything  like  a  convulsion  leading  to 
a  dismemberment  of  the  empire  would  have 
taken  place;  but  still  there  could  be  no 
doubt  but  that  a  great  deal  of  bloodshed 
and  a  great  deal  of  misery  would  have  re- 
sulted, above  all  to  innocent  persons,  not 
merely  to  the  dupes  of  the  traitorous  par- 
ties, but  to  others  who  would  have  no  share 
whatever  in  the  disturbances  that  would 
take  place.     He  had  thrown  out  a  sugges- 
tion the  other  day  to  his  noble   Friend, 
which  he  hoped  would  be  taken  into  con- 
sideratioiv  by  the  Government,  with  respect 
to  the  inconvenience  of  a  long  prorogation 
of  Parliament   at    such  a  period  as  the 
present.      He  had  made  the  suggestion, 
because  he  knew  what  the  effect  would  be 
of  Parliament  sitting,   and  of  those  evil- 
minded  persons  knowing  that  a  few  hours 
could  only  pass  over  before  the  Legislature 
interposed,   with  whatever    powers  might 
be  necessary  to  put  down  any  attempt  at 
disturbances  that  they  might  perpetrate. 
Before  sitting  down,  he  wished  to  say  one 
word  as  to  what  had  taken  place  with  re- 
spect to  the  passing  of  the  last  measure  of 
coercion.     Their  Lordships  had  a  Standing 
Order  which  prevented  any  measure  from 
going  through  more  than  one  stage  in  a 
single  day.     That  Standing  Order  might 
be  dispensed  with;  but  that  they  had  un- { 


fortunately  the  Standing  Order,  No.  104, 
which  required  that  no  Standing  Order  oJF 
their  Lordships'  House  could  be  dispensed 
with  without  one  day's  notice.     The  reso- 
lution which  their  Lordships  had  come  to 
on  Monday  week  was,  therefore,  in  effect, 
that  whereas  one  Standing  Order  provided 
that  no  Bill  be  passed  through  more  than  one 
stage  in  any  day,  and  another  Standing 
Order  provided  that  no  Standing  Order  of 
the  House  be  rescinded  without  twenty- 
four  hours'  notice;  be  it  therefore  ordered 
that  the   Lord  Chancellor  shall  put  the 
question  three  or  four  times  over  in  one 
sitting.     He  thought  that  a  rather  absurd 
non  sequitur  to  arrive  at;  and  as  there 
could  be  no  doubt  but  that  it  might  be 
necessary   to  pass    to   measure    through 
all  its  stages  at  a  single  sitting,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  Standing  Order  No.  104 
ought  not  to  be  continued.     In  1794  Mr. 
Pitt  passed  his  measure   through  all  its 
stages  in  a  single  day ;  and  again,  when 
the  mutiny  broke  out  in   1798,  a  similar 
course   was   adopted.      Again,   in   1803, 
when  the  news  arrived  of  the  massacre  of 
Lord  Kilwarden  in  Dublin,  a  Bill  similar 
to  that  lately  adopted  by  their  Lordships 
was  passed  through  all  its  stages,  in  both 
Houses  of  Parliament,  in  a  single  night. 
If  the  Government  had  asked  their  Lord- 
ships to  adjourn  for  one  hour  on  Saturday, 
until  the  Bill  had  passed  through  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  and  if  they  had  adopt- 
ed the  precaution  of  having  the  Court  in 
town,  the  measure  might  have  been  sent 
over   to  Dublin  on    Saturday  night,  and 
thus  certain  disaffected  persons  might  have 
been  arrested  before  they  could  have  had 
time  to  leave  the  city.     Having  thus  di- 
rected the  attention  of  their  Lordships  and 
of  the  Government  to  these  topics,  and 
more  especially  to  the  necessity  of  sup- 
pressing the  club  organisation,  and  with  a 
cordial  hope  that  they  would  hear  no  more 
for  the  present  of  rebellion  in  Ireland,  he 
would  beg  to  move  for  the  production  of 
the  papers  to  which  he  had  already  alluded. 
The  Earl  of  WICKLOW  said,  that  as 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  alluded 
to  the  fact  of  seven  or  eight  counties  in 
Ireland  having  been  recently  proclaimed, 
he  wished  to  offer  a  few  words  of  explana- 
tion with  respect  to  one  of  these  counties 
(Wicklow),  with  which  he  was  more  imme- 
diately connected.     It  was  quite  true  that 
there    were    several   counties   in    Ireland 
guilty  of  rebellion  and  disaffection;  but  he 
could  answer  for  that  county,  that  it  was 
not  from  any  danger  of  disturbances  thei*o 
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Mj  Lords,  there  is  now  a  pause  in  the  op- 
position to  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
that  country;  but  as  the  insurrection  has 
come  to  a  sort  of  head  within  the  last  fort- 
night»  I  confess  that  I  feel  some  satisfac- 
tion in  feeling  that  it  has  manifested  itself 
with  sufficient  distinotriess  to  prove  in  the 
minds,  not  only  of  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try, bat  of  aU  mankind — the  utter,  the 
abominable  falsehood  of  the  reports  circu- 
lated in  that  country,  and  which  made  a 
part  of  the  stock  of  policy  made  use  of  by 
these  rebels,  in  endeavouring  to  bring 
their  guilty  desires  to  pass — ^that  not  only 
Her  Majesty's  soldiery  were  affected  with 
a  disloyal  spirit,  and  were  not  to  be  de- 
pended upon  in  the  event  of  a  conflict,  but 
also  that  the  police  in  that  country  were 
similarly  disaffected.  The  unfounded  na- 
ture of  that  charge  has  been  very  properly 
rotered  to  by  my  noble  Friend  behind  me 
(tlie  Earl  of  Wicklow).  I  perfectly  concur 
in  what  he  has  stated;  and  I  know  that 
from  those  best  acquainted  practically  with 
the  character  of  that  body,  the  assertion 
that  the  police  force  was  in  the  slightest 
degree  affected  by  a  spirit  of  disloyalty 
met  from  the  first  with  the  most  decisive 
refutation.  No  man  who  considers  every 
act  done  by  that  body,  individually  or  col- 
lectirely — ^for  there  have  been  instances  of 
individoal  loyalty,  and  judgment,  and  devo- 
tion, as  remarkable  as  those  which  have 
distingoished  the  forco  when  acting  toge- 
ther-wbut  must  admit,  that  on  every  occa- 
sion when  they  have  been  brought  into 
action,  the  most  unequivocal  proof  has  been 
afforded  that  on  that  body— ^composed  as 
it  is  of  Protestants  and  Catholics,  and  per- 
sons of  all  denominations  and  parties — the 
fullest  reliance  can  bo  placed — that  they 
are  conscious  of  the  duty  which  they  have 
to  perform,  and  are  determined  to  adhere 
to  it.  With  regard  to  the  observations 
which  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  has 
made  as  to  the  expediency  of  not  prorogu- 
ing Parliament,  or  at  all  events  of  keeping 
Parliament  within  roach,  in  the  event  of 
these  unfortunate  affairs  taking  a  different 
turn  from  what  we  hope  and  have  justly 
reason  to  expect  will  be  the  result,  I  may 
say,  that  it  is  not  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  prorogue  Parliament 
for  more  than  a  short  time  in  the  first  in- 
stance; for  although  it  is  probable  that  no 
state  of  things  may  arise  which  would  re- 
qairo  that  Parliament  should  be  assembled 
in  any  short  time,  I  think  it  necessary  that 
we  should  have  an  opportunity  of  calling 
Parliament  together  if  occasion  requu^s. 


My  noble  and  learned  Friend  has  alluded 
to  causes  affecting  the  state  of  the  popula- 
tion of  Ireland,  and  to  the  necessity  of  pro- 
moting emigration.  I  entirely  agree  with 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  as  to  the  im- 
portance of  this  subject.  It  is  one  that  is 
surrounded  by  difficulties;  but  these  diffi- 
culties ought  to  be  considered  with  a  view 
of  their  being  partially,  if  not  entirely  got 
rid  of;  and  the  subject,  I  can  assure  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  is  one  that  will 
engage  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. 

The  Earl  of  DBS  ART  said,  that  if  it 
had  not  been  for  the  treason-mongers  con- 
nected with  the  Irish  press,  and  the  dis- 
semination of  treasonable  speeches  and 
writings,  the  present  dangerous  state  of 
things  would  never  have  arisen;  and  he 
could  not  but  help  thinking  that  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  have  adopted  some 
steps  to  prevent  these  practices  at  an 
earlier  period.  He  had  seen,  in  March 
last,  that  one  of  these  treasonable  meet- 
ings had  been  held  in  Kilkenny,  at  which 
three  of  the  principal  speakers  were  magis- 
trates, and  one  of  these  persons,  Dr.  Cane, 
declared  that  he  was  ready  to  head  the  re- 
bels; and  if  he  fell  in  battle,  he  demanded 
that  the  city  of  Kilkenny  should  feed  and 
clothe  his  family.  These  persons  all  still 
held  Her  Majesty's  commission  of  the 
peace;  and  Dr.  Cane  presented  the  ano- 
maly of  having  that  commission  while  he 
was  at  the  same  time  lying  as  a  felon  in  a 
prison.  He  thought  that  if  proper  stops 
had  been  taken  in  time,  the  rebellion  would 
not  have  assumed  the  importance  which 
would  seem  to  have  attached  to  it  from  the 
fact  of  the  late  Governor  General  of  India 
having  been  sent  over  to  take  the  command 
of  the  troops  engaged  in  putting  it  down. 

The  Duke  of  WELLINGTON:  Al- 
though it  appears  to  me  to  be  agreed  upon 
on  all  sides  on  this  occasion,  from  what  has 
fallen  from  your  Lordships,  that  the  danger 
which  has  occurred  in  Ireland  is  not  likely 
to  occur  again,  and  that  there  is  no  proba- 
bility of  an  immediate  outbreak,  or  indeed 
of  any  outbreak  at  all,  in  consequence  of 
the  measures  that  have  been  taken  by  the 
authorities,  and  in  consequence  of  the  good 
conduct  of  those  bodies  that  have  been  re- 
ferred to  by  my  noble  Friend  who  spoke 
from  the  second  bench  (the  Earl  of  Wick- 
low), and  which  is  certainly  beyond  all 
praise;  although,  I  say,  it  appears  that 
there  is  no  probability  of  any  other  outrage 
taking  place  at  any  period,  still  I  think  it 
appears  to  be  agreed  by  all  your  Lordships 
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who  have  spoken  on  this  occasion — and  I 
entreat  of  all  your  Lordships  to  reflect  on 
this  state  of  things — that  a  conspiracy  still 
exists  throughout  Ireland — that  hodios  se- 
cretly formed,  bodies  among  vhom  there 
is  a  secret  combination,  bodies  trained  in 
some  degree  in  arms,  bodies  bound  toge- 
ther by  a  description  of  organisation  that 
can  be  turned  to  military  purposes — ^that 
these  bodies  do  exist  in  the  country,  that 
they  require  the  anxious  observation  and 
attention  of  the  Government,  and  that  Go- 
vernment must  still  continue  in  a  state  of 
preparation  to  resist  all  the  consequences 
that  may  result  from  the  existence  of  such 
bodies  in  that  country,  under  the  manage- 
ment and  direction  of  those  who  have  al- 
ready occasioned  this  outbreak,  which  we 
all  rejoice  has  been  so  easily  put  down. 
My  Lords,  I  am  happy  to  learn  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  continue  to 
attend  to  the  existence  of  these  bodies, 
and  that  they  intend  to  consider  the  pro- 
priety of  introducing  further  measures  to 
prevent  the  recuiTcnce  of  such  evils  as 
have  taken  place  in  future;  and  if  possible 
\o  guard  against  a  repetition  of  such  con- 
spiracies and  combinations  throughout  that 
country  as  have  obliged  this  country  to 
make  such  efforts  iu  order  to  put  down 
these  evil  consequences.  My  Lords,  iu  this 
contest  I  am  convinced  your  Lordships  will 
trust  to  Ilcr  Majesty's  Government  to  do 
everything  that  is  called  for,  and  that  you 
will  agree  in  the  adoption  of  such  measures 
as  they  may  think  necessary  until  the 
evils  of  which  we  complain  disappear  alto- 
gether. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  said,  that  he 
would  offer  a  very  few  words  on  this 
question;  but  he  wished  to  observe,  in  re- 
ference to  what  had  been  said  by  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Desart),  that  if 
any  complaint  was  to  be  made  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government,  for  having  con- 
fined themselves  within  legitimate  bounds, 
they  were  only  entitled  now  to  greater 
confidence  in  the  measures  that  they 
thought  ncccssaiy  to  recommend  to  Par- 
liament. But  the  measure  of  proclaiming 
the  county  Wicklow  and  other  peaceable 
places,  in  order  to  prevent  their  being  made 
receptacles  for  the  arms  removed  from  dis- 
turbed districts,  proved  the  inefficiency  of 
the  law.  Every  one  at  all  acquainted  with 
Ireland  knew  that  the  arming  of  the  pea- 
santry had  been  going  on  during  the  last 
two  years  as  regularly  as  the  arming  of  the 
dockyard  battalions.  And  the  consequence 
of  the  mode  of  operation  of  the  Act  had 


been,  that  the  respectable  classes  had  been 
deprived  of  their  arms  by  the  turbulent; 
whilst  those  who  ought  not  to  have  been 
allowed  to  be  possessed  of  arms,  could  not 
be  interfered  with  by  the  authorities,  ex- 
cept in  the  proclaimed  districts.  In  his 
(Lord  Monteagle's)  own  district,  he  did  not 
know  one  person  of  respectable  position  in 
life,  who  was  entitled  to  have  arms,  who 
had  not  been  despoiled  of  them  by  the  tur- 
bulent peasantry.  But  surely,  if  they  al- 
lowed the  house  of  every  well-disposed 
person  to  be  broken  into  by  the  turbulent, 
whilst  they  deprived  the  magistrates  of  the 
power  of  examining  the  houses  of  the  dis- 
affected, it  was  a  great  anomaly  in  their 
legislation.  Now,  whilst  they  had  military 
possession  of  Ireland,  the  work  most  re- 
quired to  be  done  was  to  get  possession  of 
all  the  arms  in  Ireland.  They  should  not 
bring  in  an  Arms  Act  of  a  temporary 
nature.  They  should  not  have  discussions 
upon  the  subject  every  second  or  third 
year.  They  should  at  once  make  the  de- 
privation of  arms,  or  at  least  the  restricted 
possession  of  arms,  in  Ireland,  a  permanent 
Act.  Before  he  sat  down,  he  should  say 
that  ho  entirely  concurred  in  the  observa- 
tions made  by  his  noble  and  leanied  Friend 
(Lord  Brougham)  upon  the  subject  of  colo- 
nisation ;  and  he  should  also  say,  that, 
although  they  had  hoard  from  the  highest 
authority  that  the  rebellion  was  at  au  end, 
and  that  it  had  been  put  down  by  the  noble 
conduct  of  the  constabulary,  he  yet  thought 
they  should  not  treat  the  outbreak  too 
lightly.  They  might  feel  assured  that  it 
had  been  prevented  from  exhibiting  any 
great  force  by  the  means  that  had  been 
adopted  to  put  it  down;  for  surely  no  one 
would  venture  to  say  that  it  could  have 
been  suppressed  by  the  constabulary  alone, 
without  the  strong  military  force  that  had 
been  prepared  to  assist  them.  His  noble 
and  learned  Friend  had  alluded  on  a  for- 
mer occasion  to  the  alleged  sympathy  ex- 
hibited in  the  United  States  for  the  Irish 
insurgents;  and  had  stated,  the  addition 
of  some  of  those  rebel  orators  might  add 
much  to  the  excitement  in  their  favour. 
But  he  (Lord  Monteagle)  had  reason  to 
know,  that  at  the  time  of  the  prevention 
of  tlie  apprehended  outbreak  in  London,  in 
April  last,  there  was  no  nation  on  the  face 
of  the  earth  that  felt  greater  delight  at  the 
manner  in  which  it  had  been  put  down  than 
the  soundest  portion  of  the  citizens  of  the 
United  States. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned. 
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HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  August  3, 1848. 

lliNrTM.]  Public  Bills. — !<>  Criminal  Law  Adminis* 
tration  Amendment;  Registen  of  Sasines,  &&,  (Scot- 
Umd). 

f9  ChttrcheB ;  Militia  Ballots  Suspcnnon. 

Beporttd. — ^London  (City)  Small  Debts;  Farmers'  Es- 
tate Society  (Ireland) ;  Paymaster's  Offices  Consolidation; 
Highway  Rates;  Distilling  from  Sugar. 

9*  and  pMsed : — Loan  Societies. 

Petitions  Pkbsbntko.  By  Lord  Ashley.  fh)m  Inhabi- 
tants of  Burton  Bradstock,  Dorsetshire,  in  fiivour  of  an 
Extension  of  the  Elective  Franchise.— By  Sir  R.  Peel, 
fkrom  the  Rector  of  Waterstock,  Oxford,  for  the  Preven- 
tk>n  of  Simoniacal  Practices  in  the  Church  of  England.— 
By  Lord  Ashley,  from  the  C(nigT^gation  of  Wesleyan 
Methodists  of  Fawcett  Street  Chapel,  in  the  Borough  of 
Sunderland,  fbr  a  Better  Observance  of  the  Lord's  Day. 
— By  Sir  James  Graham,  from  the  Parochial  Board  of 
Ae  United  Parishes  of  Liff  and  Benvie,  against  the  Mar- 
riage (Scotland)  Bill.— By  Lord  Ashley,  fh>m  the  Inhabi- 
tants of  Leamington,  in  favour  of  the  Places  of  Worship 
Sites  (Scotland)  Bill.— By  Mr.  Osborne,  firom  Walter 
GHlchrist  Whicker,  of  Portesham,  Dorset,  respecting  the 
Waste  Lands  in  New  South  Wales.— By  Lord  Ashley, 
ftom  Edward  Samuel  Byam,  for  an  Investigation  of  his 
Services.— By  Mr.  Bankes,  firom  the  Protestant  Inhabi- 
tants of  Bridport,  against  the  Diplomatic  Relations, 
Court  of  Rome,  Bill.— By  Lord  Ashley,  from  Reading, 
Ibr  Bnooursgement  to  Schools  in  Connexion  with  the 
Church  Education  Society  for  Ireland.— By  Mr.  G.  J. 
Turner,  flrom  John  Webb,  of  Coventry,  Enameller,  for 
Inquiry  leqiecting  the  Management  of  Guy's  Hospital. — 
By  Mr*  Packe,  Arom  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  County  of 
lieosrter,  for  the  Establishment  of  Industrial  and  Re- 
formatory Institutions  for  Juvenile  Oflfenders. — By  Mr. 
Clay,  ftom  the  Bonded  Creditors  of  the  St.  Marylebone 
and  FIndiley  Turnpike  Trust,  for  Continuing  the  Mary- 
lebone and  Findilcy  Road  Acts.— By  Lord  George 
Bsntindc,  from  the  Inhabitants  of  the  City  of  St  John, 
New  Bruaswidt,  against  a  Repeal  of  the  Navigation 
Laws.— ^7  Mr.  Jackson,  firom  the  Guardians  and  Over- 
seen of  the  Poor  of  the  Town  of  Tranmere,  Chester, 
In  (kvour  of  the  Poor  Law  Union  Charges  Bill.— By  Lord 
Ashley,  from  a  Number  of  Working  People  of  Stepney, 
in  favour  of  the  Public  Health  Bill.— By  Mr.  Duncan, 
from  the  Parochial  Board  of  Dundee,  against  the  Regis- 
tering Bfaths,  &c  (Scotiand)  BilL— By  Lord  Ashley, 
ftom  the  Rural  Deanery  of  North  Meols,  in  the  County 
of  Lancaster,  for  a  Repeal  of  the  Sale  of  Beer  Acts.— By 
Mr.  Duncan,  fttnn  the  Directors  of  the  Aberdeen  Me- 
ehanie^  Institution,  agabist  the  Scientific  Societies  Bill. 
— By  Mr.  Clay,  ftom  Ratepayers  of  the  Town  of  Kings- 
too-upoo-HuU,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Law  of  Settle- 

SUGAR  DUTIES  BILL. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  on  the 
question  that  the  duty  on  white  clayed,  or 
sugar  equal  to  white  clayed  not  heing  re- 
fined, be  for  every  cwt.  \5s.  2d, 

LOBD  Q.  BENTINCK  said,  that  the 
duty  of  15*.  2d,  as  now  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Baronet,  was  not  in  due  proportion  to 
the  duty  on  refined  sugar,  as  regulated  by 
the  old  scale  of  duties.  The  duty  in 
ihe  second  amended  scale  was  proposed  to 
be  ISs,  on  double  refined  sugar,  and  16^. 
on  single  refined,  that  being  a  reduction  of 
It,  6a,  for  the  higher  class  sugars,  and 
Is,  4d.  for  the  lower  class.  By  that  rule, 
white  clayed  sugar  was  charged  half  as 
between   muscovado    and    single    refined 


sugar,  which  made  the  duty  15^.  2d,  So 
long  as  the  duty  on  single  refined  sugar 
Avas  17^.  4d.,  that  might  have  been  a  fair 
distinction;  but  when  they  had  reduced  it 
to  I65.,  the  proper  rate  would  be  14^*  6d, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  might 
say  that  the  16«.  duty  was  an  amalgama- 
tion of  the  duties  of  ISs.  and  of  175.  4c/.; 
but  that  was  no  answer,  for  it  was  per- 
fectly clear  that  the  duty  should  have  been 
reduced  from  15^.  2d.  to  14^.  6d.  for  the 
years  1848  and  1849;  that  then  it  should 
be  reduced  to  13s.  4(i.,  and  in  1859  to 
125.  5d.  To  show  the  absurdity  of  the 
present  rate  as  it  stood,  it  was  only  neces- 
sary to  compare  the  difference  between  the 
muscovado  British,  and  the  foreign  brown 
clayed,  which  was  7s.  Then  let  them 
compare  the  duty  on  white  clayed  British, 
which  was  reduced  to  65.  5d.  So  in  pro- 
portion as  they  had  a  superior  classed 
article,  the  less  was  it  charged.  It  was 
95.  4(i.  on  double  refined  sugar,  it  was  7s, 
on  muscovado.  He  should  therefore  move 
the  substitution  of  145.  6d,  for  155.  2d, 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER had  imposed  a  higher  rate  of  duty 
on  the  white  clayed  sugar,  as  the  article 
imported  from  the  East  Indies  was  of  a 
finer  description  that  that  which  was  im- 
ported from  the  West  Indies.  He  did  pro- 
pose to  maintain  the  same  relative  differ- 
ences between  white  clayed  sugar  and  mus- 
covado. Ho  w^s  not  prepared  to  take 
from  the  West  Indies  the  advantages  thus 
obtained  from  them. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Amend- 
ment;—Ayes  29;  Noes  99:  Majority  70. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Barkly,  H. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Burrcll,  Sir  C.  M. 
Christy,  S. 
Dick,  Q. 
East,  Sir  J.  B. 
Edwards,  II. 
Floyer,  J. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gwyn,  H. 
Dalford,  Sir  II. 
Uamilton,  G.  A. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Ilildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hodgson,  W.  N. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 


Hornby,  J. 

Jollitfc,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 
Manners,  Lord  G. 
Newdcgate,  C.  N. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Robinson,  G.  II. 
Sandars,  G. 
Somerset,  Capt. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stuart,  J. 
Urquhart,  D. 
Vomer,  Sir  W. 

TELLERS. 

Hudson,  G. 
Anstey,  T.  C. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Abdy,  T.  N. 
Anderson,  A. 
Arundel  and  Surrey, 

Earl  of 
Baillie,  H.  J. 


Barron,  Sir  II.  W. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Berkeley,  bon.  Capt. 
Bouverie,  hon.  E.  l\ 
Bowles,  Adm. 


Baring,  rt.  hon.  Sir  F.    Bowring,  Dr. 
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Brothorton,  J. 
Brown,  W. 
Bunbury,  E.  II. 
CampboU,  Hon.  W.  F. 
Cardwell,  E. 
Chaplin,  W.  J. 
Cliolmcloy,  Sir  M. 
Clay,  Sir  W. 
Clements,  hon.  C.  S. 
Denison,  J.  E. 
Divett,  E. 
Dodd,  G. 
Duncan,  G. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Ebrington,  Viset, 
Elliee,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Evans,  Sir  D.  L. 
Fagan,  W. 
Ferguson,  Col. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Forster,  M. 
Forteacuo,  C. 
Fortcscue,  hon.  J.  W. 
Freestun,  Col. 
Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 
Gordon,  Adm. 
(xoulbum,  rt.  hon.  H, 
Grcnfoll,  C.  W. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Grosvcnor,  Earl 
Halliburton,  Lord  J.  F. 
Ilastio,  A. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hay,  Lord  J. 
Ilayter,  W.  G. 
lleadlam,  T.  E. 
Henry,  A. 
Hey  wood,  J. 
Ilobhousc,  rt.  hou.  Sir  J. 
Hodges.  T.  L. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Keppel,  hon.  G.  T. 
Laboucherc,  rt.  hon.  H. 


Lewis,  G.  C. 
Locke,  J. 
Lushington,  C. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
M'Grogor,  J. 
Marshall,  J.  G. 
Matheson,  Col. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Mcux,  Sir  II. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Morris,  D. 

Mostyn,  hon.  £.  M.  L. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
l*arker,  J. 
PecheU,  Capt. 
I'inncy,  W. 
Power,  Dr. 
Rendlesham,  Lord 
Rich,  H. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Ruthorfurd,  A. 
Sheil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Tancred,  II.  W. 
Tliompson,  Col. 
Tliornely,  T. 
Townshend,  Capt. 
Turner,  G.  J, 
Vyvian,  Sir  R.  R. 
Willcox,  B.  M. 
Willoughby,  Sir  II. 
Wilson,  J. 

Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wood,  W.  P. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 

TELLERS. 

Tufnell,  H. 
lliU,  Lord  M. 


On  the  second  division  of  the  Sche- 
dule, 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  observed,  that  in 
tliis  division  of  the  schedule  there  were  six 
fresh  blunders;  but  as  they  were  blunders 
in  favour  of  the  West  India  planters,  ho 
had  nothing  to  say  against  them.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Westbury  (Mr.  Wilson) 
shook  his  head.  So  he  had  to  the  other 
quarter  of  a  himdred  blunders  in  the 
scliemc;  and  it  was  only  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer became  convinced  of  the  mistakes, 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  became  suddenly 
convinced  of  them  also.  The  duty,  as  it 
was  proposed  for  1848-1849,  was  17*.; 
it  ought  to  be  16*.  6d.  The  duty  for 
1849-50  was  15*.  Sd.,  it  ought  to  be 
155.  3d,  The  duty  for  1850-51  was 
14s.  id.,  it  ought  to  be  14*.  The  duty 
for  1851-52  was  13s.,  it  ought  to  be 
12s.    3d.      The  duty  for   1852-53  was 


12s.  5d.,  it  ought  to  be  12s.  3d.  The 
duty  for  1853-54  was  lis.  lOd.,  it  ought 
to  be  lis.  6c?.  It  was  not  until  1854-55 
that  the  proposed  duty  became  correct. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  taken  a 
wrong  datum  line  for  his  caloulationB. 
There  was  another  trifling  blunder  of  little 
importance,  except  as  a  blunder.  The 
drawback  on  refined  sugar  was  intended 
to  be  Is.  Ad.  more  than  on  bastard  sugars. 
The  duty  ought  in  that  case  to  have  been 
16s.  3d,,  not  as  it  was  proposed  to  be, 
16s.  4d. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER was  understood  to  say  that  the 
noble  Lord  was  not  correct  in  the  grounds 
of  calculation  which  he  had  advanc^.  The 
schedule  was  of  very  little  importance;  but 
with  the  view  of  obtainmg  for  the  West 
India  body  a  greater  degree  of  protection 
than  they  now  enjoyed,  the  duty  on  Brit- 
ish brown  clayed  sugar  was  fixed  in  the 
same  proportion  above  that  on  muscovado 
sugar,  as  was  the  duty  on  foreign  brown 
clayed  above  that  on  foreign  muscovado. 

Lord  GEORGE  BENTINCK  moved 
the  restoration  of  Clause  6  of  the  Act 
9  and  10  Vic,  c.  63,  namely,  "  sugar  not 
to  be  entered,  bond  fide  the  growth  and 
produce  of  the  foreign  country  from  which  it 
IS  imported."  Theeficct  of  this  clause  would 
be  to  protect  the  refiner  of  this  country 
from  the  refined  sugar  of  the  Continent; 
and  the  warehouseman  of  this  country 
from  the  sugar  warehoused  in  Antwerp, 
Amsterdam,  and  Hamburg. 

Clause  brought  up  and  read  a  first  time. 
On  the  question  that  it  be  read  a  second 
time, 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayos  31; 
Noes  78:  Majority  47. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 
Hudson,  O. 


Anatey,  T.  C. 
Bentinck,  Lord  6. 
Briaco,  M. 
Christy,  S. 
Dodd,  G. 
East,  Sir  J.  B. 
Floyer,  J. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
(roulbum,  rt.  hon.  II. 
Grogan,  E. 
Gwyn,  H. 
Halford,  Sir  U. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Ilonloy,  J.  W. 
Hodgson,  W.  N. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Hornby,  J. 


Lockhart.  W. 
Meux,  Sir  H. 
Mullings,  J.  R. 
Nowdogatc,  0.  N. 
Paoke,  0.  W. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Seymor,  H.  K. 
Sibthorp,  Ool. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stuart,  J. 
Urauhart,  D. 
Willoughby,  Sir  H. 

TELLIB8. 

Barkly,  H. 
BaiUie,  H. 


List  of  the '^OEB. 


Abdy,  T.  N. 
Adair,  R.  A.  S. 


Anderson,  A. 
Anson,  hon.  €k>L 
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Tho   Committee  divided  :  —  Ayes  41 ; 
Noes  73  :  Majority  32. 


Armstrong,  B.  B. 
Arundol   and    Snrroy, 

Earl  of 
Barnard,  £.  G. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
BlaokaU,  S.  W. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
BuUor,  C. 
Bunbury,  E.  H. 
Gallaghan,  D. 
Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Clements,  hon.  G.  S. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Denison,  J.  £. 
Bivett,  E. 
Dnnoan,  6. 
Bandas,  Adm. 
Ehrington,  Visct. 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Forster,  M. 
Fox,  R.  M. 
Freestun,  Gol. 
GibM>n,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 
Greene,  J. 
GrenfeU,  C.  W. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Hallyburton,  Lord  J.  F. 
Haftie»A. 
Hay,  Lord  J. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Heywood,  J. 
Hobhonse,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Jeryis,  Sir  J. 
Laboaohere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lewis,  G.C. 
M'Oregor,  J. 


Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Morpeth,  Yisot. 
Morison,  Sir  W. 
Morris,  D. 
Mowatt,  F. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
Ogle.  S.  C.  H. 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
Parker,  J. 
PecheU,  Capt. 
Pinney,  W. 
Power,  Dr. 
Ricardo,  0. 
Rich,  n. 
Romillyi  Sir  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Shell,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Shelbumo,  Earl  of 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thompson,  G. 
Thomely,  T. 
Tollemache,  hon.  F.  J. 
Townshend,  Capt. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Wosthead,  J.  P. 
WUlcox,  B.  M. 
Williams,  J. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  rt.  hn.  Sir  0. 

TELLERS. 

Tufhell,  U. 
Craig,  G. 


Lord  GEORaE  BENTINCK  moved  a 
dause  to  permit  the  British  refiner  to 
enter  his  sugar  refined  in  bond  for  home 
consumption  on  the  same  terms  as  foreign 
refiined  sugars.  All  the  British  refiner 
asked  was,  that  he  should  be  placed  on  an 
equality  with  the  Dutch  refiner,  leaving  to 
the  Dutch  refiner  all  the  advantages  ho 
obtained  from  the  bounty  in  Holland. 

Clause  brought  up. 

On  the  question  that  it  be  read  a  second 
time, 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER opposed  it.  The  noble  Lord  was 
first  the  friend  and  then  the  opponent  of 
the  West  Indian  interest.  Such  a  clause 
as  this  would  not  be  palatable  to  tho  West 
Indian  interest.  Under  this  clause  it  would 
be  impossible  to  prevent  fraud.  He  was, 
however,  willing  to  consider  this  question 
before  next  Session;  but  if  any  measure 
urere  introduced  it  must  be  far  more  gene- 
ral than  that  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord. 
He  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  had 
lately  been  waited  upon  by  several  refiners, 
and  they  expressed  themselves  as  opposed 
to  the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord. 


List  of  the  Ayes. 


Anstey,  T.  C. 
Barkly,  U. 
Bcntinck,  Lord  G. 
Brisco,  M. 
Brown,  W. 
Christy,  S. 
Disraeli,  B. 
Divett,  E. 
Dodd,  G. 
Duncufb,  J. 
Fioycr,  J. 
Fox,  W.  J. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Greene,  J. 
Grogan,  E. 
Gwyn,  n. 
llalford.  Sir  H. 
Uamilton,  G.  A. 
Uastie,  A. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hodgson,  W.  N. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Hornby,  J. 


N. 


Hudson,  G. 
Lockhart,  A.  £, 
Lockhart,  W. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Mullings,  J.  R. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
Nowdegate,  C, 
Osborne,  R. 
Tacke,  C.W. 
Sandars,  G. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Sidney,  Aid. 
Somerset,  Capt, 
Spooner,  R. 
Stafford,  A. 
Stuart,  J. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Urquhart,  D. 
Williams,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Thompson,  G. 
Smith,  J.  B. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Abdy,  T.  N. 
Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Anderson,  A. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 
Armstrong,  R.  B. 
Arundol    and    Surrey, 

Earl  of 
BailUe,  H.  J. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
BcUew,  R.  M. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Blackall,  S.  W. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Buller,  C 
Bunbury,  E.  H. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Cholmeley,  Sir  M. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Duncan,  G. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Forster,  M. 
Fox.  R.  M. 
Freestun,  Col. 
GrenfeU,  C.  W. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Hay,  Lord  J. 
Hayter.  W.  G. 
Henry,  A. 
Heywood,  J. 
Hobhouso,rt.hon.  Sir  J. 
Hobhonse,  T.  B. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 


Howard,  P.  H. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  U. 
Lacy,  H,  C. 
Lasoelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
M'Grcgor,  J. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Morison,  Sir  W. 
Morris,  D. 
O'Connell.  M.  J. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Paget,  Lord  C, 
Parker,  J. 
Pinney,  W. 
Power,  Dr. 
Ricardo,  0. 
Rich,  II. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Shell,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Shclbumc,  Earl  of 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Somerville,  rt.  hn.SirW. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thomely,  T. 
ToUemacho,  hon.  F.  J. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Wosthead,  J.  P. 
Willcox,  B.  M. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 


TELLERS. 

Tufnell,  II. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 


House  resumed. 
Report  to  he  received. 
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CORRUPT  PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS 
BILL. 

House  in  Committee. 

On  the  2nd  Clause, 

Mr.  ANSTEY  reiterated  his  objections 
to  the  Bill.  It  was  an  ex  post  facto  mea- 
sure, violating  the  great  principle  of  juris- 
prudence, which  declared  that  no  man 
should  bo  tried  twice  for  the  same  offence. 
Ho  moved  the  omission  of  the  words 
**  made  on  the  spot  by  the  Commis- 
sioners.*' 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  words  stand  : — Ayes  79;  Noes 
16  :  Majority  63. 


of  the  Noes. 

Lygon,  hon.  Gon. 
Mullings,  J.  R. 
Ncwdegate,  C.  N. 
Rushout,  Capt. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Spooner,  R. 


List 

Arkwriglit,  G. 

Bennet,  P. 

Bcntinck,  Lord  G. 

Dick,  Q. 

Gwyn,  II. 

llcnley,  J.  W. 

llobhouso,  T.  B. 

Ilod;(«on,  W.  N.  tellerj 

IIocmI,  Sir  A.  AnHtcy,  T.  C. 

Hornby,  J.  Urquhart,  D. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  the  3rd  Clause  being  submitted  for 
consideration. 

After  two  more  divisions  on  Amendments 
proposed  by  Mr.  Anstey, 

The  House  resumed. 

Committee  to  sit  again. 

THE  URQUHART  CORRESPONDENCE. 
Lord  J.  RUSSELL  moved  to  discharge 
the  order  for  an  address  respecting  Mr.  Ur- 
(|uhart*8  correspondence,  and  to  substitute 
iwi  amended  order.  An  order  for  an  ad- 
dress was  made  on  the  3rd  April,  and, 
after  a  few  Words  from  his  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  the 
House  consented  to  the  order  being  made. 
Afterwards  an  address  was  moved  which 
his  noble  Friend  thought  was  in  accordance 
with  what  had  been  agreed  to  between  him 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  the  Motion 
accordingly  passed  without  opposition, 
being  at  once  agreed  to;  but  on  looking 
afterwards  at  the  address,  it  appeared  that 
the  address  was  for  the  correspondence  of 
a  particular  year — that  of  1 837,  which  was 
not  the  year  for  which  his  noble  Friend 
had  wished  to  give  the  correspondence. 
The  correspondence  which  his  noble  Friend 
proposed  to  give  was  the  correspondence 
between  Mr.  Backhouse  and  Mr.  Urquhart, 
of  the  years  1838  and  1839,  relating  to 
the  Portfolio,  The  address  which  was 
moved  was  for  papers  of  the  year  1837, 
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relating  to  the  recall  of  Mr.  Urquhart  from 
Constantinople.  His  noble  Friend  said 
that  if  his  attention  had  been  called  to  the 
date,  he.  should  not  have  consented  to  its 
production;  therefore  it  was  by  mistake, 
and  through  misunderstanding,  that  that 
address  was  ever  carried  as  an  unopposed 
address.  If  it  had  been  assented  to  by  his 
noble  Friend,  and  agreed  to  by  the  House, 
there  would  have  been  no  reason  for  re- 
scinding the  order;  but  as  it  had  been 
carried  as  an  unopposed  address,  he 
moved  that  the  order  be  rescinded,  for  the 
purpose  of  substituting  a  Motion  for  an 
address  for  copies  of  correspondence  be- 
tween Mr.  Urquhart  and  Mr.  Backhouse 
of  the  years  1838  and  1839,  instead  of  the 
year  1837. 

Mr.  urquhart  :  The  case  lies  in  a 
nutshell.  It  is  a  question  merely  of  vera- 
city. I  must  first  beg  the  House  to  ob- 
serve the  extraordinary  character  of  the 
Motion  before  it.  You  are  required  to 
rescind  an  order  to  adapt  it  to  a  false 
return  which  has  been  made,  and  papers 
are  to  be  given  to  me  which  1  never  asked 
for  and  will  not  take.  The  noble  Lord 
now  says  that  he  never  concurred  in  the 
Address.  His  words  are  on  record,  as  1 
shall  presently  show.  1  now  assert,  upon 
my  honour,  that  the  understanding  on  bis 
part  and  mine  was  complete.  There  was 
no  kind  of  doubt.  He  knew  the  papers  I 
meant,  assented  to  the  demand  I  made, 
and  now  he  comes  down  to  call  upon  you 
to  rescind  that  order  upon  the  plea  that  it 
was  in  ignorance  he  acceded  to  it.  Then 
comes  the  second  plea,  in  reference  to  the  - 
amended  order  of  April  the  19th.  He 
says  he  had  allowed  it  to  pass  in  inadver- 
tence, and  that  I  had  not  submitted  the 
order  in  the  form  to  which  he  had  as- 
sented to  it.  1  again  dedare,  upon  my 
honour,  that  the  noble  Lord  assented  to 
the  amended  order,  and  that  if  not  in  his 
handwriting,  as  1  believe  it  was,  it  passed 
through  his  hands.  You  are  called  upon 
to  rescind  your  order  upon  grounds  Uiat 
are  not  true.  If  the  facts  were  as  they 
are  now  sought  to  be  represented,  would 
not  the  noble  Lord  have  corrected  the 
error  when  he  perceived  it?  Would  he 
have  waited  for  two  or  three  months,  and 
then,  and  at  my  repeated  solicitationB  only, 
make  a  return  to  the  order  of  papers  which 
the  order  did  not  specify?  Is  not  this 
subterfuge  incompatible  with  the  pretext? 
Surely  the  case  is  self-evident.  There  is 
deception  in  its  very  face.  1  acquit  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  of  any  in- 
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tentionifil  part  in  it.  He  is  now  put  for- 
ward as  he  has  been  on  many  other  occa- 
sions. He  is  the  tame  elephant  on  which 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Palmerston)  is  to 
ride  over  this  as  he  has  ridden  over  so 
many  other  fords.  What  that  noble  Lord 
has  said  to-night  has  been  merely  put  in 
his  mouth.  He  has  repeated  what  on  the 
30th  June  was  stated  by  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Palmerston)  himself,  to  which  I 
gave  the  most  direct  and  emphatic  con- 
tradiction, and  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  then  not  a  word  to  reply.  It  might 
suffice  for  me  now  to  say,  as  I  then  said, 
that  there  is  not  a  word  of  it  true;  but  I 
will  recall  the  circumstances. 

It  will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House 
that  on  the  6th  March  I  called  upon  the 
noble  Lord,  in  consequence  of  his  having 
imputed  to  me  corrupt  motives — that  is, 
that  in  consequence  of  being  recalled  I  had 
made  charges  against  him — to  retract  his 
imputations  or  to  bring  forward  the  proofs. 
I  said  that  the  correspondence  with  re- 
ference to  that  recall  would  prove  that 
there  was  no  personal  quarrel  between  the 
noble  Lord  and  myself,  and  that  the  noble 
Lord  falsely  pretended  a  personal  quarrel, 
thereby  to  meet  the  charges  which  I 
brought  against  him.  My  reason  for  bring- 
ing forward  this  case  was  not  private — it 
was  public.  Despite  the  contempt  with 
which  this  House  may  receive  the  asser- 
tion, I  say  that  the  whole  range  of  these 
important  interests  which  are  connected 
with  or  belong  to  our  foreign  affairs,  have 
been  followed  and  understood  only  by  the 
noble  Lord  and  myself;  that,  therefore,  by 
casting  upon  me  the  imputation  of  per- 
sonal motives,  he  shuts  out  my  testimony 
and  throws  contempt  upon  my  conclusions. 
Therefore,  on  the  6th  of  March  I  de- 
manded the  production  of  that  correspon- 
dence, and  I  will  read  the  words  I  then 
used,  from  Hansard : — 

"  He  (Mr.  Urquhart)  called  upon  the  noble 
Lord  to  lay  that  correspondence  on  the  table  of 
the  House.  The  noble  Lord  could  not  pretend 
any  injury  to  the  public  service,  since  it  had  been 
already  printed.  The  noble  Lord  could  not  com- 
plain of  being  taken  unawares,  for  every  line  of 
it  on  his  side  had  been  written  for  publication. 
•  •  •  •  He  now  called  upon  the  noble  Lord 
either  to  retract  the  insinuations  to  which  ho  had 
given  utterance  on  Wednesday  last,  or  to  lay  ui)oii 
the  table  of  the  House  the  correspondence  to 
which  he  had  referred." 

To  which  the  noble  Lord  replied — I  quote 
again  from  Hansard  : — 

**  I  shall  have  no  objection  to  Iny  on  tlie  ta]>lc 
the  letters  to  wbi'^h  t>^o  hon.  (jJoutlcman  nlln'  ■; 

VOL.  c.  {s;;",} 


almost  all  of  them,  I  believe,  were  published  in 
the  newspapers." 

Now,  I  beg  the  House  to  observe  tliat 
this  occurred  on  the  6th  March,  and  I  re- 
ferred to  imputations  the  noble  Lord  had 
cast  upon  me,  not  upon  that  day,  but  upon 
the  1st  March;  and  that  the  correspon- 
dence I  asked  for  was  not  that  referring 
to  the  Portfolio,  but  that  referring  to  my 
recall.  The  correspondence  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  produced  to  the  House  is 
not  tliat  referring  to  my  recall,  but  to  the 
Portfolio.  The  excuse  which  the  noble 
Lord  has  given  for  substituting  the  one 
set  of  papers  for  the  other  is,  that  he  gave 
the  whole  of  the  correspondence  which  he 
held  in  his  hands  on  the  Ist  March  when 
he  himself  referred  to  the  Portfolio,  where- 
as the  promise  he  made  to  me  was  on  the 
6th  March,  in  reference  to  the  papers 
wliich  I  then  demanded,  and  which  had 
reference  to  my  recall. 

The  House  being  thus  in  possession  of 
the  material  facts,  I  will  now  read  the 
statement  made  by  the  noble  Lord  on  the 
31st  June,  when  I  last  brought  this  mat- 
ter before  the  House  : — 

"  When  he  found  that  the  Motion  had  been 
made,  he  sent  a  message  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Foreign  Department, 
that  he  should  by  no  means  have  consented  to  the 
return,  and  that  if  the  hon.  Member  had  given 
him  an  opportunity  for  doing  so  he  should  have 
felt  it  his  duty  to  object  to  it,  and  for  this  rea- 
son, that  ho  did  not  consider  it  conformable  to 
the  spirit  of  the  constitution,  and  that  he  thought, 
<fcc.  •  •  •  The  return  for  wliich  the  hon. 
Member  moved  was  the  correspondence  between 
himself  and  Mr.  Backhouse,  in  the  years  1837 
and  1838,  whilst  the  correspondence  he  (Lord 
Palmerston)  had  pledged  himselfto  produce  began 
in  1839 ;  but  the  engagement  he  had  made  was 
to  produce  the  papers  he  hold  in  his  hand  when 
he  was  replying  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Youghal, 
and  from  which  he  read  an  extract,  and  which,  in 
fact,  was  the  correspondence  with  Air.  Backliouse 
as  to  the  publication  of  the  Portfolio,  lie  never 
did  agree  to  the  presentation  of  the  correspon- 
dence relating  to  the  recall  of  the  hon.  Member, 
and  it  was  not  his  intention  to  produce  it,  unless 
the  House  should  require  him  to  do  so;  and  if 
the  hon.  Member  thought  it  necessary  to  move 
that  he  (Lord  Palmerston)  should  produce  it,  he 
should  call  upon  the  House  to  consider  the  expe- 
diency of  not  complying  with  the  Motion." 

The  order  was  amended  expressly  to  ex- 
clude a  private  letter  of  the  noble  Lord  to 
myself  of  the  10th  March,    1837.     The 
terms   of   the   a^-eeinont    wove,    distinctly 
I  announced  across  the  House  oy  mo  to  the 
I  ihAAc  Lord,  and  a.  scr.titl  t'»  Ly  liiin.     The 
I  terms   of   that    aL,i<'fjiicnt   I   siii)S0(|Ucntly 
adcln.'S' <m1   iu   writing'  to  the;  Tudor  Srr-re- 
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having  been  controverted,  and  these  terms 
were — 

"  All  the  letters  which  had  appeared  in  the 
newspapers,  and  also  two  or  three  subsequently 
addressed  by  mo  to  Lord  Palmers  ton  In  1837) 
which  had  not  so  appeared." 

The  noble  Lord  continued — 

"  It  did  not  enter  into  his  imagination  that 
when  the  hon.  Member  had  consented  to  rescind 
the  Address  for  the  papers  to  which  ho  objected, 
he  should  substitute  a  second  Address  calling  for 
the  same  thing.  He  imagined  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  altered  the  terms  of  his  Address, 
and  that  he  was  content  to  take  the  other  cor- 
respondence which  he  said  he  was  ready  to  give. 
It  was,  perhaps,  his  fault  that  he  had  not  looked 
more  narrowly  into  the  matter." 

I  have  already  said  that  when  the  noble 
Lord  made  these  statements  I  contradicted 
them,  and  my  contradiction  remained  un- 
questioned. I  now. again  contradict  them. 
I  again  declare,  upon  my  honour,  that 
these  allegations  are  not  true.  It  is  a 
case  in  which  both  cannot  be  true,  and  in 
which  misrepresentation  must  be  wilful. 
Besides  the  recollection  of  hon.  Members, 
there  are  the  newspapers.  Correspondence 
with  reference  to  the  Port/olio!  What 
did  I  want  with  correspondence  relating  to 
the  Portfolio  ?  The  question  was  whether 
or  not  my  charges  against  the  noble  Lord 
arose,  as  he  stated,  out  of  a  quarrel:  what 
I  said  was  this,  there  was  no  quarrel  with 
reference  to  my  recall — I  dare  you  to  pro- 
duce the  correspondence,  which  will  show 
it  if  there  was  any.  The  alternative  was, 
"  Retract  your  imputation,  or  prove  it  by 
publishing  the  correspondence; "  and  you 
say,  **  No,  I  will  not  retract,  I  will  pub- 
lish;** and  then  this  correspondence  ap- 
pears, and  what  is  it?  Correspondence 
about  the  Portfolio,  and  not  about  my 
recall. 

I  have  now  only  to  remark  that  on  the 
30th  June  the  noble  Lord  alleged  a  reason 
for  not  giving  the  papers,  namely,  the  im- 
propriety of  giving  papers  connected  with 
the  recall  of  diplomatic  servants.  Why 
did  he  not  allege  this  reason  on  the  6th 
March  ?  The  reason  had  to  be  alleged  then 
if  it  was  a  reason  at  all;  and  when  he 
subsequently,  on  the  30th  June,  alleges 
that  as  a  reason,  it  is  not  wanted.  Surely 
nothing  could  be  clearer  than  the  mere 
statement  that  he  had  not  agreed  to  the 
papers,  if  that  was  the  fact.  It  required 
nothing  more.  But  the  absurdity  of  the 
subterfuge  appears  in  this,  that  these 
papers  had  been  already  published.  The 
noble  Lord  raised  the  laughter  of  the  House 
against  me  on   the   6th  March,  saying. 


"  You  will  take  little  by  your  Motion,  for 
the  letters  have  been  nearly  all  in  the 
newspapers.'*  But  this  is  not  the  first 
time  these  papers  have  been  asked  for. 
In  1838  they  were  asked  for  by  Sir  Strat- 
ford Canning.  What  was  the  noble  Lord's 
answer  then  ?  Not  that  it  was  improper 
to  publish  letters  connected  with  the  recall 
of  a  diplomatic  servant — not,  in  fact,  thai 
they  were  public  documents  at  all.  He 
refused  them  upon  grounds  that  they  were 
private.  More  than  that,  he  then  alleged 
that  they  contained  falsehoods — that  thej 
were  filled  with  falsities.  Surely  the  nobfs 
Lord  would  not  hesitate  to  publish  them  if 
they  were  of  such  a  character.  One  day 
they  are  refused  because  they  are  poblie — 
another  day  they  are  refused  because  thej 
are  private— and  both  reasons  are  equally 
good  for  this  House. 

Having  thus,  for  the  third  time,  exposed 
these  subterfuges,  I  shall  trouble  myself 
no  further  in  this  matter.  I  have  gained 
now  all  I  wished  for.  I  have  made  it  dear 
that  it  is  the  noble  Lord  who  shrinka  from 
the  investigation.  I  will  not  take  the 
papers  you  will  foist  upon  me.  I  will  be 
no  party  to  the  playing  of  such  a  farce, 
and  I  shall  mark  best  the  sense  which  I 
entertain  of  such  proceedings  by  now  quit- 
ting the  House. 

The  hon.  Member  bowed  to  the  Speaker 
and  retired. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  obseryed 
that  the  case  was  a  very  simple  one. 
In  replying,  on  the  6th  of  March,  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Membtf 
for  Youghal,  who  had  impugned  his  foreign 
policy,  he  quoted  one  or  two  extracts  from 
a  correspondence  which  had  taken  plaoe  in 
the  years  1838-39  between  Mr.  Backhouse 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Stafford,  with 
respect  to  the  Portfolio.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stafford  subsequently  made  what 
he  believed  at  the  time  to  be  an  applica- 
tion that  the  whole  of  the  correspondence 
thus  partially  cited  from  should  be  liud 
upon  the  table;  and  in  that  application, 
regarding  it  as  a  fair  one,  he  at  once  ac- 
quiesced. He  was  all  along  under  the  im- 
pression that  what  the  hon.  Member  moved 
for  was  nothing  more  or  less  than  that  the 
entire  of  the  correspondence  relating  to 
the  Portfolio,  from  which  a  few  passages 
only  had  been  read  in  the  course  of  the 
debate,  should  be  laid  upon  the  table. 
That  impression  was  not  disturbed  until, 
on  looking  at  the  Votes  a  few  days  since, 
he  found,  to  his  surprise,  that  the  address 
that  had  been  moved  for  and  agreed  to»  was» 
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in  point  of  fact,  an  address  for  the  whole 
of  the  correspondence  which  had  passed 
between  himself,  Mr.  Backhouse,  and  the 
bon.  Member  for  Stafford,  respecting  the 
recall  of  the  latter.  The  hon.  Member 
might  have  acted  under  a  misconception  ; 
but  it  was  certain  that  his  (Viscount  Pal- 
merston's)  intention,  from  first  to  last,  had 
been  merely  to  agree  to  the  production  of 
the  entire  of  that  particular  correspon- 
dence relating  to  the  Portfolio,  from  which 
he  had  quoted  extracts.  To  the  produc- 
tion of  any  correspondence  connected  with 
the  recall  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  he  had 
the  strongest  ohjections  on  constitutional 
grounds,  for  he  did  not  think  that  such  a 
subject  was  a  fit  matter  for  discussion  in 
that  House. 

Mr.  ANSTEY  thought  the  noble  Lord's 
explanation  far  from  satisfactory.  He  (Mr. 
Anstey)  called  attention  to  the  report  which 
appeared  in  Hansard  of  the  noble  Lord's 
ODsenrations  on  the  occasion  referred  to, 
and  submitted  that  that  report  plainly 
showed  that  the  question  before  the  House 
related  not  to  the  Portfolio,  but  to  the  re- 
moval of  his  hon.  Friend;  and  when  the 
noble  Lord  said  he  had  no  objection  to  lay 
the  letters  on  the  table,  he  must  have 
meant  the  letters  relating  to  the  recall. 
However,  after  several  applications  were 
made  at  the  Foreign  Office,  it  was  said 
the  papers  to  be  given  did  not  relate  to  the 
recall  at  all,  but  to  a  different  question, 
namely,  the  Portfolio.  Although  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Urquhart)  had  left  the  House, 
he  (Mr.  Anstey)  should,  for  the  interest  of 
the  country,  resist  what  he  thought  would 
be  a  bad  and  mischievous  precedent,  and 
oppose  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  city  of  London. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes  to  Two 
o'clock. 
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ALLEGED  INTERFERENCE  IN  THE 
AFFAIRS  OF  SICILY. 

Lord   BROUGHAM  wished  to  put  a 
question    to   his    noble    Friend     opposite 
(the  Lord   President  of  the   Council),  of 
which,    if  it  were  deemed  necessary,  he 
would  now  merely  give  notice.     It  was, 
whether  it  was  true,  as  he  was  informed 
upon  very  high  authority,  that  Mr.  Fagan, 
an  attacks  to  the  English  Minister  at  Na- 
ples, had,  upon  the  24th  July  last  pro- 
ceeded, in  Her  Majesty's  ship  Porcupine 
to  Palermo,  and  there  thought  proper,  in 
breach  of  his  instructions— as  he,  in  cha- 
rity,  was  bound  to  believe — to  make   a 
communication  to  the  Provisional  Govern- 
ment of  Sicily,  threatening  them  with  tho 
withdrawal  of  the  countenance,   support, 
and  protection  of  England,  if  they  did  not, 
within  twenty-four  hours,  proceea  to  choose 
the  Duke  of  Genoa  as  King.     If  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  had  not  received  this  informa- 
tion from  the  highest  official  authority  con- 
nected with  SicUy — and  he  had  only  seen 
that  noble  person  an  hour  or  two  before  he 
entered  the  House — if,  indeed,  he  had  not 
received  it  first  in  writing,  and  secondly 
by  word  of  mouth,  from  that  distinguished 
individual — he  should  have  felt  unable  to 
believe  it  possible.      Surely  Mr.    Fagan 
must  know  that  if  there  was  any  one  thing 
more  intolerable  than  another,  it  was  in- 
terference of  a  foreign  Government  with 
the  dominions  of  an  Ally.     Sicily  stood  to- 
wards Naples  in  the  same  relation  as  Ire- 
land towards  Great  Britain,    except  that 
Ireland  had  no  Parliament,  whilst  Sicily 
had;  but  if  this  thing  were  once  allowed, 
what  was  to  prevent  the  King  of  Naples,  if 
he  had  the  power,  from  sending  a  similar 
communication  to  the  rebels  in  Ireland  ? 
He  believed,  as  he  said,  it  was  quite  im- 
possible Mr.  Fagan  could  have  made  this 
communicaticn,  though  he  had  received  an 
assurance  of  it  in  writing;  and  he  believed 
it  still  more  impossible  that,  if  he  had  made 
it,  he  had  acted  under  instructions  to  that 
effect.     But  if  Mr.   Fagan  had  made  it, 
then  he  expected  to  hear  that  he  had  been 
recalled. 
The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNB  said, 
202 
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that  as  bis  noble  and  learned  Friend  bad 
not  given  him  notice  of  his  intention  to 
put  this  question,  he  was  not  prepared  to 
say  what  Mr.  Fagan  might  have  done. 
This,  however,  he  could  at  once  say,  that 
neither  Mr.  Fagan,  nor  any  other  person 
in  Her  Majesty's  service,  had  any  instruc- 
tions to  make  any  communication  to  the 
Provisional  Government  at  Palermo  of  the 
nature  referred  to. 

PUBLIC  WORKS  (IRELAND)  (No.  2)  BILL. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
moved  that  this  Bill  be  now  read  2». 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  said, 
that  they  bad  it  stated  that  in  consequence 
of  the  financial  difficulties  of  the  country, 
it  was  impossible  to  give  effect  to  the  Mili- 
tia Acts,  as  the  150,000?.  which  Govern- 
ment proposed  at  the  commencement  of 
the  Session  to  devote  to  that  object  could 
not  be  spared;  and  yet  they  were  now 
asked  to  devote  the  large  sum  that  was  to 
be  repaid  on  account  of  advances  in  Ire- 
land for  the  next  seven  years  to  the  pur- 
poses of  new  loans  in  that  country.  He 
alluded  to  this  fact  in  order  to  show  that 
it  was  no  unimportant  boon  that  they  were 
about  conferring  on  Ireland,  and  not  with 
the  view  of  offering  any  objection  whatever 
to  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  On  the  con- 
trary, he  was  disposed  to  carry  out,  as  far 
as  it  could  be  carried,  the  principle  on 
which  the  Bill  had  been  framed,  namely, 
that  the  Imperial  Treasury  would  forego, 
for  imperial  purposes,  its  claim  to  the  re- 
payments of  all  money  due  by  Ireland; 
that  all  these  moneys  should  be  still  col- 
lected, but  that  they  should  be  devoted  as 
they  were  received  to  Irish  purposes  alone. 
He  was  perfectly  ready  to  acquiesce  in 
that  principle,  because  it  tended  to  show 
that  there  was  nothing  which  Parliament 
could  do  to  promote  the  welfare  of  Ireland 
that  they  were  not  ready  to  undertake. 
But  he  wished  it  to  be  understood  what 
the  amount  of  the  boon  was,  which,  in  this 
instance,  they  were  about  to  confer  on  that 
country.  He  believed  that  ultimately  the 
sum  to  be  devoted  to  purely  Irish  purposes, 
if  the  principle  of  this  Bill  were  carried 
out  fully,  would  be  no  less  than  four  and  a 
half  millions  of  money.  Now,  that  being 
the  case,  and  the  principle  being  estab- 
lished that  these  sums  as  they  were  re- 
ceived were  to  bo  appropriated  only  to 
Irish  purposes,  tlioy  should  consiiler  whe- 
ther the  objects  provided  for  by  this  Bill 
•^'^re  the  most  important  objects  which  the 
lament  of  this  country  cculJ  have  in 


view,  having  at  its  disposal  a  sum  of  four 
millions  and  a  half  of  money  to  be  appro- 
priated for  the  benefit  of  Ireland.  He  was 
of  opinion  that,  however  important  it  was 
to  improve  the  soil  of  Ireland,  that  was 
not  the  most  desirable  object  which  could 
be  effected  with  this  sum,  because  be  was 
convinced  that,  unless  they  improyed  the 
social  state  of  Ireland,  everything  that 
they  could  do  for  the  improvement  of  the 
land  would  be  of  no  avail.  The  social 
state  of  Ireland  was  a  scandal  to  this  conn- 
try,  and  a  scandal  to  the  age.  There  was 
no  country  in  the  world,  pretending  to  civi- 
lisation, of  which  the  social  state  was  so 
bad  as  Ireland.  Now,  from  what  circnm- 
stance  did  that  defect  in  the  social  state 
of  Ireland  arise  ?  But  on  this  subject  he 
ought  not  to  speak  of  all  Ireland  as  coming 
under  the  same  description.  He  recollect- 
ed well  hearing  the  late  Lord  Liverpool 
say,  ''  I  do  not  understand  what  noble 
Lords  mean  when  they  talk  of  Ireland  as 
being  all  one;  there  are  two  Irelands — 
North  Ireland  and  South  Ireland — Protes- 
tant Ireland  and  Catholic  Ireland;  and  the 
remarks  adapted  to  the  one  are  wholly  un- 
suited  to  the  circumstances  of  the  other.'* 
That  was  one  source  of  all  the  difficulties 
which  they  had  to  meet  in  legislating  for 
that  country.  But  it  was  not  in  the  Pro- 
testant part  of  Ireland  that  the  disorgani- 
sation in  her  social  state  existed.  There 
was  nothing  in  the  character  of  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  religion  that  ought  of  ne- 
cessity to  lead  to  the  disorganisation  of 
the  social  state  which  was  found  in  Ire- 
land. Some  of  the  very  best  and  most 
prosperous  parts  of  Europe  were  places 
in  which  that  religion  existed  in  all 
its  purity.  Neither  was  it  because  Ireland 
was  a  conquered  country,  nor  because 
large  portions  of  the  lands  of  that  country 
had  been  confiscated,  nor  because  there 
had  existed  in  that  country  for  many  years 
laws  of  persecution.  There  was  hardly  a 
country  in  Europe  or  in  Asia  that  had  not 
passed  through  the  same  circumstances — 
that  had  not  been  conquered  by  aliens, 
and  had  not  been  confiscated  and  subjected 
to  vindictive  legislation.  But  in  all  other 
instances  the  vanquished  and  the  victor 
were  found  living  in  the  same  community, 
under  the  same  laws,  and  mingling  in  the 
same  social  state.  But  having  removed 
the  Roman  Catholic  disabilities  in  Ireland 
— disabilities  of  which  the  Young  Ireland 
party  had  never  seen  the  effect,  and  of 
which  they  knew  nothing — what,  he  would 
ask,  was  there  st'dl  in  the  state  of  Ireland 
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— for  there  must  be  something  peculiar — 
which  produced  this  anomaly  in  its  social 
state,  such  as  never  did  exist,  or  never 
could  exist,  in  any  other  country  in  the 
world  ?  It  was,  that  the  Church  of  the 
great  majority  of  the  people  was  repudi- 
ated by  the  State.  Where  would  he  seek 
for  a  remedy  for  this  evil  ?  Not  where 
Bome  bad  suggested,  by  attacking  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Protestant  Church,  for  the 
purpose  of  endowing  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church.  Nothing  could  be  worse  in  point 
of  justice  or  in  point  of  honesty  than  such 
a  course  would  be.  The  establishment  of 
the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland  rested 
on  the  Union,  which  should  be  considered 
sacred ;  and,  besides,  such  an  Act  would 
alienate  the  Protestants  of  Ireland,  who 
were  the  best  friends  of  British  connexion, 
and  who  might  be  called  the  natural  gar- 
rison of  the  country.  But  ho  would  do  it 
by  making  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  sti- 
pendiaries of  the  State,  and  at  the  same 
time  subjecting  them  to  the  right  of  pat- 
ronage on  the  part  of  the  Crown  of  this 
country.  He  did  not  see  his  way  satisfac- 
torily to  the  administration  of  Roman  Ca- 
tholic patronage  by  a  purely  Protestant 
Government.  But  they  sought  merely  for 
peace,  and  did  not  wish  to  yield  to  the 
prejudices  of  any  party,  but  desired  to  do 
justice  by  all.  He  would  now  call  their 
Lordships'  attention  to  the  large  fund 
which  they  had  at  their  disposal  to  be  ap- 
propriated solely  to  the  purposes  of  Ireland, 
and  he  thought  that  no  one  could  rea- 
sonably object  to  devoting  it  to  the  sup- 
port of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy,  for  the 
building  of  glebe-houses  and  attaching 
them  to  the  glebe.  He  did  not  see  upon 
what  groimd  the  most  conscientious  per- 
son could  object  to  such  a  proposition. 
The  only  effect  of  it  would  be  to  place  the 
Roman  Catholic  priest  in  a  station  of  re- 
spectability and  independence,  and  to  so 
place  him  for  purposes  of  good  over  the 
people  to  whom  he  was  a  pastor.  These 
were  no  new  opinions  in  his  (the  Earl  of 
EUenborough's)  miud;  he  was  no  late  con- 
vert to  them;  he  had  formed  them  at  a 
very  early  period  of  his  public  life,  when  the 
late  Lord  Castlereagh  was  in  power,  and 
they  were  in  consonance  with  those  held 
by  that  noble  Lord,  for  Lord  Castlereagh, 
when  carrying  the  Union  between  the  two 
countries,  never  contemplated  the  removal 
of  Catholic  disabilities,  which  was  to  have 
accompanied  it,  without  connecting  the 
measure  in  his  own  mind  with  the  endow- 
joent  of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy;  but 


he  was  deceived  in  the  expectation  that  he 
would  live  to  see  the  project  carried  into 
effect.  He  (the  Earl  of  Ellenborough)  had 
thought  it  his  duty  upon  that  occasion  to 
state  his  opinion.  He  considered  that  the 
time  of  difficulty  was  the  time  for  those 
whom  the  constitution  entrusted  with  the 
duty  of  legislation  to  come  forward  and 
state  their  opinions,  and  not  leave  them  in 
any  doubt.  He  thought  they  were  bound 
to  do  so  at  the  risk  even  of  their  popularity, 
and  that  the  man  who  hesitated,  at  a  time 
like  the  present,  to  do  his  duty  boldly  and 
fearlessly,  by  stating  his  opinions  to  their 
Lordships,  would  be  undeserving  of  the 
station  which  he  held. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  said,  the  noble 
Earl  who  had  just  sat  down,  would  deserve 
the  thanks  of  the  friends  of  liberal  mea- 
sures for  the  courage  as  well  as  the  wis- 
dom of  his  statement  made  at  the  present 
moment  to  the  House.  He  (Lord  Mont- 
eagle)  approved  highly  of  the  sentiment 
expressed  by  the  noble  Earl.  He  especi- 
ally agreed  cordially  with  him  in  his  ob- 
servation that  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy 
should  not  be  endowed  out  of  the  funds  of 
the  Protestant  Church.  For  if  there  were 
any  mode  by  which  the  matter  could  be 
made  more  distasteful  than  another  to  the 
public,  and  productive  of  evil  rather  than 
of  good,  it  was  a  proposition  which  had 
sometimes  been  popularly  put  forward  that 
the  Protestant  Church  should  afford  the 
funds  from  which  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy  should  be  pensioned.  He  (Lord 
Monteagle)  also  believed,  that  if  they 
wished  to  make  the  proposition  distasteful 
to  the  Catholic  clergy  themselves,  they 
would  best  do  so  by  a  proposition  which 
should  make  it  appear  as  though  they 
wished  to  place  them  in  a  position  that 
they  would  be  subservient  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day.  His  noble  Friend 
had  wisely  rejected  such  a  plan.  The 
great  danger  which  he  (Lord  Monteagle) 
apprehended,  arose  from  the  condition  of 
dependence  of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy. 
They  could  not  at  present  act  indepen- 
dently. At  this  side  of  the  water  people 
thought  that  the  priests  directed  the  Irish 
people;  but  he  could  tell  them  that  the 
people,  on  the  contrary,  impelled  the 
priests,  and  the  priests  did  not  act  will- 
ingly in  nine  cases  out  of  ten  when  they 
took  prominent  positions  in  political  move- 
ments. He,  of  course,  admitted  there  were 
exceptions.  But  in  many  cases  it  was 
under  the  threat  of  absolute  starvation, 
which  he  had  actually  known  to  have  been 
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held  out  to  them,  that  the  priests  had 
been  obliged  to  come  forward  and  become 
agitators.  The  Irish  priest  was  not  in  a 
situation  in  which  any  clergyman  should 
be  placed.  Their  Lordships,  whatever 
might  be  their  political  or  religious  sen- 
timents, had  all  a  deep  interest  in  the 
moral  and  religious  instruction  of  the  Irish 
people;  and  it  should  be  the  great  object 
to  secure  them  such  advantages.  Those 
confederate  leaders  and  members  of  clubs 
were  persons  who  had  thrown  off  the  tram- 
mels of  their  religion;  and  the  priest  knew 
at  once  ihat  the  persons  whom  he  missed 
from  their  religious  duties  were  those  who 
were  connected  with  illegal  confederacies. 
He  begged  of  those  who  said  that  their 
Protestantism  prevented  them  from  enter- 
taining the  question,  to  recollect  that  George 
the  Third,  whose  Protestantism  had  never 
been  called  in  question,  opposed  as  he  was 
to  the  concession  of  the  Catholic  claims, 
was  favourable  to  the  endowment  of  the 
Catholic  clergy.  They  might  depend  upon 
it  that  the  discussion  which  the  subject 
would  now  receive  would  lead  to  the  gene- 
ral conviction  that  the  great  boon  suggest- 
ed by  the  noble  Earl  ought  to  be  granted. 
One  word  as  to  the  funds  from  which  the 
endowment  could  be  effected.  Should  all 
other  sources  be  found  objectionable,  no 
better  subject  for  taxation  of  Ireland  itself 
was  ever  submitted  to  that  country,  than 
the  raising  of  a  fund  for  such  a  purpose. 
He  would  say  no  more  upon  the  subject  at 
present;  but  in  the  further  progress  of  the 
Bill,  it  would  be  necessary  for  him  to  ask 
two  questions  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment with  respect  to  the  food  of  the  people 
of  Ireland. 

Lord  STANLEY  could  not  but  express 
some  regret  that  his  noble  Friend  the  noble 
Earl  who  sat  behind  him  should  have 
thought  it  necessary  or  expedient  to  take 
that  opportunity  of  entering  upon  the  dis- 
cussion of  a  speculative  view  of  a  most  ex- 
tensive and  important  question,  which  was 
not  brought  regularly  under  the  notice  of 
the  House  by  the  measure  then  before 
their  Lordships.  He  said  **  a  speculative 
view,**  because  he  did  not  understand  that 
his  noble  Friend  suggested,  nor  that  he 
signified  his  intention  of  being  about  to 
suggest,  any  direct  proposition  to  the 
IlouRo.  Nor,  indeed,  was  it  competent  to 
the  House  to  divert  to  the  purposes  to 
which  it  was  proposed  to  divert  the  sum  of 

ney  with  reference  to  which  the  present 

T>nl  had  been  introduced,  even  if  no  differ- 

of  opinion  on  tho  subject  should  pre- 


vail among  their  Lordships.  But  he  ap- 
prehended that  the  Bill  was  brought  in  for 
the  purpose  of  legalising  the  re-issue  to 
Ireland  of  certain  sums  which  had  been 
repaid  out  of  certain  other  sums  formerly 
advanced  to  Ireland  out  of  the  Imperiid 
Treasury,  and  that  the  re-issue  was  to  be 
for  the  same  purposes  as  those  for  which 
the  grants  had  been  originally  sanctioned 
by  Parliament.  He  apprehended  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Clanricarde), 
in  making  the  remarks  which  he  had  made 
upon  proposing  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  had  distinctly  specified  such  to  be  the 
object;  and  had  stated  that»  partly  from 
neglect,  and  partly  from  circumstances 
over  which  the  Government  had  no  control, 
many  of  the  works  commenced  by  means 
of  the  former  loan,  which,  if  completed, 
would  have  been  of  great  national  impor- 
tance and  advantage,  had  been  left  unfin- 
ished; and  unless  more  money  were  ad-> 
vanced,  it  would  be  not  only  impossible  to 
complete  them,  but  those  parts  of  the 
country  in  which  they  were,  could  not  even 
be  restored  to  the  state  in  which  they  were 
before  they  were  commenced.  Now,  that 
was  the  plain  and  legitimate  purpose  of 
the  Bill,  and  it  was  one  which  should  not 
have  led  to  any  discussion  such  as  had 
been  raised.  That  was  the  legitimate  and 
natural  application  of  the  capital.  But 
undoubtedly  the  circumstances  connected 
with  the  proposition  of  his  noble  Friend 
would  be  exceedingly  different.  He  (Lord 
Stanley)  certainly  should  decline  answer- 
ing to  the  call  of  his  noble  Friend,  and  dis- 
cussing upon  the  subject  of  a  Bill  for  fin- 
ishing the  unfinished  works  of  Ireland,  the 
propriety  of  dealing  with  large  sums  of 
money  drawn  from  the  Imperial  Treasury, 
and  applying  them  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
dowing the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  of  Ire- 
land. For,  disguise  it  as  they  might — 
wrap  it  up  as  they  pleased — ^the  proposi- 
tion was,  whether  they  would,  out  of  the 
Imperial  Treasury,  endow  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic clergy  of  Ireland.  Now,  that  was 
too  large  a  question  to  be  discussed  upon 
the  occasion  of  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of 
merely  advancing  a  loan  for  a  few  hundred 
thousand  pounds,  to  be  expended  in  public 
works.  His  noble  Friend  had  laid  it  down 
as  a  fact,  that  as  these  few  hundred  thou- 
sand pounds  were  a  payment  made  by  Ire- 
land, they  were  consequently  Irish  funds 
which  their  Lordships  had  to  deal  with. 
He  (Lord  Stanley)  denied  that.  He  said 
that  it  was  an  expenditure  made,  not  by 
England  solely,  or  by  Ireland  solelj,  but 
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bj  the  Imperial  Treasury,  which  had  made 
the  original  advance  of  the  money,  and 
which  now  proposed  to  forego  payment  of 
the  advances  immediately.  But  to  say 
that  because  Ireland  had  repaid  those 
funds,  they  should  be  deemed  to  be  Irish 
funds,  was,  he  should  say,  the  most  Insh 
way  of  looking  at  the  question  he  had 
ever  heard  of.  Ireland  owed  900,000^.  to 
England,  and  had  repaid  it,  and  they  pro- 
posed  to  deal  with  it  as  an  imperial  fund. 
''  No,"  said  his  noble  Friend  behind  him, 
and  *'  no"  said  his  noble  Friend  opposite; 
**  remember  it  is  an  Irish  fund  which  you 
are  going  to  lend."  But  Ireland  was  not 
going  to  pay  the  money  to  England.  Ire- 
land was  only  going  to  repay  to  England 
the  money  which  England  lent  to  her  be- 
fore; and  to  say  that  therefore  it  was  an 
Irish  property,  was  a  suggestion  so  strange 
that  he  could  not  properly  designate  it. 
He  was  not  going  to  discuss  the  question 
of  payment  of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy; 
but  theoretically  his  noble  Friend  thought 
that  it  would  be  well  to  expend  900,000^. 
for  the  purpose  of  erecting  glebe-houses. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH : 
Four  millions  and  a  half. 

Lord  STANLEY  :  His  noble  Friend's 
proposal  then  was,  that  out  of  an  imperial 
fund,  4,500,0002.  should  be  applied  to  the 
building  of  glebe-houses,  and  to  the  pay- 
ment of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  of  Ire- 
land. That  was  not  a  question  of  policy 
only,  but  of  principle  also.  It  was  a 
question  of  religious  principle  with  a  large 
portion  of  the  population  of  this  country. 
He  (Lord  Stanley)  did  not  look  upon  it  in 
that  light.  He  did  not  look  upon  it  as  a 
Yiolation  of  the  Protestant  feeling,  tliat  this 
country  should  make  a  grant  for  the  en- 
dowment of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy, 
for  the  pui-pose  of  making  them  more  re- 
spectable in  their  position.  But  with  a 
large  portion  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
it  was  a  religious  question.  With  himself, 
he  avowed  it  was  merely  a  question  of 
State  policy;  but  it  was  with  many  a 
question  of  religion  alone.  And  when 
their  Lordships  approached  it,  it  should 
not  be  merely  incidentally,  but  directly 
upon  a  proposition  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  not  in  the  terms  of  a  measure 
which  proposed  to  regrant  four  or  five 
millions  for  the  advancement  of  public 
works  in  Ireland.  He  admitted  that  the 
Roman  Catholic  clergy  were  frequently  too 
much  under  the  control  of  their  flocks.  He 
admitted  that  it  was  desirable  they  should 
be  less  under  such  a  control;  but  he  con- 


fessed he  was  not  satisfied  with  the  doc- 
trine laid  down  by  his  noble  Friend  behind 
him,  in  the  plan  which  he  had  mooted, 
that  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy,  in  being 
placed  in  a  condition  of  perfect  indepen- 
dence of  their  flocks,  should  at  the  same 
time  not  be  connected  with  the  State.  It 
would  be  a  matter  of  policy,  or  he  would 
plainly  say  of  police  with  him  (Lord  Stan- 
ley); and  he  could  not  assent  to  the  pro- 
posal that  in  doing  as  had  been  suggested, 
they  should  take  no  steps  to  connect  the 
Roman  Catholic  clergy  with  the  govern- 
ment of  that  clergy.  But  the  subject  was 
one  upon  which  the  whole  question  should 
be  plainly  brought  before  them  before  any 
proposition  should  be  assented  to.  It  was 
not  therefore  for  the  purpose  of  saying 
thst  under  no  circumstances  would  he  con- 
sent that  any  grant  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy  should  be  made  by  the  State;  nor, 
on  the  other  hand,  was  it  for  the  purpose 
of  saying  that  he  would  consent  to  such  a 
grant  without  knowing  what  quid  pro  qtu> 
was  to  be  demanded  in  return,  that  he  ad- 
dressed their  Lordships.  It  was  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  deprecating  any  hasty 
declaration  of  opinion  being  made  upon  a 
question  which  could  not  be  fairly  brought 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House  at 
present,  that  he  had  risen;  and  he  also 
wished  to  express  his  regret  that  an  op- 
portunity which  was  so  inexpedient  should 
have  been  taken  for  the  purpose  of  ex- 
pressing any  opinion  upon  a  question  that 
was  wholly  unconnected  with  the  subject  of 
debate.  Her  Majesty's  Government,  if 
they  intended  to  make  such  a  proposition 
as  that  of  granting  salaries  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  clergy,  should  bring  it  forward 
distinctly  upon  the  full  responsibility  of  the 
Government,  and  with  a  statement  of  the 
funds  from  which  the  endowment  was  to 
be  provided,  and  of  the  terms  upon  which 
it  was  to  be  granted.  He  concurred  in 
the  declaration  of  his  noble  Friend  that  the 
source  should  not  be  the  funds  of  the  Pro- 
testant Church  of  Ireland;  and  that  as  it 
would  be  a  local  charge  it  should  not  be 
paid  out  of  the  Imperial  Treasury,  but  out 
of  funds  raised  upon  Irish  property.  At 
the  same  time  he  confessed  he  thought 
that  such  a  proposal  would  deprive  his  no- 
ble Friends  of  the  support  of  many  who 
now  favoured  the  idea  of  endowing  the 
Roman  Catholic  clergy.  The  proposition 
would  meet  with  a  great  deal  of  opposition 
from  the  Protestants  of  England  and  of 
Scotland,  and  the  north  of  Ireland)  but 
he  should  conclude  by  repeating  that  the 
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question  was  of  far  too  great  importance 
to  be  discussed  until  it  should  be  brought 
before  them  with  full  notice,  and  upon  the 
responsibility  of  Government. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  said,  that  when- 
ever the  question  of  the  endowment  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  clergy  of  L-eland  was 
raised,  the  question  of  the  Established 
Church  was  considered  to  be  directly  in- 
volved in  it.  That  should  not  be.  The 
Established  Church  of  Ireland  might  be  an 
anomaly,  but  it  was  not  a  grievance.  But 
the  anomaly  would  be  considerably  in- 
creased if  they  were  to  have  the  clergy  of 
another  Church  connected  with  the  State 
as  well  as  those  of  the  originally  Estab- 
lished Church.  They  would,  besides, 
cause  a  division  amongst  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic clergy  if  they  were  to  connect  them 
with  the  State.  What  they  ought  to  do 
should  be  to  make  the  Catholic  clergy  in- 
dependent of  their  flocks  and  of  the  State 
besides.  Ho  thought  the  plan  proposed 
by  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Ellenborough) 
was  the  best  that  could  have  been  sug- 
gested. The  great  advantage  which  would 
result  from  the  adoption  of  the  course  sug- 
gested by  the  noble  Earl  opposite,  would 
not  only  relieve  them  from  any  coercion 
they  were  now  under  on  tlie  part  of  their 
flocks,  but  it  would  enable  them  to  avoid 
all  political  altercations.  They  would  then 
he  in  a  position  to  attend  solely  to  the  re- 
ligious instruction  of  their  parishioners.  In- 
stead of  being  mere  citizens  of  the  world, 
as  they  then  were,  and  looking  to  them- 
selves merely  as  a  large  body  scattered 
over  the  country,  and  not  more  attached 
to  this  empire  than  to  any  pther — for  this 
feeling  no  doubt  pervaded  a  large  portion 
of  the  Catholic  clergy  in  Ireland — they 
would  become  strongly  attached  to  it.  He 
should  be  glad  if,  by  some  step  on  the  part 
of  the  Government;  such  as  by  a  grant  of 
money,  or  by  other  means,  they  could  see 
the  priests  attached  to  British  connex- 
ion, and  have  a  direct  interest  in  the  wel- 
fare of  the  State.  He  believed  that  this 
would  be  a  great  measure  of  good  to 
Ireland;  and,  above  all,  he  believed  that 
the  greatest  good  would  be  produced  by  a 
great  impetus  being  given  to  education, 
and  he  should  grudge  no  amount  of  money 
fur  this  purpose. 

Bill  read  2\ 

CHARITY  TRl'ST  REGULATION  BILL. 
The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  moved  that 
House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  Com- 
0  on  this  Bill. 


Lord  STANLEY  rose  to  object  to  the 
Motion.  It  must  be  in  the  recollection  of 
the  House  that  a  right  rev.  Prelate  on  a 
former  occasion  expressed  a  strong  hope 
that  it  was  toot  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  persist  in  pressing  this  Bill  at  that 
period  of  the  Session,  and  he  cordially 
concun'ed  in  this  opinion.  Before  they 
proceeded  with  the  measure,  it  should  be 
shown  that  there  were  circumstances  of  an 
urgent  character  which  had  presented 
themselves  to  Her  Majesty's  Goverament, 
so  as  to  prevent  them  proceeding  with  this 
measure;  but  this  had  not  been  done.  He 
deprecated  the  practice  of  introducing  into 
that  or  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
measures  at  such  a  period  of  the  Session, 
when  it  was  clearly  impossible  that  they 
could  meet  with  due  consideration.  He 
believed  that  there  was  no  reason  whateyer 
why  this  measure  was  not  brought  forward 
at  the  opening  of  the  Session,  and  he  cer- 
tainly had  not  heard  a  shadow  of  excuse  made 
why  it  had  not  then  been  brought  forward. 
They  had  been  told  that  the  Bill  was  simi- 
lar to  that  which  was  introduced  last  year. 
If  that  was  the  case,  the  Government 
should  have  made  up  their  minds  to  have 
brought  it  forward  at  the  commencement 
of  the  Session;  for  during  the  whole  Ses- 
sion he  had  been  urging  on  the  Govern- 
ment not  to  crowd  measures  before  the 
House  at  the  end  of  the  Session,  and  leave 
the  House  of  Lords  no  business  to  attend 
to  at  the  early  part  of  it.  It  would  appear 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  were  in  fall 
possession  of  this  measure;  there,  there- 
fore, could  have  been  no  difficulty  in  intro- 
ducing it  to  the  House  for  discussion  many 
months  ago.  A  right  reverend  Prelate  had 
put  a  question  some  months  ago  to  the  no- 
ble and  learned  Lord  on  the  woolsack,  as 
to  whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  bring  forward  a  measure  for 
the  better  regulation  of  the  management 
of  charities;  and  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  answered  that  it  was  possible  that 
some  measure  might  be  framed  in  the 
course  of  the  present  Session  for  dealing 
with  minor  charities.  After  this  question 
had  been  put  by  the  right  reverend  Pre- 
late, not  less  than  three  months  had  been 
allowed  to  elapse,  namely,  to  the  middle  of 
July,  before  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
moved  that  this  Bill  be  printed;  and  the 
Bill  was  brought  forward  for  discussion  last 
week  in  the  absence  of  four-fifths  of  the 
Members  of  that  House,  and  at  a  period  of 
the  Session  when  the>  ther  House  was 
overwhelmed  with  the  consideratiou  of  bu- 
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siness.     At  such  a  period  a  measure  was 
brought  forward  for  discussion  which  in- 
volved principles  altogether  new,  and  em- 
bodied the  most  extensive  changes.     The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  admitted  that  some 
of  the   changes   proposed  were    of  great 
importance,  and  were   a   departure   from 
the  principles  hitherto  acted  upon  in  the 
management  of  charities,  and  he  therefore 
consented  to  throw  over  a  great  portion  of 
his  propositions,  hut  added  that  he  was  j 
anxious  to  pass  that  part  of  the  Bill  which  , 
related  to  the  minor  charities  in  the  pre- 
sent Session.     This  was  not  the  manner  : 
in  which  the  Government  should  be  carried  j 
on  for  the  purposes  of  legislation,   or  in 
which  measures  which  that  and  the  other  ; 
House  were  called  on  to  pass  should  be 
framed.     He  understood  that  it  was  in- 
tended in  the  present  Session  not  to  pass  \ 
any  portion  of  the  Bill  connected  with  edu-  j 
cational  charities,  but  that  these  must  be  ; 
attended  to  at  any  early  period  of  the  next  | 
Session;  he  would  therefore  suggest,  as  so 
large  a  portion  of  the  Bill  was  to  be  post- ; 
poned,  that  they  should  put  it  off  altoge- 
ther until  the  commencement  of  the  next 
year,  when   the  whole   subject   could   be 
maturely  considered,  insteaid  of  proceed- 
ing to   deal   with   it    by    piecemeal.      If 
noble  Lords   would  examine    the   clauses 
which  were  to  be   retained   in   the   Bill, 
they  would  observe  that  although  it  pre- 
tended to  deal  only  with  charities  with  re- 
venues under  30/.  a  year,  yet  that,  prac- 
tically, it  allowed  every  charity  to  be  placed 
under  its  operation.     It  was  certainly  do- , 
Birable  to  have  the  power  of  checking  the  ; 
expenditure  of  charities,  the  revenues  of  j 
which  were  under  20i.  or  30/.  a  year,  sum-  j 
marilj  and  without  expense;  but  it  was  a 
^estion  as  to  whether  or  not  the  County 
Courts  were  the  fittest  tribunal  to*  adjudi-  , 
cate  in  the  matter.     If  they  looked  to  the 
expense  of  these  courts,  there  could  be  no 
doubt  as  to  its  being  very  large.    A  return 
bad  recently  been  laid  on  the  table  as  to 
the  expense  of  some  of  these  courts  on  a 
portion  of  the  Home  Circuit.     It  appeared 
that  the  total  number  of  plaints  lodged  be- 
fore the  courts   was  22,000.      The  total 
number  of  judgments  given  was  18,000; 
but  not  one-half  of  the  amount  of  these 
judgments  had  yet  been  paid  into  court. 
But  for  these  18,000  judgments  the  fees 
of  the  court  amounted  to  4,(yj0/.,  and  those 
fees  constituted  25  per  cent  of  the  whole 
of  the  money  paid  into  court.    He  believed 
these  courts  were  to  have  the  power  of 


making  orders  for  the  management  of 
charities,  without  any  restriction  on  the 
Judges.  He  objected  to  invest  any  body 
of  men  with  such  a  power  without  ample 
notice  being  given  for  the  consideration  of 
the  matter.  Then  how  were  these  courts 
to  be  set  in  motion  ?  What  security  was 
there  against  the  whole  amount  of  the 
funds  of  these  charities  being  absorbed  in 
litigation  in  these  courts  ?  He  found,  also, 
that  there  was  no  restriction  as  to  the  costs 
of  appearing  in  a  case  of  this  kind,  for  the 
Judge  might  make  the  award  in  any  man- 
ner which  he  thought  fit,  and  this  without 
any  appeal,  for  the  judgment  was  declared 
to  be  final.  Now,  suppose  the  case  of  any 
charity  connected  with  the  Established 
Church,  any  Dissenter  residing  in  the  place 
where  the  charity  existed,  if  he  pleased, 
might  apply  to  the  Judge  to  make  a  new 
scheme  for  the  management  of  the  charity, 
and  for  which  he  might  be  liable  to  none 
of  the  expenses,  but  might  saddle  the  cha- 
rity with  charges  more  than  the  whole 
amount  of  its  revenue.  This  was  a  large 
power,  which  should  not  be  delegated  to 
such  tribunals  without  the  most  full  consi- 
deration, and  without  ample  checks.  It 
was  true  that  a  statement  of  any  proposed 
new  scheme  for  a  charity  must  be  pub- 
lished in  the  county  newspaper;  but  there 
was  no  provision  in  the  Bill  for  hearing 
objections  to  it,  for  after  the  Judge 
had  promulgated  the  scheme,  they  were 
told  that  he  must  deposit  it  in  some  public 
place;  but  there  was  nothing  to  prevent  its 
being  carried  into  effect,  however  objec- 
tionable it  might  be,  for  the  decision  of 
the  Judge  was  final  and  conclusive.  On 
the  19th  of  July,  when  this  important  Bill 
was  introduced,  it  was  admitted  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  woolsack  to 
be  of  a  most  novel  character,  and  which 
should  receive  full  consideration,  as  it  in- 
volved principles  of  no  minor  importance. 
Was  it  too  much,  then,  for  him,  on  the  4th 
of  August,  when  they  were  invited  to  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  a  Bill  the  in- 
troduction of  which  had  been  postponed 
from  February  to  July,  to  ask  noble  Lords 
to  postpone  it  from  August  to  next  June  ? 
At  this  time  also  the  House  of  Commons 
was  so  overwhelmed  with  business,  that 
they  were  obliged  to  sit  from  twelve  in  the 
morning  to  two  or  three  on  the  following 
morning.  He  was  astonished  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  should  think  it  to 
be  decent  to  introduce  this  important  Bill, 
and  send  it  down  to  the  House  of  Com- 
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mons,  where  it  could  only  go  through  the 
mere  form  of  passing  it  through  its  various 
stages.  Seeing,  then,  that  this  Bill  might 
have  been  introduced  at  an  earlier  period 
of  the  Session,  and  trusting  also  that  the 
House  would  not  sanction  the  principle  of 
postponing  the  introduction  of  all  mea- 
sures into  this  House  until  the  end  of  the 
Session,  hut  at  the  same  time  admitting 
that  in  some  respects  the  measure  might 
he  made  useful  and  valuable,  but  on  the 
principle  that  such  a  Bill  should  not  be  in- 
troduced at  such  a  time — and  if  any  in- 
convenience should  arise  from  postponing 
it,  it  arose  from  the  course  of  proceeding 
on  the  part  of  the  Government — he  trusted 
that  their  Lordships  would  think  that  he 
was  justified  in  moving  that  the  Committee 
on  the  Bill  be  postponed  until  that  day 
three  months. 

.  The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
it  appeared  to  him  that  the  objections  of 
the  noble  Lord  were  not  so  much  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  for  he  had  intimated 
that  hereafter  he  might  be  induced  to  sup- 
port it,  as  to  the  time  when  it  was  intro- 
duced. Now  this  objection  would  apply  to 
every  measure  which  might  be  brought 
forward  at  a  late  period  of  the  Session, 
and  even  to  one  which  might  contain  pro- 
visions which  it  was  essential  to  pass  with- 
out delay.  He  would  undertake  to  prove 
to  their  Lordships  in  a  very  short  space  of 
time  that  there  were  enactments  proposed 
in  this  Bill  which  were  of  very  great  ne- 
cessity, and  the  delaying  of  which  would 
be  attended  with  great  inconvenience.  Al- 
though some  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
which  he  now  asked  the  House  to  assent 
to,  were  new,  the  subject  had  long  been 
under  the  attention  of  the  Government. 
The  present  Bill  contained  some  very 
pressing  matters,  but  there  were  other  pro- 
visions on  the  subject  which  he  had  origi- 
nally introduced  into  the  Bill.  These,  no 
doubt,  were  of  very  great  importance,  but 
they  did  not  call  for  the  immediate  deci- 
sion of  Parliament.  He  had  thought  that 
the  plan  which  had  been  proposed  with 
respect  to  the  minor  cbarltios  would  meet 
with  the  approbation  of  all,  and  that  the 
tribunal  which  had  been  selected,  to  which 
they  were  to  be  referred,  would  not  have  been 
objected  to.  If  the  noble  Lord  would  look 
at  matters  dispassionately,  he  would  see 
that  it  was  not  one  which  it  was  necessary 
to  delay  for  the  purpose  of  long  consider- 
ation, lie  could  not  help  feeling  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  not  taken  notice    of  the 


real  objects  of  the  Bill,  or  of  the  evils  to 
which  it  was  intended  to  be  applied.  Was 
the  noble  Lord  aware  that  at  present,  as 
regarded  the  large  proportion  of  the  chari- 
ties which  at  present  existed  in  this  coun- 
try, there  was  no  remedy  which  could  be 
applied  with  respect  to  the  maladministra- 
tion of  their  funds,  for  their  revenues  were 
so  small  that  they  never  would  hear  the 
expenses  of  applying  to  the  Court  of  Chanr 
eery.  It  had  always  been  felt  that  Bome 
means  should  be  devised  for  the  manage- 
ment of  the  funds  of  such  charities.  There 
had  been  great  difficulty  in  finding  a  pro* 
per  jurisdiction,  for  formerly  no  local  jurii- 
diction  like  the  County  Courts  existed.  It 
was  proposed  some  years  ago  to  make  a 
number  of  new  tribunals,  specially  for  the 
superintendence  of  these  charities;  but  this 
proposition  was  objectionable  in  conse- 
quence of  the  expense  and  patronage 
which  would  be  involved  in  the  adoption  of 
the  plan.  They  had  thus  had  two  years' 
experience  of  the  mode  of  carrying  on  local 
jurisdiction  in  these  courts;  and  on  reflec-t 
tion  he  felt  strongly  they  were  well  able  to 
undertake  the  duties  imposed  by  this  BilL 
The  noble  Lord  complained  of  the  ex- 
pense of  these  courts.  When  they  were 
first  established  it  was  impossible  to  tell 
with  anything  like  exactness  the  amount  of 
feea  which  would  be  required  to  defray  the 
expenses  of  the  courts;  but  after  mature 
deliberation  a  table  |of  fees  was  drawn  up. 
It  appeared,  however,  that  the  amount  of 
fees  received  in  some  of  these  courts  was 
so  large  that  in  some  instances  the  Judges 
and  officers  of  the  court  had  received  more 
than  they  ought  to  have  received.  After 
the  experience  which  they  had  had,  and 
after  they  had  been  able  to  calculate  the 
expenses  of  the  courts  with  some  accuracy, 
he  was  ready  to  admit  that  it  would  be 
proper  to  reduce  the  fees,  so  that  the 
amount  collected  should  not  be  more  ihan, 
was  necessary  to  pay  the  expenses  of  the 
courts;  and  he  hoped  before  long  a  plan 
would  be  adopted  by  which  the  fees  would 
be  reduced  one-half.  Every  one  of  the 
Judges  of  the  County  Courts  had  accepted 
office  with  the  distinct  understanding  that 
they  were  to  perform  any  duties  which 
Parliament  might  impose  on  them,  without 
having  any  larger  remuneration  than  that 
which  they  received  under  the  County 
Courts  Act ;  and  it  was  extremely  im- 
portant that  when  the  salaries  were  about 
to  be  fixed,  it  should  be  clearly  ascertained 
what  dutes  there  would  be  to  perfomu 
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Thftt  was  one  very  good  reason  why  Par- 
liament should  at  once  determine  whether 
it  would,  or  would  not,  transfer  to  the 
Judges  in  question  the  proposed  jurisdic- 
tion. The  passing  of  this  Bill  was,  how- 
ever, most  important  in  relation  to  the 
charities  themselves.  It  was  proposed  to 
deal  with  48,000  charities,  for  a  large 
proposition  of  which  there  were  no  trustees 
provided,  and  no  means  of  ensuring  their 
satisfactory  administration.  The  funds 
would,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  he 
paid  into  the  hands  of  the  treasurer  of  the 
County  Courts,  who  was  to  he  the  deposi- 
tory of  the  legal  estate  ;  hut,  instead  of 
that  officer  having  the  management  of  the 
property,  its  administration  was  to  he  left 
to  the  trustees.  If  their  Lordships  would 
allow  the  Bill  to  go  into  Committee,  he 
would  then  state  what  alterations  he  in- 
tended to  suggest ;  hut  no  satisfactory  dis- 
cussion could  take  place  hefore,  inasmuch 
as  there  was  no  ohjection  to  the  principle 
of  the  measure.  He  would  observe  that 
there  existed  at  present  a  great  want  of  the 
means  of  local  investigation,  and  it  was 
proposed  to  take  powers  for  supplying  that 
defect.  It  was  extremely  desirable  that 
such  arrangements  should  be  made,  that 
parties  would  not  be  obliged  to  bring  all 
their  witnesses  and  papers  up  to  London. 
No  one  need  be  afraid  that  the  proposed 
jurisdiction  would  be  abused;  but  if  any 
better  mode  of  preventing  abuse  could  be 
suggested  than  that  provided  by  the  Bill, 
he  should  be  happy  to  assent  to  it.  He 
again  submitted  that  the  Bill  ought  not  to 
be  rejected  because  it  had  not  been  intro- 
duced sooner.  If  good  in  itself,  it  should 
he  allowed  to  pass.  Even  as  regarded  the 
objection  of  time,  he  must  remind  their 
Lordships  that  the  Bill  had  been  before 
them  three  weeks,  and  that  there  was  no 
other  urgent  business  pressing  on  their 
attention  at  that  moment. 

Lord  REDE SD ALE  regretted  that  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  treated  the 
objection  to  the  time  when  the  Bill  had 
been  introduced  in  the  manner  that  he 
had  done.  It  was  all  very  well  to  talk 
about  three  weeks  being  enough  to  con- 
sider the  Bill;  but  there  were  several  parts 
to  which  he  objected,  and  he  could  not,  in 
so  short  a  period,  form  a  correct  opinion 
of  the  details  of  such  a  subject.  The  Bill 
had  been  withheld  until  a  period  of  the 
Session  when  many  Peers  were  absent, 
and  when  there  was  no  opportunity  for 
proper  deliberation ;  and  he  thought  their 
Lonlships  would,  under  all  the  circum- 


stances of  the  case,  be  fully  justified  in 
postponing  the  consideration  of  it  until 
next  Session. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  said,  he  must 
vote  against  going  into  Committee.  He 
fully  admitted  the  greatness  of  the  evil; 
but  it  did  not  follow  from  that  that  he 
should  take  at  random  the  first  means  of 
meeting  it  which  might  be  suggested. 
The  very  circumstance  that  these  charities 
were  so  numerous,  made  it  the  more  im- 
perative that  their  Lordships  should  legis- 
late with  care,  and  make  themselves  ac- 
quainted with  all  the  details.  The  mea- 
sure was  one  especially  of  a  parochial  cha- 
racter ;  the  charities  affected  by  it  were 
almost  all  of  early  foundation  ;  and  it  was 
impossible,  within  so  short  a  space  of  time, 
to  acquire  the  requisite  amount  of  infor- 
mation. Nearly  all  that  was  most  impor'- 
tant  in  the  Bill  was  not  to  be  found  in  the 
Bill  of  last  year.  No  care  was  taken  by 
the  framers  of  the  measure  to  prevent  any 
possible  abuse  of  the  jurisdiction  to  be  ex- 
ercised. A  shrewd  Dissenting  attorney, 
holding  the  office  of  Judge,  might,  under 
its  operation,  divert  Church  property  from 
its  proper  object,  and  apply  it  to  objects 
not  contemplated,  on  the  ground  that  he 
thought  the  new  application  would  be  be- 
neficial. It  was  alien  to  the  character  of 
that  House  to  sanction  such  a  method  of 
dealing  with  property  of  that  description. 
On  a  former  occasion,  indeed,  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  woolsack  had 
stated  that  he  was  opposed  to  the  giving 
powders  to  Commissioners  to  •change  trusts, 
observing  that  to  do  so  was  to  act  on  a 
novel  principle  in  legislation.  Yet  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  now  proposed  to 
give  such  powers,  not  to  Commissioners, 
or  to  persons  of  high  standing,  but  to 
every  Judge  of  a  County  Court  in  Eng- 
land. Much  as  he  (the  Bishop  of  Oxford) 
desired  to  see  some  remedy  provided  for 
great  and  admitted  evils,  he  felt  that  bad 
legislation  on  such  a  subject  was  exceed- 
ingly dangerous;  that  while  it  was  very  dif- 
ficult to  retrace  a  wrong  step,  it  was  very 
easy  to  do  an  injustice  ;  and  he  thought 
the  House  ought  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
further  considering  the  subject  before  it 
came  to  a  division.  Unless  the  Bill  were 
fairly  considered  by  a  Select  Committee, 
and  fully  deliberated  upon  by  their  Lord- 
ships, the  passing  of  it  could  lead  to  no 
satisfactory  result. 

On  question  that  the  word  "now  "  stand 
part  of  the  question.  House  divided  : — 
Contents21;  Non-Contents  17 :  Majority  4. 


List  of  the 
The  Lord  Chancellor. 

MABQUi;SSE8. 

Lansdowne 
Glanricarde. 

Eabls. 
TValdegrave 
Grey 
Minto 
Auckland 
Granville. 
Morley 
Stra£ford, 


Contents. 

Barons. 
Langdale 
Camoys 
Colborne 
Byron 
Monteagle 
Campbell 
Beaumont 
Milford 
Wrottesley 
Leitrim 
Eddisbury. 


POR. 

£arl  Spencer 
Earl  Fortesoue 
Lord  Foley 
Lord  Sudeley 
Bishop  of  Norwich 
Earl  of  Radnor 
Earl  Fitzhardinge 
Bishop  of  Hereford 
Lord  Crewe 
Duke  of  Grafton 
Lord  Brougham 


Earl  of  Scarborough 
Earl  of  Charlemont 
Lord  Carrington 
Lord  De  Mauley 


Paired  of. 

AGAINST. 

Earl  of  Malmesbury 
Lord  Colchester 
Lord  Templeraore 
Earl  of  Stradbroke 
Earl  of  Tankerville 
Lord  Sondes 
Earl  of  Digby 
Lord  Skelmersdale 
Earl  Jersey 
Earl  of  Cardigan 
Duke  of  Beaufort 


Lord  Forester 
Lord  Beauchamp 
Earl  of  Hardwicke 
Earl  of  Glcngall. 
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House  iu  Committee. 

On  Clause  1, 

Mr.  C.  BULLER  said,  that  one  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  renew  tbo  temporary 
law  respecting  the  irremovability  of  the 
poor,  and  to  continue  Mr.  Bodkin's  Bill 
for  one  year.  In  doing  tbat  he  thought  it 
right  to  make  the  whole  subject  of  the 
Bill  extend  only  for  one  year  also. 

Mr.  BROTHERTON  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  BuUer)  would  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  make  the  poor  in  large  towns 
chargeable  upon  the  unions.  At  present 
the  poor  had  to  keep  the  poor,  for  the  rich 
evaded  this  duty.  In  the  parish  in  which 
he  lived  the  poor-rates  were  1«.  in  the 
pound,  while  in  the  next  parish  they  were 
75.  the  whole  of  the  poor  being  kept  by 
the  adjoining  parish.  It  frequency  hap- 
pened that  persons  made  their  fortunes  in 
towns,  and  then  removed  into  close  town- 
ships in  the  neighbourhood  to  reside,  by 
which  means  they  were  no  longer  liable  to 
the  maintenance  of  the  poor  in  the  parishes 
where  they  had  amassed  their  wealth. 

Mr.  HUDSON  could  confirm  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford  as 
to  the  eifect  of  the  present  system.  Some 
of  the  richest  parishes  in  the  city  of  York 
were  almost  entirely  relieved  from  poor- 
rates.  There  was  another  point  to  which 
he  begged  to  call  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  C.  BuUer),  and  that 
was  the  hardship  of  which  railway  proprie- 
tors had  to  complain  in  the  rating  of  rail- 
ways to  the  relief  of  the  poor.  In  looking 
over  the  accounts  of  one  railway  with  which 
he  was  connected,  the  Eastern  Counties, 
he  found  that  they  had  paid  12,000Z.  in 
rates  during  the  last  half-year,  for  250 
miles  of  railway,  which  was  about  8Z.  per 
acre;  while  he  believed  it  would  be  found 
that  agricultural  parishes  only  paid  on 
average  of  from  35.  to  3«.  6d.  per  acre 
throughout  the  kingdom.  He  feared  that 
the  eifect  of  the  present  Bill  would  be  to 
saddle  upon  the  railways,  as  the  large 
ratepayers,  the  additional  rate  which 
would  be  levied  upon  the  union  generally, 
and  that  they  would  thus  have  to  contri- 
bute to  the  maintenance  of  the  poor  in 
parishes  iu  which  they  had  no  property. 
He  hoped,  at  least,  that  the  subject  of 
railway  rateability  would  be  taken  out  of 
the  hands  of  magistrates.  It  was  not  right 
that  so  much  injustice  should  be  perpe- 
trated upon  the  promotei-s  of  undertakings 
which  rather  deserved  the  fosteiing  hand 


House  in  Committee. 

Amendment  made  ;  other  Amendments 
moved  and  negatived.  Report  to  be  re- 
ceived. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  August  4,  1848. 

MiNUTKS.]  PuBLift  Bills.— !•  Money  Order  Depart- 
ment (Post  Office);  Importation  of  bheep,  &c  Prohi- 
bition ;  Contagious  Disorders  Prevention  (Sheep,  dec.). 

99  Turnpike  Acts  Continuance ;  Canada  Government; 
Metropolitan  Commissions  of  Sewers. 

Rtported.-~ljx$o\vent  Debtors'  Court ;  Sugar  Duties. 

S'*  and  passed:— Paymaster's  Offices  Consolidation :  High- 
way Rates ;  Farmers'  Estate  Society  (Ireland). 
PttrniosB  Prbbrntrd.  By  Mr.  Wilson  Patten,  from 
Exeter,  and  other  Places,  for  a  Better  Observance  of  Uie 
Lord's  Day. — By  Sir  Charles  Lemon,  from  Miners  and 
Others  connected  with  the  Fowcy  Consols  Copper  Mine, 
in  Cornwall,  against  the  Copiier  and  Lead  Duties  Dill. — 
By  Mr.  Devereux,  from  Waterford,  for  Abolition  of  the 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland). — By  Sir  Benjamin  Hall,  from 
several  Lodges  of  the  Independent  Order  of  Odd  Fellows, 
for  an  Extension  of  the  Benefit  Societies  Act.—  By  Lord 
Courtenay,  from  Plympton,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Law 
respecting  Education.— By  Lord  Dudley  Stuart,  from 
Luke  James  Hansard,  Printer,  of  Southampton  Street, 
Bloomsbury,  suggesting  the  Establishment  of  a  National 
Printing  Office.— By  Mr.  C.  P.  Villiers,  from  the  Guar- 
dians of  Wolverhampton  Union,  for  an  Alteration  of  the 
Poor  Law. — By  Lord  Dudley  Stuart,  from  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  West  London  Anti- Enclosure  Association,  re- 
specting the  Management  of  St.  James's  Park.— By  Mr. 
Christy,  from  Newcastle-under-Lyme,  in  favour  of  the 
Sale  of  Beer  Bill.— By  Mr.  Stuart  Wortley,  from  the 
Kothsay  Young  Men's  Association  for  Mutual  Improve- 
ment, against  the  Scientific  Societies  Bill. — By  Mr.  Henry 
Herbert,  from  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  County  of  Kerry, 
suggesting  Remedial  Measures  for  the  State  of  Ireland. 
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of  the  Government.  The  railway  compa- 
nies only  asked  for  justice;  but  it  must 
strike  the  House  as  a  monstrous  injustice 
that  they  should  pay  SI.  per  acre  to  the 
poor-rates  while  the  average  of  the  rates 
in  agricultural  parishes  was  only  from 
3*.  to  35.  6d.  per  acre. 

Mr.  C.  BULLER  concurred  in  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Members  for  Sal- 
ford  and  Sunderlafld  with  regard  to  the 
hardship  caused  by  the  inequality  of  rating 
of  different  parishes  in  the  same  towns.  He 
had  already  expressed  his  opinion  in  favour 
of  retaining  the  principle  of  parochial 
chargeability;  but  none  of  the  arguments 
in  favour  of  this  principle  applied  to  the 
case  of  towns,  in  which  one  parish  paid 
more  than  another,  in  consequence  of 
the  labourers  living  in  one  parish,  and 
working  in  another.  The  question  under- 
went much  discussion  in  the  Settlement 
Committee  of  last  year;  and  it  appeared  to 
be  the  general  opinion  that  a  complete  and 
uniform  charge  would  be  the  right  thing 
"with  regard  to  the  several  parishes  forming 
large  towns.  He  proposed  to  lay  on  the 
table  this  Session  a  Bill  enacting  that 
where  there  was  a  town  coextensive  with  a 
union  (of  which  he  believed  there  were 
only  six  cases),  and  where  the  town  was 
not  under  a  local  Act,  there  should  be  in 
Buch  cases  an  entire  union  charge  for  all 
purposes  whatsoever.  If  the  Bill  gave 
satisfaction,  it  would  be  easy  to  extend  it 
to  smaller  towns  which  were  not  coexten- 
sive with  unions.  He  thus  proposed  to 
feel  his  way,  and  he  hoped  the  House 
would  allow  him  to  go  on  in  this  kind  of 
pottering  manner.  The  present  discussion 
was  somewhat  premature. 

Mr.  E.  DENISON  wished  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  give  his  opinion  on  the 
three  following  cases  :  Firstly,  if  a  person 
presented  himself  at  the  door  of  a  union 
workhouse  in  a  state  of  intoxication,  ought 
such  a  person  to  be  an  object  of  public 
charity?  Secondly,  supposing  the  case 
that  some  labourers  had  been  engaged  in 
labouring  work,  and  had  been  in  the  re- 
ceipt of  very  large  wages — that  a  strike 
took  place,  that  those  parties  were  thrown 
out  of  work,  and  that  they  immediately 
had  recourse  to  the  union  workhouse,  and 
represented  themselves  as  destitute,  ought 
they  to  be  taken  iuto  the  house,  or  other- 
wise receive  relief?  His  third  question 
was,  whether  certain  men,  between  the 
ages  of  eighteen  and  thirty,  who  were 
known  to  be  circulating  through  the  coun- 
try, and  vfho  were  in   the  habit  cf  con- 


stantly coming  to  the  workhouse  and  ask- 
ing for  relief,  ought  to  receive  it  from  the 
union  workhouses  ?  Some  information 
upon  points  such  as  these  was  very  neces- 
sary to  guide  relieving  officers  in  the  dis- 
charge of  their  duty. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  would  suggest  to  the 
House  whether  the  relief  of  the  poor  ought 
not  to  be  a  national  act  instead  of  a  local 
act.  Why  should  funded  property  be  free 
from  the  poor-rate,  or  stock  in  trade  ?  Ho 
knew  that  the  difficulty  of  taxing  stock  in 
trade  was  great,  and  that  the  expense  of 
collecting  it  would  be  large;  but  that  was 
no  reason  why  it  should  not  be  taxed  as 
well  as  any  other  description  of  property. 

Mr.  C.  BULLER  said,  the  question 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham was  a  very  large  one.  He  had  his 
own  opinion  on  the  subject,  and  it  did  not 
entirely  coincide  with  that  of  the  hon. 
Member.  With  respect  to  the  questions 
put  by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  E.  Denison), 
he  might  state  that  his  object  had  been, 
in  the  circular  to  parochial  officers,  which 
he  hoped  to  lay  on  the  table  to-day,  to 
point  out  to  the  unions  the  necessity  of 
exercising  a  discretion  in  such  cases ;  and 
if  a  general  explanation  of  his  views  did 
not  prove  sufficient,  he  would  labour  most 
sedulously,  from  time  to  time,  until  he  had 
made  himself  understood.  With  respect 
to  those  persons  who  were  in  the  receipt 
of  good  wages,  he  had  attempted  to  guard 
against  their  being  improperly  relieved ; 
and  if  it  should  be  known  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood that  they  were  in  that  condition, 
unless  they  were  bowed  down  by  illness, 
he  should  say  that  the  relieving  officer 
would  exercise  a  wise  discretion  in  refus- 
ing relief.  As  to  habitual  vagrancy,  he 
would  put  that  act  down  as  he  would  any 
other  offence. 

Mr.  SANDARS  said,  that  though  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  BuUer)  had 
been  compelled  by  circumstances  to  with- 
draw the  greater  part  of  the  measures  he 
had  introduced,  yet  he  thanked  him  for 
persevering  with  the  clause  which  spread 
the  charge  of  vagrancy  over  the  whole 
union.  This  evil  of  vagrancy  was  so 
great,  so  increasing,  that  it  admitted  not 
of  delay,  and  he  was  glad  to  see  a  prospect 
of  the  principle  being  admitted ;  for,  de- 
pend upon  it,  unless  the  guardians  gene- 
rally were  made  to  feel  the  burden,  no 
elVcctual  steps  could  or  would  bo  taken  to 
mitigate  the  evil.  The  country  guardians, 
as  the  law  now  stood,  bore  none  of  the 
hunh^^,  aiv.l  thev  opposed  thof5e  who  did, 
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in  their  attempts  to  put  it  down.  In  the 
union  to  which  he  belonged,  the  board 
passed  a  resolution  to  appoint  a  vagrant 
officer;  at  the  very  next  meeting  this  was 
rescinded  by  an  influx  of  country  guar- 
dians, whose  interest  it  was  to  keep  the 
establishment  expenses  as  low  as  possible. 
Again,  the  guardians  proposed  to  erect 
sleeping  apartments  for  the  vagrants ;  but 
this  was  successfully  opposed  by  the  coun- 
try members  of  the  board,  and  the  only 
alternative  was  to  quarter  them  at  those 
nests  of  vice  and  misery,  the  lodging- 
houses,  at  a  great  expense  to  the  parish. 
The  relief  of  the  vagrants  was  tbrown  al- 
most exclusively  upon  the  central  town- 
ship, or  where  the  poorhouse  was  situated. 
Thus,  for  instance,  in  the  union  of  Wake- 
field, in  the  six  months  from  October  to 
April,  no  less  than  3,670  cases  of  vagrancy 
occurred  in  one  township,  that  of  Wake- 
field ;  whilst  in  Alverthorpe,  a  popu- 
lous township,  only  ten  occurred,  and  in 
some  others  not  one.  He  asked  upon 
what  principle  of  justice  should  the  whole 
expenses  be  thrown  upon  one  township? 
He  was  sorry  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  been  compelled  to  abandon  his  pro- 
posed improved  system  of  rating,  namely, 
on  the  county  rate,  instead  of  the  old  sys- 
tem of  averages.  However  just  the  system 
of  averages  might  have  been  some  fourteen 
years  ago,  when  these  unions  were  formed, 
the  riffht  no  longer  existed ;  and  he  con- 
tended, all  those  charges — the  establish- 
ment, the  irremovables,  and  the  vagrants 
— ought  to  be  spread  over  the  whole  union, 
by  a  fair  and  equitable  system  of  rating. 
The  proposed  measure  was  but  a  tempo- 
rary one,  and  ceased  in  September,  1849 ; 
but  he  was  glad  to  hear  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  he  intended  to  prepare, 
during  the  recess,  a  far  more  extended 
plan.  No  one  knew  better  than  he  the 
iB^reat  evils  of  the  law  as  it  stood  ;  and  he 
'>elieved  no  one  was  more  sincere  in  his 
lesire  to  reform  those  abuses ;  and  he 
iioped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
turn  his  great  talents  to  the  considera- 
tion of  that  monster  evil,  the  law  of  settle- 
ment. Ho  considered  the  late  change  of 
five  years*  residence  gaining  a  settlement 
a  great  improvement — a  step  in  the  right 
direction;  but  it  was  necessary  to  proceed; 
and  he  would  be  glad  to  see  the  five  years 
reduced  to  one;  at  present  it  was  a  fruitful 
source  of  litigation,  particularly  in  the  dif- 
ferent townships  of  a  union.  It  cost  the 
union  of  Wakefield  lOl.  to  14:1,  per  week, 
or  about  600L  per  annum — a  sum  more 


considerable  than  the  whole  expense  would 
be  of  maintaining  all  these  disputed  cases; 
and  then,  again,  look  at  the  hardships  it 
entailed  on  the  poor.  If  a  pauper  had 
gained  a  settlement  by  five  years*  resi- 
dence, he  lost  that  right  of  relief  and  irre- 
movability by  removing  some  fifty  or  one 
hundred  yards  into  another  township  of 
the  same  union  ;  and  was  sent  perhaps 
some  one  hundred  milA  off  to  obtain  relief 
from  that  parish  to  which  he  originally  be- 
longed. He  contended  that,  to  remove 
from  one  township  to  another  in  the  same 
union  ought  not  to  disqualify  him  from  re- 
lief. It  gave  rise  to  cases  of  great  hard- 
ship and  cruelty.  He  threw  out  these 
hints  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman;  and  he 
hoped  he  would  bring  in  a  measure  early 
next  Session  to  reform  these  glaring  de- 
fects and  abuses  in  the  system  which  now 

AVI  nf^M 

Sir  H.  WILLOUGHBY  had  suggested, 
at  the  time  the  poor-law  was  passed,  that 
small,  well-administered  parishes  should  be 
exempted  from  the  operation  of  the  law. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  attempted 
to  frame  a  new  system  of  rating  for  the 
country,  it  was  very  like  a  breach  of  faith 
to  these  small  parishes,  and  threw  an  addi- 
tional burden  on  parishes  where  property 
had  been  bought  and  sold  under  the  old 
system.  If  a  greater  burden  were  thrown 
upon  property  than  existed  at  the  time  of 
the  contract,  it  would  have  the  effect  of 
confiscating  property. 

Lord  H.  VANE  thought  it  would  he 
unjust  if,  by  the  area  of  rating  being  ex- 
tended to  unions  instead  of  the  parochial 
area,  there  should,  as  he  believed,  be  a 
great  additional  charge  upon  railroads. 
The  evil  of  vagrancy  in  the  north  of  Eng- 
land was  great,  and  one  of  the  difficulties 
attending  the  extension  of  the  area  of 
chargeability  was,  that  without  some  very 
stringent  measures  for  the  suppression  of 
vagrancy,  it  would  he  increased  by  such 
extension  of  the  area.  The  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  a  union  settlement  were  very 
great,  and  it  would  he  better  to  proceed 
by  a  bit  by  bit  reform,  than  to  adopt  at 
once  so  extensive  a  change,  to  which  he 
foresaw  much  opposition. 

Mr.  Alderman  SIDNEY  said,  in  the 
late  Chartist  disturbances  it  had  been  found 
that  the  mobs  were  augmented  by  the 
4,000  or  5,000  vagrants  who  were  always 
preying  upon  the  community.  Unless  va- 
grancy, which  was  rapidly  increasing,  was 
dealt  with  in  a  most  stringent  manner,  the 
large  towns  would  be  in  constant  fear  of 
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an  outbreak  through  the  recklessness  of 
these  persons.  The  rates  of  the  town  of 
Stafford,  which  he  represented,  had  in- 
creased from  8,000?.  to  12,000Z.  In  Man- 
Chester,  in  1837,  the  rates  were  only 
24,000/.,  whereas  in  1847  they  had  reach- 
ed the  enormous  amount  of  125,000L 
[Mr.  BuLLER  :  The  increase  was  for  build- 
ings.] In  Norwich  and  other  places  there 
had  been  a  large  increase,  and  some  change 
was  absolutely  necessary  in  assessing  the 
rate;  for  if  Norwich,  Leeds,  London,  and 
other  large  cities,  were  to  suffer  under  the 
infliction  of  an  unequal  tax,  there  would  be 
great  dissatisfaction  amongst  the  urban 
population.  Norwich  had  not  only  to  sup- 
port its  own  manufacturing  poor,  but  that 
of  the  agricultural  poor. 

Mr.  p.  HOWARD  said,  that  some  part 
of  the  pressure  of  the  rates  upon  large 
towns  had  arisen  from  the  general  depres- 
sion of  trade  in  the  early  part  of  the  year. 
He  trusted  that  during  the  next  half  year 
much  labour  would  be  absorbed,  and  that 
the  pressure  upon  the  country  would  be  re- 
lieyed.  The  five  years*  residence  might 
he  accounted  a  grievance;  but  he  believed 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham) 
had  been  actuated  by  the  most  beneficent 
motive  in  bringing  forward  that  clause,  and 
that  it  was  upon  the  whole  founded  on  the 
greatest  humanity.  He  trusted  that,  what- 
ever might  be  the  evils  attending  vagrancy, 
the  poor-law  unions  would  be  ready  to 
grant  relief  to  infirm  and  aged  vagrants. 

Mr.  HENLEY  agreed  in  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
sat  down,  that  a  great  deal  of  the  pressure 
and  temporary  suffering  in  the  country  had 
arisen  from  the  unfortunate  depression  of 
trade  in  many  parts;  and  that  a  great  deal 
of  the  burden  of  the  rates  had  arisen  from 
that  cause  and  no  other.  With  respect  to 
the  mode  of  dealing  with  vagrants,  it  was 
a  most  important  subject,  and  he  thought 
a  great  discretion  should  be  exercised  where 
persons  claimed  relief  who  were  in  a  state 
of  intoxication,  or  who  had  means  or  credit 
of  their  own.  But  ho  (Mr.  Henley)  had 
been  disappointed,  and  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  disappoint  the 
views  of  the  country,  by  the  mode  in  which 
he  proposed  to  deal  with  tramps  or  profes- 
sional vagrants.  He  was  sorry  to  find 
that  they  were  to  be  dealt  with  only  by 
refusing  relief.  The  administration  of  the 
poor-law  had  now  become  a  responsible  de- 
partment of  the  Government;  and  the  re- 
lief of  the  poor,  be  they  vagrant  or  casual, 
would  fall  into  the  hands  of  the  relieving 


officer,  who  would  be  an  officer  of  the 
board  of  guardians,  acting  under  the  Poor 
Law  Board.  He  could  understand  overseers 
putting  away  cases  of  unfounded  claims 
for  this  kind  of  relief;  but  when  a  man  in 
the  situation  of  a  public  officer  dealt  with 
such  a  claim  by  simply  denying  relief, 
when  the  party  ought  to  be  punished,  and 
which  would  only  throw  back  the  party 
upon  the  overseers,  he  thought  that  such 
a  mode  of  dealing  with  those  cases  was 
objectionable.  They  had  better  look  the 
evil  in  the  face,  in  spite  of  the  expense  of 
dealing  with  it  in  another  way.  With  re- 
spect to  railroads,  he  had  never  been  able 
to  understand  the  justice  of  the  principle 
upon  which  this  description  of  property 
was  rated.  He  had  always  felt  it  to  be  a 
difficult  subject,  and  had  been  reluctant  to 
bring  his  mind  to  recognise  the  justice  of 
the  decision;  but  that  description  of  pro- 
perty, like  every  other,  must  abide  by  the 
decision  of  the  courts  of  law. 

Sir  W.  JOLLIFFE  said,  the  vagrant 
had  half-a-dozen  reasons  now  for  following 
his  trade  which  he  had  not  before — work- 
houses, relieving  officers,  overseers,  were 
all  interested  in  getting  rid  of  him  as  fast 
as  they  could;  and  there  was  this  addi- 
tional cause,  that  the  whole  country  teem- 
ed with  beer-shops,  many  of  which  had 
lodgings  for  the  poor — these  and  other 
causes  gave  facilities  for  leading  an  errant 
life. 

Mr.  HUDSON  had,  as  a  chief  magis- 
trate, found  it  only  necessary  to  commit 
vagrants  found  in  the  town.  By  steadily 
pursuing  this  system,  and  employing  a  few 
policemen,  he  had  always  found  that  in 
five  or  six  days  the  town  was  completely 
cleared.  A  little  additional  expense  was 
incurred,  but  it  saved  a  good  deal  in  the 
end. 

Mr.  V.  SMITH  felt  persuaded  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  brought  in  the 
Bill  ought  to  be  extremely  careful  to  avoid 
doing  anything  that  had  a  tendency  rather 
to  increase  than  to  diminish  the  expense 
attendant  upon  the  present  measure;  and 
he  rather  apprehended  that  such  a  result 
would  ensue  from  the  proceedings  in  which 
they  were  now  engaged;  he  should  there- 
force  wish  to  see  the  circular  which  pro- 
vided for  the  administration  of  the  law  in 
this  matter,  As,  however,  it  seemed  to 
be  then  not  convenient  to  produce  it,  they 
might  perhaps  proceed  with  the  Bill  through 
a  Committee,  and  he  should  not  at  present 
resist  its  progress. 

Mr.   BULLER    wished  to  state  why 
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throwing  the  charge  on' the  union  would 
increase  those  evils  which  had  justly  heen 
made  the  subject  of  complaint.     Parlia- 
ment might  declare  that  applying  to  the 
workhouse  for  relief  was  in  itself  an  act 
of  vagrancy;  but  what  would  they  do  with 
the  class  who  did  not  care  how  soon  they 
committed  an  act  of  vagrancy,  or  what 
might  be  the  consequences  of  their  actions 
— who  would  rather  go  to  gaol  than  to  the 
workhouse — and  who,  with  the  prospect  of 
the  latter  before  them,  would  take  up  a 
stone  and  break  a  window  in  order  to  their 
being  committed  to  prison  ?     Of  course,  if 
the  House  chose,  they  might  inflict  a  more 
severe  punishment  than  imprisonment;  but 
as  his  department  was  not  that  of  penal 
legislation,  he  was  not  prepared  to  propose 
any  measure  on  that   subject ;    and  if  it 
were  his  duty  to  propose  such  a  measure, 
he  should  certainly  put  it  off  till  the  next 
Session.     With  respect  to  the  charge  of 
vagrancy,  he  begged  to  say  that  if  they 
threw  the  whole  cost  on  single  parishes, 
they  might  effect  their  object  much  more 
completely  in   another   way;    for  if  they 
did  not  mind  justice,  their  plan  would  be 
to  place  the  cost  on  the  clergyman,  or  on 
the  richest  gentleman  in  the  parish.     If 
they  resolved  to  put  down  vagrancy,  they 
must  have  a  relieving  oflScer  appointed  for 
the  union  at  large.     In  the  union  at  large 
there  was  not  properly  a  settlement,  but 
rather  in  the  parish,  and  the  parish  officers 
could    scarcely    deal   eflSciently    with    va- 
grants; when,  however,  a  union  happened 
to  be  coextensive  with  a  town,  that  cir- 
cumstance gave  great  facilities  in  relieving 
vagrancy;  but  he  thought  that  the  modi- 
fied plan  proposed  by  the  present  measure 
was  the  best  that,  under  the  circumstances, 
could  be  proposed  to  Parliament.   He  hoped 
the  House  would  remember  that  the  admi- 
nistration of  relief  to  vagrants  did  not  form 
any  part  of  the  poor-law ;  and  it  would  be 
a|       st  the  whole  principle  of  the  poor-law 
tr  ^_rry  it  beyond  the  parishes  in  which 
jf  vagrancy  were  committed.     One  of 
•ibjects  which  he  had  in  view  was  to 
'  the  burden   of  relieving   vagrancy 
those  who  possessed  the  power  of  re- 
ing  it. 
jiAuse  1,  amended,  agreed  to. 
iletnaining  clauses  agreed  to. 
House  resumed.     Report  to  be  received 
Monday. 

THE  GERMANIC  CONFEDERATIOxV. 
Mr.  DLSPi-AELI  said  :  I  wish  to  ask  a 
question  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 


for  Foreign  Affairs,  respecting  a  new  act 
of  aggression  and  annexation  of  that  Power 
which  is  called,  by  courtesy,  the  Germanic 
Confederation.  The  House  will  recollect 
by  the  Treaties  of  1839,  on  the  dismember- 
ment of  the  kingdom  of  the  Netherlands, 
the  King  of  the  Netherlands,  acting  under 
the  advice  of  the  great  Powers,  among 
which  was  Great  Britain,  ceded  a  portion  of 
the  grand  duchy  of  Limburg  to  the  new 
kingdom  of  Belgium;  and  in  that  treaty  it 
was  regulated  that  the  duchy  of  Limburg 
should  become  a  province  of  the  kingdom 
of  the  Netherlands — it  being  a  condition 
in  the  same  treaty  that  the  King  of  the 
Netherlands  should  compensate  the  agnates 
of  his  house,  those  who  were  interested  in 
the  accession  to  the  duchy  which  he  had 
ceded,  for  the  loss  they  might  sustain,  and 
that  he  should  also  compensate  the  Ger- 
manic Confederation  for  the  loss  which  it 
might  sustain  from  a  relinquishment  of  the 
duchy  of  Luxemburg.  The  King  of  the 
Netherlands,  with  the  advice  and  the  sanc- 
tion of  Great  Britain,  made  a  pecuniary 
compensation  to  the  agnates  of  his  house; 
and  he  also  undertook  that,  although  Lim- 
burg had  become  a  province  of  the  king- 
dom of  the  Netherlands,  so  far  as  contin- 
gents of  men  and  money  went,  the  Ger- 
manic Confederation  should  not  lose  any- 
thing by  the  change.  These  arrangements, 
I  need  not  remind  the  House,  were  per- 
fectly satisfactory  to  all  parties.  They 
tended  to  maintain  the  peace  of  Europe, 
they  were  satisfactory  to  the  people,  from 
whom  a  murmur  had  never  been  heard. 
But  by  a  decree  very  recently  issued  by 
the  National  Assembly  at  Frankfort,  the 
arrangements  then  made  are  entirely  re- 
pudiated on  the  part  of  the  Germanic  Con- 
federation, and  the  National  Assembly  has 
decided  that  it  cannot  sanction  those  wise 
and  salutary  treaties  to  which  Great  Bri- 
tain was  a  party.  The  consequence  is, 
that  the  same  circumstances  which  have 
already  occurred  in  Schleswig  and  Holstein 
are  now  likely  to  occur,  if  they  have  not 
already  taken  place,  in  the  duchy  of  Lux- 
emburg. The  peace  of  Europe  is  again 
disturbed  and  menaced  by  this  morbid  sys- 
tem of  annexation  manifested  by  the  Con- 
federation. Having  explained  the  founda- 
tion of  the  inquiry  which  I  wish  to  make, 
I  now  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foroiiyn  Affairs  whether  he  has  any 
communication  u|»on  this  subject  to  make 
to  tlic  House;  and  whether  he  can  hold  out 
any  hopos  to  us  that,  by  his  influence,  the 
faith  of  these  ticnt^'os  can  be  ui-iiutained  ? 
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Viscount  PALMERSTON  :  The  hon. 
Gontleman  has  stated  correctlj  the  ohliga- 
tions  entered  into  by  the  Treaty  of  1839. 
By  that  treaty  a  portion  of  the  duchy  of 
Laxemburg  was  ceded  and  annexed  to  the ' 
kingdom  of  Belgium.  The  House  is  aware 
that  the  grand  duchy  of  Luxemburg  form- 
ed part  of  the  Germanic  Confederation,  the 
King  of  the  Netherlands  being  a  ;nember 
of  uie  Germanic  Confederation^  as  duke 
of  the  grand  duchy  of  Luxemburg;  the  ar- 
ticles of  iihat  trea^  of  1839  stated  that,  in 
consideration  of  tne  cession  made  by  the 
grand  duke  of  a  portion  of  Luxemburg,  he 
was  to  receive  an  equivalent  in  Limburg. 
The  district  was  described,  and  it  was  to 
be  held  by  him,  either  in  his  capacity  of 
grand  duke,  or  it  was  to  be  incorporated 
withthe  kingdom  of  the  Netherlands.  There 
was  a  subsequent  article,  by  which  the 
King  of  the  Netherlands  was  to  compen- 
sate the  agnates  of  the  house  of  Nassau 
for  the  loss  they  had  sustained,  and  also 
the  Germanic  Confederation.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  very  correctly  what  fhese 
arrangements  were.  The  King  made  an 
arrangement  with  the  agnates  of  his  house; 
what  arrangement  was  entered  into  with 
the  Germanic  Confederation,  Her  Majes- 
ty's Goyemment  have  no  official  know- 
ledgi^.^f.  But  I  have  recently  had  an  of- 
ficii communication  from  the  Minister  of 
the  King  of  the  Netherlands  with  regard 
to  the  proceedings  of  the  National  Assem- 
bly at  Frankfort,  respecting  that  portion 
of  the  empire  referred  to.  Before  Her 
Majesty's  Government  shall  be  in  a  posi- 
tion to  decide  as  to  the  degree  of  obliga- 
tion imposed  or  conferred  in  that  treaty 
lipon  England  to  interfere  with  regard  to 
these  transactions,  I  £nd  it  necessary  to 
inquire  from  the  Government  of  the  Ne- 
therlands what  passed  between  thq  late 
King  of  the  Netherlands  and  the  Germanic 
Confederation.  I  have  not  obtained  that 
information,  and  therefore  I  am  not  able 
to  say  whether  the  Government  feel  them- 
selves bound  or  entitied  to  interfere,  and 
if  so  in  what  way. 

THE  METROPOLITAN  POLICE. 

Lord  DUDLEY  STUART  wished  to 
know  whether  it  was  true  that  certain 
portions  of  the  police  had  been  armed  with 
swords,  having  saws  at  the  back;  and  if 
they  had,  whether  it  was  done  by  the  sanc- 
tion and  recommendation  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department;    and  whether  it  was 

voL.c.  ^5s:} 


his  intention  that  they  should  be  habitually 
so  armed  ? 

Sm  G.  GREY  assured  the  noble  Lord 
that  no  such  intention  existed  as  to  arm 
the  police  habitually  with  swords.  It  had 
been  the  practice  at  different  times,  and  in 
circumstances  of  danger,  to  arm  the  police. 
A  larger  number  than  usual  had  been 
armed  in  London,  Liverpool,  and  Manches- 
ter, in  consequence  of  the  threatening  lan- 
guage which  had  been  held.  The  formid- 
able weapons  referred  to  formed  part  of  a 
store  in  the  Tower  belonging  to  the  Ord- 
nance, to  whom  an  application  had  been 
made;  and  they  g*'anted  a  loan  of  them 
because  they  were  not  the  most  serviceable. 
The  backs  of  them  were  serrated  in  the 
manner  of  a  saw,  as  they  were  intended 
formerly  for  the  use  of  troops  in  a  bivouac, 
for  the  felling  of  trees  and  the  erection  of 
tents.  They  were  not  intended  for  per- 
manent use. 

CORRUPT  PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS 
BILL. 

On  the  question  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee, 

SiB  Db  lacy  EVANS  stoted,  that 
cases  of  extensive  treating  had  been  cleurly 
proved  in  the  North  Che^re  election. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL,  who  was  almost 
inaudible  in  the  gallery,  was  understood  to 
say  that  the  law  as  it  stood  was  intended 
to  visit  witii  punishment  those  who  had 
treated,  with  the  view  of  corruptly  influ- 
encing votes;  but  if  the  treating  existed 
without  any  intention  of  corruptly  influ- 
encing votes,  he  did  not  see  how,  in  such 
a  case,  the  penalties  of  the  laF  could  be 
applied.  The  application  of  those  penal- 
ties would  naturally  depend  upon  the  par- 
ticular circumstances  of  each  case,  for  it 
was  impossible  to  make  a  law  which  would 
apply  exactly  to  every  instance. 

Sib  R.  PEEL  observed,  that  there  was 
some  misunderstanding  as  to  the  effect  of 
the  present  law;  and  it  was  supposed  that 
difficulties  arose  from  its  reoent  change. 
Now,  such,  he  apprehended,  was  not  tiie 
case.  The  law  was  not  recently  made 
more  strict  than  it  was  by  the  old  statute 
which  had  existed  for  150  years.  The 
effect  of  the  noble  Lord's  alteration  was, 
that  if  at  any  period  shortly  before  or  after 
the  election  there  should  be  treating,  with 
the  intention  of  influencing  voters  cor- 
ruptly— that  in  that  case  the  treating  ren- 
dered the  Member  liable  to  the  loss  of  his 
seat.  In  that  Act  of  the  noble  Lord's,  the 
intent  of  treating,  to  render  it  part  of  the 
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corptis  delicti,  must  bo  an  intent  of  cor- 
ruptly influencing.  But  before  tbat  law, 
the  mere  giving  of  refreshment  was,  under 
the  old  statute,  an  offence,  without  refer- 
ence to  the  motives  of  the  giver,  and  ren- 
dered him  liable  to  the  loss  of  his  seat. 
Such  would  have  been  the  effect  of  the 
Act  passed  in  King  William's  time — ar 
Act  passed  not  to  restrain  corruption,  but 
to  diminish  the  expenses  of  elections.  Ae 
to  the  distribution  of  28,  6d,  tickets,  he 
ventured  to  say,  that  before  the  enactment 
of  the  noble  Lord's  measure,  the  same 
question  which  now  agitated  the  House 
would  have  equally  arisen — namely,  the 
question,  whether  it  be  rational  to  admit 
this  moderate  degree  of  treating,  or  no — 
a  question  and  a  difficulty  which  had  been 
cugendered  and  left  unsettled  by  the  state 
of  the  law  as  it  existed  for  150  years. 

Mr.  HENLEY  thought  that  the  exist- 
ing law  had  been  well  explained  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath 
(Mr.  S.  Wortley),  and  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tam worth  (Sir  R.  Peel).  In  the 
present  case,  by  no  possible  interpretation 
of  the  law  were  the  parties  amenable.  It 
was  quite  impossible  to  define  the  proper 
limits  of  treating.  If  inquiry  was  to  be 
made  into  every  case  of  a  gentleman  being 
hospitable  to  his  tenants,  where,  pray, 
was  such  an  inquiry  to  stop  ?  In  the  pre- 
sent case  it  appeared  that  the  treating  was 
neither  corrupt,  nor  given  by  the  candidate. 
AVhat  was  there  then  to  complain  of  ?  Ho 
held  that  it  was  a  morbid  feeling  of  pureism 
which  had  induced  the  Committee  to  report 
the  matter  to  the  House  at  all.  The  fact 
was,  that  if  you  refused  to  allow  any  ex- 
l)cnses  of  the  kind  to  be  defrayed  by  Mem- 
bers, you  would  be  virtually  disfranchising 
the  great  masses  of  the  poorer  classes. 
House  in  Committee. 
On  Clause  15  (Persons  who  ihay  bo  im- 
plicated in  corrupt  practices,  and  who  may 
be  examined,  indemnified), 

Mr.  HOBIIOUSE  opposed  the  clause. 
The  Committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill : — 
Ayes  117;  Noes  19  :  Majority  98. 

List  of  the  Noes. 
Arkwright,  G.  Hodgson,  W.  N. 

Bcntiuck,  Lord  G.  Hood,  Sir  A. 

Boldcro,  H.  G.  Hudson,  6. 

Bullcr,  Sir  J.  Y.  Lowther,  hon.  Col. 

Christy,  S.  Mailings,  J.  R. 

Du  Pro,  C.  G.  Rendlcsham,  Lonl 

Edwards,  II.    ;  Stiirt,  II.  G. 

Fuller,  A.  E.  Urquhart,  D. 

Hall,  Col.  TELLBRS. 

Henley,  J.  W.  Sibthorp,  Col. 

Hildyard,  R.  C.  Uobhouse,  B.. 


Clause  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill;  the 
remaining  clauses  were  disposed  of. 

On  the  Schedule  being  proposed, 

Mr.  HODGSON  moved  that  Carlisle  bo 
omitted.  Ho  would  ask,  why  had  Lon- 
don been  omitted  ?  Why  had  Lancaster 
been  omitted  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL:  I  pro- 
posed to  insert  it. 

Mr.  HODGSON  t  Why  had  Ayles- 
bury  been  omitted  ?  Why  had  Sligo  been 
omitted  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL:  I  was 
going  to  propose  it. 

Mr.  HODGSON  would  add  another 
borough — Athlone.  It  was  true  that  many 
of  those  boroughs  had  returned  Gentlemen 
who  generally  supported  the  views  of  Her 
Majesty's  Goyernment.  He  thought  the 
schedule  was  very  partially  and  capriciously 
drawn. 

Mr.  p.  HOWARD  gave  the  Bill  his 
most  steady  and  earnest  support ;  and  in 
doing  so,  he  acted  in  accordance  with  the 
wishes,  if  not  of  tho  whole,  of  a  very  largo 
and  respectable  body  of  tho  constituency 
of  Carlisle.  A  petition  had  been  presented 
from  the  mayor  and  corporation  of  Car- 
lisle, praying  that  this  Bill  might  pass, 
and  a  searching  inquiry  take  place  into 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  Carlisle  elec- 
tion. He  (Mr.  P.  Howard)  could  not  for- 
get that  tho  liberties  of  a  people  had  bcon 
oftener  ruined  by  corruption  than  by  ty- 
ranny. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  referred 
to  the  report  of  the  Carlisle  Election  Com- 
mittee, snowing  that  a  large  expenditure 
for  the  purpose  of  treating  had  taken  place 
at  the  late  election;  that  Mr.  Hodgson  had 
been  found  guilty  of  treating  through  his 
agents,  though  it  was  not  proved  that  he 
had  been  cognisant  of  their  practices. 

Mr.  C.  BERKELEY  hoped  the  inquirv 
would  be  extended  to  Carlisle  and  Uhel- 
tenham  too.  Why  should  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber wish  to  screen  Carlisle,  or  shrink  from 
inquiry,  if  there  was  nothing  ho  was 
ashamed  of  ? 

Mr.  HODGSON  did  not  object  to  ex- 
tend  the  inquiry  to  Carlisle,  if  they  would 
make  it  generaL 

Mr.  WYLD  defended  the  Bodmin  oon« 
stituency,  whom  he  declai'ed  to  be  as  pure 
as  any  in  tho  empire.  They  recorded 
their  votes  unrestricted  and  uncontrolled; 
and  the  ballot  would  bo  of  no  use  to  them. 
Bodmin  had  undergone  the  ordeal  of  a 
Commission  of  Inquiry;  and  the  applica- 
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tion  to  it  of  tliis  Bill  was  whoUy  unneces- 
sary. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  was  nn- 
dorstood  to  say  that  Great  Yarmouth  was 
originally  included  in  the  Bill,  hut  had 
hccn  withdrawn,  in  consequence  of  the 
freemen  heing  disfranchised.  He  pro- 
posed to  insert  Sligo  and  Lancaster,  hut 
not  Bodmin,  Lewes,  or  Gloucester. 

Mr.  HENLEY  suggested  that  the  Chair- 
man should  report  progress,  to  give  an 
opportunity  of  considering  the  cases  of  the 
horoughs  now  first  proposed  to  ho  intro- 
duced. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  hoped 
the  Committee  would  first  dispose  of  Car- 
lisle, hefore  reporting  progress. 

Mr.  HILDYARD  said,  there  wore  the 
same  grounds  for  inserting  Bodmin  as  Car- 
lisle. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  read  the 
report  in  the  Bodmin  case,  where  the  treat- 
ing had  not  heen  traced  to  the  sitting 
Mcmher  or  his  agents.  In  the  case  of 
Carlisle,  the  sitting  Memher  was  declared 
guilty  of  treating  hy  his  agents. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG  defended  his  con- 
stituents from  the  charge  of  corruption. 

Sir  E.  COLEBROOKE,  as  a  Memher 
of  the  Committee  in  the  Lancaster  case, 
recapitulated  its  principal  features,  and 
aaid  if  that  horough  was  included,  it  would 
be  impossible  to  exclude  any  place. 

Ms.  WYLD  said,  that  as  allusion  had 
been  made  to  the  Bodmin  election,  he 
might  state  that  it  had  been  proved  before 
the  Committee  that  one  of  the  electors  had, 
in  his  zeal  for  one  of  the  candidates,  issued 
aiztoen  refreshment  tickets  of  the  value 
of  5i.  each.  He  (Mr.  Wyld)  would  have 
no  objection  to  Bodmin  being  placed  by 
itself  in  the  schedule;  but  he  certainly 
must  protest  against  its  being  put  into 
such  bad  company  as  that  of  the  boroughs 
now  included  in  the  schedule. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  to  sit  again. 

SUPPLY— THE  BRITISH  MUSEUM. 
Sir  R.  peel,  in  moving  the  estimates 
for  the  British  Museum,  observed  that  he 
was  sure  he  should  consult  the  wishes  of 
the  House  by  refraining  from  any  length- 
ened remarks  at  so  late  a  period  of  the 
night.  The  original  estimate  on  account 
of  the  Museum  was  53,000Z.;  but  a  saving 
had  been  this  year  effected  by  the  trustees 
to  the  amount  of  5,000/.  The  reduced 
estimate  was  now  48,000).  A  sum  of 
25fi00L  had  been  already  granted  on  ac- 


count ;  and  he  had  now  to  move  that  the 
balance,  28,445/.,  be  voted.  In  propos- 
ing this  vote  he  was  sure  the  House  would 
excuse  him  for  a  single  moment,  if  he  re- 
ferred to  the  magnificent  bequest  which 
had  been  made  to  the  country  hy  the  late 
Mr.  Grenville,  One  of  the  finest  libraries 
that  had  ever  been  formed  by  the  literary 
skill  and  knowledge  of  a  collector  had  been 
presented  to  the  Museum  by  that  gentle- 
man. During  his  lifetime,  Mr.  Grenville, 
as  every  one  who  was  acquainted  with  li- 
terature and  science  knew,  devoted  many 
years  in  collecting  books  of  the  rarest 
worth,  and  at  his  death  he  munificently 
devoted  them  to  the  public  use.  The  li- 
brary consisted  of  not  less  than  20,000 
volumes,  and  the  cost  to  Mr.  Grenville 
was  54,000/.;  but  the  intrinsic  value  of 
the  collection  could  not  be  estunated  by 
any  reference  to  its  pecuniary  value ;  for 
it  was  one  of  the  most  extraordinary  col- 
lections that  had  ever  been  made.  It  was 
impossible  that  he  (Sir  R.  Fed)  could  lot 
this  the  first  opportunity  which  had  pre- 
sented itself,  pass  without  publicly  ex- 
pressing the  gratitude  and  respect  and 
esteem  which  he  was  confident  every  one 
must  entertain  for  the  memory  of  an  ex- 
cellent man  and  eminent  statesman,  who 
in  his  lifetime  rendered  great  and  valuable 
service  to  literature  and  to  science,  and  at 
his  death  bequeathed  a  most  munificent 
gift  to  his  country  in  furtherance  of  those 
two  great  objects.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman concluded  by  moving  that  the  sum 
of  28,445/.  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty  to 
complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the 
charges  of  the  British  Museum  for  the 
year  ending  the  25th  of  March,  1849. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

SUGAR  DUTIES  BILL* 
On  the  question  that  the  Sugar  Duties 
Bill  be  reported. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  trusted  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  not  bring  up  the  report 
upon  the  Sugar  Duties  Bill,  unless  he 
wished  the  name  of  Wood  to  be  immortal- 
ised in  this  Bill  of  blunders.  If  he  perse- 
vered, there  would  be  nothing  but  laughter 
at  him  and  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
bury.  There  was  not  a  merchant  in  the 
City  who  would  take  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  for  his  clerk.  He  was  sure  if 
this  Bill  was  persevered  in,  there  was  not 
a  merchant's  clerk  in  the  City  who  would 
not  believe  that  he  ought  to  be  the  Chan- 
2P2 


1159 


Juf>enile  Ofenders 


{LORDS} 


(Irdand)  BiU. 


1160 


cellor  of  the  Exchequer.  It  was,  there- 
fore, as  a  friend  of  the  Government  he 
came  forward.  He  did  not  care  a  jot 
about  the  blunders,  as  they  were  all  in  fa- 
vour of  the  West  Indies;  he  only  desired 
not  to  see  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  be- 
come ridiculous. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER believed  the  calculations  on  which 
the  duties  were  based  were  correct,  and  he 
would  persevere  in  bringing  up  the  report. 
He  was  quite  willing  that  no  merchant  in 
the  City  should  receive  him  as  a  clerk. 

Bill  reported.   To  be  read  a  third  time. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Parker,  the  House 
at  its  rising  adjourned  to  Monday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  Augtist  7,  1848. 

MiNurBS.]    PoBLio  BiLLB.— 1*  Farmenf  Estate  Society 
(Irdand) ;  Insolvent  Debtors  Court 

2*  ReproiductWe  Loan  Fund  Institution  (Ireland) ;  Juve- 
nile Oflbndcrs  (Ireland);  Rum  Duties;  Land  Tax  Com- 
missioners* Names;  Windsor  Castle  and  Town  Ap- 
pfroaehes  Improvement ;  Paymaster's  Offices  Consolida- 
tion; Naval  Medical  Supplemental  Fund  Society. 

RepartetL—PubMe  Works  (Ireland)  (No.  2);  Salmon 
Breed  Preservation. 

3»and  passed :— Regent's  Quadrant  Colonnade. 
Pbtitions  Prbbbntsd.    From  the  Mayor  and  Corpora- 
Uon    of  Waterford,    for  the  Abolition   of  MinistenT 
Money. 

JUVENILE  OFFENDERS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  :  The  BiU  before 
the  House  is  one  founded  upon  a  law 
passed  for  England  a  few  years  back,  and 
provides  for  the  punishment  of  juvenile 
offenders  in  a  summary  way;  protecting 
the  young  from  the  contamination  con- 
nected necessarily  with  a  long  association 
with  criminals,  and  relieving  the  gaols  of 
Ireland  from  a  large  and  increasing  class 
of  prisoners.  The  English  Act  lias,  I 
believe,  been  found  to  work  usefully  in 
this  country :  I  have  not  heard  any  propo- 
sition made  for  its  amendment.  The  pre- 
sent Bill  may  be  considered  as  a  mere 
transcript  of  the  English  Act,  with  such 
amendments  only,  in  respect  to  the  appro- 
priation of  fines,  the  adjudication  of  sen- 
tence, and  the  infliction  of  punishment,  as 
the  peculiar  circumstances  of  Ireland  ren- 
der necessary. 

But  the  discussion  of  the  question,  and 

more  especially  the  relief  which  this  Bill 

nil  afford  to    our   overcrowded   prisons, 

.ers  it  not  only  appropriate  but  neces- 

•  to  refer  to  their  present  most  melan- 

state.     On  this  subject  there  was  in- 


formation on  the  table  of  the  House  which 
deserved  to  be  noticed  and  recorded.  Ac- 
customed as  the  public  was  to  hear  of  the 
wretchedness  of  Ireland,  the  reports  on 
the  administration  of  the  criminal  law  il- 
lustrated the  condition  of  that  country  in  a 
manner  the  most  striking  and  melancholy 
— I  allude  to  the  returns  of  criminal  offen- 
ders, and  to  the  reports  from  the  prison 
inspectors— K>fficer8  appointed  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  acting  impartially  in  the 
discharge  of  an  important  duty.  It  will 
appear  from  these  documents  that  at  least 
a  portion  of  the  existing  evil  may  be  traced, 
not  to  natural  causes,  but  to  the  Acts  of 
the  Legislature  itself,  passed  with  a  very 
different  intent.  It  is  in  the  first  instance 
worthy  of  consideration  to  review  the  pro- 
gress of  crime,  which  is  as  follows : — 


Tears. 

Convictions. 

Commitments. 

1841 

9,271 

20,796 

1842 

9,874 

21,189 

1843 

8,620 

20,126 

1844 

8,042 

19,445 

1845 

7,101 

16,696 

1846 

8,639 

18,492 

1847 

15,233 

31,209 

It  will  thus  be  seen  that  between  the  first 
and  the  last  of  these  seven  years  the  com- 
mitments have  increased  fifty  per  cent, 
and  the  convictions  in  a  still  greater  pro- 
portion. 

The  consequences  of  this  upon  onr  pri- 
sons is  still  more  alarming,  and  it  is  forci- 
bly described  in  the  report  of  the  inspec- 
tors of  prisons  presented  during  the  pre> 
sent  Session.  These  public  officers  make 
the  following  melancnoly  and  alarming 
statement : — 

"  The  inspectors  and  boards  of  superintendenoe 
had  brought  the  county  gaols  as  a  general  rule  to 
a  state  of  which  any  country  might  be  pnrad. 
The  terrible  catastrophe  which  has  disorganised 
the  whole  framework  of  society  fell  on  these 
establishments ;  and  instead  of  statements  of  im- 
proved discipline,  enlarged  accommodation,  ad- 
vanced instruction,  we  can  only  describe  industry 
given  up,  cUissification  destroyed,  separation  un- 
Attempted,  and  disease  and  death  increasing  to  a 
degree  that  never  could  have  been  contemplated 
by  those  acquainted  with  the  usual  orderly  and 
healthy  state  of  our  gaols.  The  three  principal 
causes  are :  first,  distress  amounting  to  fiunine ; 
second,  the  sudden  cessation  of  transportation ; 
third,  the  passing  of  the  Vagrant  Act.  The  eflbct 
of  the  first  has  been  to  quadruple  the  ctHs  occa- 
sioned by  the  two  last ;  12,883  prisoners  are  now 
confined  in  gaols  fitted  to  contain  5,655  only. 
And  the  deaths  in  prisons  have  increased  m  the 
following  ratio  :—> 
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Deaths. 

81 

131 

.    1»315 

prisons  has 

75,000Z.  to 


X0^9  at.  •*.  »*•  •■ 

1846        

1847 
The  expense  of  maintaining   the 
augmented  in  the  last  year  from 
135,0001." 

Here  it  is  to  be  remarked  that  two 
out  of  three  of  the  causes  assigned  for 
the  increase  of  crime,  namely,  the  cessa- 
tion of  the  system  of  transportation,  and 
the  Vagrant  Act,  are  the  dii^t  effects  of 
the  acts  of  the  Legislature,  and  of  the 
Goyemment.  It  shoidd  also  be  remem- 
bered that  the  Select  Committee  of  this 
House  specially  condemned  the  abolition 
of  transportation,  more  especially  as  ap- 
pHcable  to  Ireland. 

But  the  prison  inspectors  cast  further 
light  on  this  subject,  and  the  following  ob* 
servations  which  they  make  are  most  im- 
portant:— 

**  In  many  gaols  the  working  of  the  Vagrant 
Aet,  whereby  an  immense  mass  of  destitution, 
filth,  and  disease  is  forced  into  prisons,  never  in 
their  original  construction  calculated  to  receive 
such  numbers.  Many  of  these  wretched  crea- 
tures are  obliged  to  lie  on  straw  in  the  passages 
and  dry  rooms  of  the  prisons,  without  a  possi- 
bility of  washing  or  exchanging  their  own  filthy 
rags  for  proper  apparel.  The  effect  of  such  a 
state  of  things  as  this  on  the  health  and  lives  of 
the  other  unfortunate  inmates  of  the  prison,  re- 
quire no  comment.  The  general  distress  has  in- 
ereaaed  the  pauper  debtors ;  a  class  little  removed 
in  filth,  misery,  and  destitution  from  the  Vagrants. 
In  the  gaols  of  Tyrone  and  Armagh,  debtors  are 
erowded  into  aeo<»nmodation  which  renders  the 
oeoorrence  of  disease  little  short  of  pestilence  al- 
most inevitable.  A  great  number  of  boys,  in 
most  instances  under  twelve  (in  Cork  gaol  they 
amount  to  200),  have  found  their  way  into  gaol ; 
some  for  stealing  food ;  others,  the  greater  num- 
ber, to  be  transferred  from  the  workhouse  to  the 
prison forbetter  diet.  The  necessity  of  discon- 
timung  transportation :  at  the  commencement  of 
1847,  there  was  not  accommodation  for  one  addi- 
tional oonvict  subject  to  transportation.  In  1847, 
these  eonvicts  increased  fourfold ;  an  average  of 
ie?en  years  showed  of  such  convicts  618,  whilst 
in  1848  the  number  was  2,350,  including  200  left 
over  firom  former  years." 

Ym  much  of  this  misery  it  is  observable 
that  our  Legislature  and  the  Government 
are  responsible. 

But  m  discussing  the  state  of  crime,  it 
is  wholly  impossible  to  overlook  ono  strik- 
ing class  of  offences,  that  which  is  con- 
nected with  the  robbery  of  arms.  During 
the  last  two  years,  the  offence  had  been 
perpetrated  to  such  an  extent  as  to  leave 
no  tenant  farmer  in  the  possession  of  those 
arms  which  the  law  entitled  him  to  hold. 
The  Arms  Act  had  been  allowed  to  expire. 
It  had  been  objected  to  on  supposed  con- 
Btitutional  grounds.    It  was  held  a  right 


to  have  arms;  and  yet  all  loyal  men  were 
deprived  of  them  by  force.  They  were 
protected,  it  is  true,  from  the  supposed 
outrage  of  the  visit  of  the  magistrate  and 
the  constable;  but  they  were  unprotected 
from  the  burglary  of  the  rebel  and  the  in- 
cendiary. And  at  the  same  time,  arms 
and  ammunition  were  bought  and  sold  with 
as  much  publicity  as  the  ordinary  transac- 
tions of  purchase  at  fairs  and  markets. 
The  arming  of  the  dockyard  battalion  was 
not  carried  on  more  openly  from  the  Ord- 
nance stores  than  the  arming  of  the  pea- 
santry. This  was  open  and  undisguised. 
It  was  also  unchecked.  In  Ireland  there 
was  no  manufactory  of  ordinary  arms. 
There  was  no  manufactory  of  gunpowder. 
It  would  consequently  be  easy  to  guard 
the  ports  and  to  check  importation  as  a 
contraband  trade.  Was  this  effectually 
done?  The.  consequences  of  the  social 
disorganisation  are  exhibited  in  the  follow- 
ing account,  which  it  is  melancholy  to  re- 
fer to,  and  which  I  am  unwilling  to  trace 
to  the  political  causes  and  party  incidents 
from  which  an  absence  of  wise  and  effec- 
tive legislation  had  proceeded : — 


Robbery  of  Ai'ms. 

1^ 

Ycnre. 

Convicted, 

Aoquitt^a. 

TotoL 

1844 

159 

4 

14 

18 

1345 

551 

10 

8 

18 

1340 

611 

15         ^ 

22 

3T 

1847 

i.eoe 

20 

53 

79 

Compare  this  with  the  number  of  arms 
seized  or  detained  by  the  constabulary  un- 
der 11  Vict.,  c.  2,  which  had  been  passed 
during  the  present  Session  to  repress  these 
crimes.     The  amount  is  as  follows: — 


Guns 

Blundcrbuscs 
Pistols     ... 
Pikes 


445 
17 

24G 
11 


In  the  county  of  Tipperary,  which  in  these 
crimes  enjoys  an  unenviable  notoriety, 
no  more  than  88  guns,  7  blundcrbuscs, 
and  85  pistols,  were  seized.  Was  it 
proposed  that  this  should  continue  un- 
checked, and  that  the  Irish  prisons  should 
be  left  to  be  overcharged  with  criminals  to 
contaminate  each  other,  and  to  resume 
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their  trade  of  crime  when  discharged  from 
custody  ?  A  noble  Lord  (Earl  Fitzwilliam), 
and  one  who  had  the  strongest  attachment 
to  the  principles  of  liberty,  had  said  that 
he  could  not  tolerate  this  comparative  im- 
punity of  crime  from  any  misapplication 
of  what  he  truly  called  the  "jargon  of 
constitutional  principles." 

The  present  Bill,  and  the  Bill  abolish- 
ing Imprisonment  for  Debt,  would  be  some 
small  mitigation  of  the  miserable  state  of 
our  prisons.  On  these,  as  well  as  on  other 
grounds,  I  consider  the  Bill  entitled  to  a 
favourable  consideration;  and  I,  therefore, 
move  its  second  reading  in  full  confidence 
that  it  will  meet  the  approval  of  the  Legis- 
lature. 

Bill  read  2\ 

RUM  DUTIES  BILL. 

The  Earl  of  GRANVILLE  moved  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  that  be- 
fore the  Bill  was  read  a  second  time,  he 
wished  to  put  a  question  to  the  noble  Earl 
on  the  subject  of  this  Bill.  The  House 
was  aware  that  there  existed  a  differential 
duty  between  the  colonial  and  the  home 
distiller,  and  the  object  of  the  present  Bill 
was  to  lower  that  difference.  The  home 
distillers  did  not  complain  of  this;  but  they 
complained  of  restrictions  which  were  im- 
posed upon  them  with  respect  to  ware- 
housing spirits.  When  this  Bill  was  in- 
troduced into  the  other  House,  a  Bill  was 
also  introduced  with  respect  to  warehousing 
British  spirits.  He  wished  to  ask  whether 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
endeavour  to  obtain  the  sanction  of  Parlia- 
ment without  delay  to  the  British  Spirits 
Warehousing  Bill  ? 

The  Earl  of  GRANVILLE  replied, 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  proceed  with  this  Bill  with  as  little  de- 
lay as  possible. 

Bill  read  2\ 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday  J  August  7,  1848. 

Minutes.]    Ponnc  Billh. — 1"  Poor  Removal  (No.  2) ; 
Nuisances   and  Contagious   Diseases;    Petty  Bag,    &c 
Offices  (('ourt  of  Chancery). 
2"  Hegistcring  Births,  ifec.  (Scotland) ;  Marriage  (Scotland); 
Criminal  Law  Administration  Amendment ;  Registers  of 
Sasines,    A:c.    (Scotland);     Money    Order    Department 
(PostOfHce). 
Reported. — Turnpike  Roads  (Ireland);    Canada  Govern- 
ment; Militia  Ballots  Suspension ;  Fisheries  (Ireland). 
Z**  and  passetl : — Insolvent  Debtors  Court ;   Payment  of 
DubU  out  of  Real  Estate. 
Petitions  PBSSE?rrBD.     From  the  Parish  of  Lansallos, 


ComwalL  in  favour  of  the  Abolition  of  Church  Rates.— 
By  Admiral  Gordon,  fix>m  Fraserburgh,  Aberdeen,  for 
a  Better  Obaervanoe  of  the  Lord's  Day.— By  Mr.  Duncan, 
ttcm  the  Town  of  Dundee,  against  the  Marriage  (Scot- 
land) Bill. — By  Mr.  Lushington,  from  'Members  of  the 
Baptist  Union  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  fbr  the  With- 
drawal of  the  Regium  Donum  GtvOL—Bj  Sir  Edward 
Buxton,  flrom  the  Parish  of  St.  Mary  Spital,  for  an  Al- 
teration of  the  law  respecting  Sunday  Trading. — By  Lord 
George  Bentindc.  ttam.  the  House  of  General  Aatonbly 
of  Tobago,  for  Procuring  a  Portion  of  the  Captured 
Africans  for  that  Colony. — By  Mr.  Henley»  from  Agri- 
culturists and  Others,  for  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Malt- 
By  Mr.  Hume,  ttcm  Montroie,  fbr  AboUtion  of  the 
Montrose  Annuity  Tax.~ByCapUin  Jooos,  from  Deal* 
ers  in  Spirits,  of  the  Town  of  Coleraine,  for  Altering  the 
British  Spirits  Wardiousing  BiU. — By  Mr.  Hume,  from 
Admiral  Sir  Edward  Oodiington,  G.C.B.,  Av  Inquiry 
respecting  the  Merchant  Seamen'k  Fund*— By  Mr. 
Bourke,  fh>m  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  County  of  Kildare, 
for  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Law  (Irdand).— By  M!r.  W. 
Lockhart,  from  the  Parochial  Boiad  of  the  Barony 
of  Glasgow,  against  the  Registering  Births,  Ae.  (Soodaad) 
Bill. — ^From  Brewers  and  Retailers  <^  Beer,  of  the  Town 
of  Reading,  for  Repeal  of  the  Sate  of  Beer  Acts.— By 
Lord  Geoige  Bentinck,  flrmn  Shipowneit,  and  Othen,  of 
the  Port  of  Sheilds,  respecting  the  Boundariea  of  that 
Port— By  Mr.  Hollond,  fhnn  the  Trustees  of  the  St. 
Leonard's  and  Sedlescomb  Turnpike,  to  tiske  the  Turn- 
pike Trusts  into  Coniidemtion«~>By  Mr.  FuUer«  from 
the  Trustees  of  the  Flimbell  and  Hastings  Turnpike 
Road,  for  Alteration  of  the  Turnpike  Acts  Continuance 
Bill. 


REGISTRATION  OF  BIRTHS  AND  MAR- 
RIAGES (SCOTLAND)  BILLS. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE,  in  moving 
the  Second  Reading  of  these  Bills,  said,  ho 
was  not  aware  that  any  distinct  ohjection 
had  been  taken  to  the  principle  of  them. 
As  to  the  complaints  which  had  been  made 
of  the  time  at  which  thejhad  been  brought 
forward,  he  begged  to  remind  the  Honso 
that  both  the  principle  of  the  measures 
and  the  machinery  by  which  it  was  propos- 
ed to  carry  them  out  had  been  already  fully 
discussed.  Bills  had  been  introduced, 
read  a  second  time,  and  passed  through 
Committee  proformd,  and  then  withdrawn 
for  certain  alterations.  The  present  Bills 
had  been  introduced  in  the  House  of 
Lords  at. the  beginning  of  the  year,  and 
copies  of  them  had  been  sent,  by  his  di- 
rection, to  every  town  and  borough  in 
Scotland.  Since  March  not  fewer  than 
300  copies  had  been  so  distributed.  With 
respect  to  the  principle  of  the  measures, 
the  same  considerations  which  in  1837  had 
led  to  the  introduction  of  a  system  of  re- 
gistering births,  deaths,  and  marriages  in 
England,  must  equally  lead  to  the  adop- 
tion of  such  a  system  for  Scotland;  and 
the  object  was  to  establish  there  what  had 
been  found  to  work  so  advantageously  in 
this  country.  The  expense  for  the  whole 
of  Scotland  wouKl  not  exceed  9,500?, 
It  would  be  regulated  in  the  same  manner 
as  in  England,  and  would  bo  subject  to 
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tbo  control  of  Parliament  by  an  annual 
voto.  One  ground  of  opposition  to  the 
Bill  was,  that  it  was  proposed  to  connect 
the  payment  of  the  expenses  with  the 
charges  for  the  relief  of  the  poor.  If  the 
rata  were  large,  he  should  not  bo  prepared 
to  connect  it  with  the  poor-rate;  both  the 
establishments  would  be  distinct,  and  there 
would  bo  no  mixture  of  accounts;  and  if 
there  was  a  proper  machinery,  and  if  the 
accounts  of  what  was  to  bo  applied  to  the 
poor,  and  what  was  to  be  applied  to  regis- 
tration, were  kept  distinct,  there  could  be 
no  objection  to  the  connexion.  No  one 
denied  that  the  expense  of  registration 
abould  be  borne  by  a  parochial  rate.  There 
was  another  Bill,  for  altering  and  amend- 
ing the  law  of  marriage  in  Scotland.  It 
would  be  useless  to  introduce  a  Bill  for 
registering  marriages  without  altering  the 
law  of  marriage.  The  law  of  Scotland  as 
to  marriage  was  this — ^it  adopted  the  prin- 
ciple that  consent  alone  made  marriage. 
Tnat  was  the  principle  of  the  general  kw 
of  Europe,  and  at  one  time  was  the  law  of 
England.  The  law  of  Scotland  did  not 
require  the  presence  of  a  priest,  nor  the 
interyention  of  any  religious  ceremony. 
The  law  of  Scotland  considered  marriage 
to  be  a  ciyU  contract,  but  it  did  not  pro- 
vide any  particular  mode  by  which  that 
contract  was  to  be  proved.  Marriages  in 
Scotland  might  be  had  in  this  way — par- 
ties might  say  to  each  other,  no  witnesses 
being  present — **  We  agree  to  marry;" 
that  would  be  a  good  marriage  if  the  par- 
ties acknowledged  their  marriago  after- 
wards, or  without  such  acknowledgment 
if  witnesses  were  present  at  the  agreement. 
Or  writings  might  be  interchanged  between 
the  parties,  which  would  constitute  a  valid 
marriage,  and  this  was  often  done,  not  for 
the  legitimate  purpose  of  marriage,  but  in 
order  to  enable  a  woman  to  establish  her 
status  as  a  widow,  and  thereby  to  obtain  a 
largo  sum  from  an  insurance  office,  or  other 
funds.  There  were  other  modes  of  mar- 
riage. If  a  man  promised  a  woman  to 
marry  her,  and  if  intercourse  took  place 
between  the  parties,  that  gave  effect  to 
tho  promise,  and  the  marriage  was  held  to 
be  rendered  effectual  by  consummation. 
Formerly  the  oath  of  the  party  was  re- 
quired, but  now  consummation  alone  was 
held  sufficient.  A  looser  marriage  law,  he 
believed,  was  not  known  in  any  civilised 
country,  and  it  was  a  reproach  to  Scotland 
that  such  uncertainty  should  exist.  Cases 
occurred  of  conflicting  decisions  of  the 
oourts  as  to  the  validity  of  Scotch  marri- 


ages. There  was  a  recent  case  upon  which 
the  Lord  Ordinary  decided  one  way,  and 
the  Court  of  Session  another;  and  when 
the  case  went  before  the  House  of  Lords 
last  Session,  after  hearing  an  argument 
which  lasted  a  fortnight  or  three  weeks, 
the  House  of  Lords  overruled  the  decision 
of  the  dourt  of  Session,  and  affirmed  that 
of  the  Lord  Ordinary,  whereby  the  validity 
of  the  marriage  was  established,  whereas 
the  parties  in  that  case  never  intended  to 
contract  a  marriage,  and  the  decision  led 
to  thq  grossest  hardship.  There  was  a 
case  in  which  a  man  in  the  presence  of  his 
servants  said  of  a  woman  with  whom  ho 
lived,  "This  is  my  wife,  she  saying  no- 
thing, and  a  few  hours  afterwards  he  shot 
himself.  It  was  decided  that  he  was  sane, 
and  after  a  litigation  of  many  years  it  was 
decided  by  the  House  of  Lords  that  tho 
marriage  was  good;  and  under  that  deci- 
sion an  estate  of  20,000{.  a  year  went 
frpm  the  heir-at-law.  He  did  not  mean  to 
interfere  with  the  principle  of  the  marriago 
law  of  Scotland  or  with  those  parties  who 
chose  to  go  through  a  religious  ceremony 
before  a  clergyman — ^he  left  that  as  it  was; 
but  with  regard  to  other  marriages,  called 
irregular  marriages,  what  he  proposed  to 
do  was  this : — Here  was  a  registry;  if 
parties  did  not  wish  to  marry  before  a 
clergyman — and  he  did  not  propose  to 
compel  them — they  must  go  to  the  regis- 
trar, and  have  their  marriage  recorded, 
and  thereby  secure  themselves  and  their 
issue,  as  well  as  tho  public,  against  tho 
evils  which  did  and  must  arise  from  marri- 
ages so  loosely  and  easily  contracted.  Was 
the  Legislature  to  encourage  clandestino 
marriages  ?  He  had  never  heard  a  person 
bold  enough  to  say  that  such  a  relation 
might  be  contracted  and  the  contract  con- 
ceded, and  that  each  of  the  parties  might 
have  an  opportunity  of  denying  it.  Wish- 
ing not  to  interfere  with  the  principle,  but 
only  to  establish  a  record,  he  said  that  if 
parties  did  not  go  before  a  clergyman,  they 
should  not  resort  to  an  equivocal  mode  of 
proving  their  marriage;  they  should  go 
before  the  registrar,  and  if  they  did  nei- 
ther, he  said  all  other  modes  should  bo 
excluded,  and  the  marriage  should  be  no 
marriage.  It  had  been  objected  that  he 
was  giving  validity  to  irregular  marriages. 
What  was  an  irregular  marriage  ?  If 
bans  were  not  proclaimed  in  church,  and 
if,  without  proclaiming  bans,  the  parties 
went  to  a  clergyman  and  he  married  them, 
that  was  an  irregular  marriage;  and,  in 
that  casO|  tho  contriver  of  the  marriage  was 
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liable  to  a  certain  penalty.  What  were 
these  bans  ?  It  was  not  said  that  the 
bans  should  be  published  in  a  certain  man- 
ner; they  might  be  read  three  times  on 
one  Sunday,  when  only  servants  were  pre- 
sent in  the  church,  or  nobody  might  hear 
them,  and  if  a  certificate  were  given  that 
the  bans  had  been  proclaimed,  the  mar- 
riage might  be  celebrated  by  a  clergyman, 
who  was  not  subject  to  a  penalty.  That 
was  the  security  which  the  law  of  Scotland 
afforded  to  marriages,  and  that  was  called 
encouraging  regular  marriages,  and  dis- 
couraging irregular  ones.  Suppose  the 
bans  were  not  proclaimed,  and  no  clergy- 
man was  applied  to,  and  the  marriage  was 
absolutely  irregular.  Suppose  two  parties 
stopped  a  man  in  the  street,  and  said, 
"  This  is  my  wife,"  and  "this  is  my  hus- 
band;" or  suppose  they  went  before  a  ma- 
gistrate— all  these  were  irregular  modes  of 
marriage;  but  there  was  no  penalty  by  the 
law  of  Scotland.  But  if  some  of  the  de- 
cencies of  life  were  preserved — if  a  clergy- 
man married  the  parties — the  law  of  Scot- 
land said,  because  you  resorted  to  any  re- 
ligious ceremony  at  all,  the  clergyman 
shall  be  liable  to  a  heavy  penalty  because 
the  bans  were  not  proclaimed.  If  you  re- 
sort to  religion  without  proclaiming  the 
bans,  the  clergyman  is  subject  to  penalties; 
but  if  you  give  up  religion  altogether,  and 
have  nothing  to  do  with  a  clergyman,  it  is 
no  matter;  the  marriage  is  good,  though 
irregular,  and  there  is  no  penalty.  It  could 
not  be  said  that  he  encouraged  clandestine 
marriages  by  putting  down  all  modes  of 
marriage  except  by  a  clergyman  or  before 
a  registrar;  yet  petitions  had  been  sent  to 
that  House  complaining  that  this  Bill  en- 
couraged clandestine  and  irregular  mar- 
riages. The  learned  Lord  concluded  with 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time. 

Mr.  DUNCAN  said,  this  Bill  had  been 
considered  in  almost  every  district  in  Scot- 
land, and  it  was  a  matter  well  worthy  the 
attention  of  the  House,  that  in  the  course 
of  the  last  year  as  many  as  two  hun- 
dred and  thirty-nine  petitions  from  various 
parts  of  Scotland  were  presented  against 
the  Bill,  and  in  favour  of  it  only  five  peti- 
tions. At  present  there  existed  but  one 
feeling  on  the  subject,  and  that  was  de- 
cidedly opposed  to  the  measure.  Now, 
supposing  that  there  was  not  clear  evi- 
dence of  that  fact,  he  would  ask  the  House, 
did  their  experience  of  the  Scottish  people 
lead  them  to  think  that  that  portion  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  were  so  fickle  as  to  en- 


tertiun  strong  opiniona  at  one  side  of  such 
a  question  last  year,  and  change  those 
opinions  to  the  other  side  in  the  present 
Session  ?  He  thought  he  had  very  strong 
grounds  for  complaining  that  at  this  period 
of  the  Session  the  BiU  now  before  them 
was  hurried  forward  with  unseemly  baste. 
It  was  only  on  the  28th  of  July,  that  it 
had  been  printed,  and  it  was  ther^ore  im- 
possible uiat  copies  could  even  by  this 
time  have  been  transmitted  to  the  north  of 
Scotland.  He  was  not  opposed  to  a  Re- 
gistration Bill,  but  he  was  decidedly  oip- 
posed  to  the  Bill  then  before  them;  and  ha 
should  now  move  as  an  Amendment  that  it 
be  read  a  second  time  that  day  three 
months. 

Mb.  HUME  said,  that  as  he  was  not 
opposed  to  the  principle  of  either  Bill,  ho 
should  rather  not  vote  in  favonr  of  the 
Amendment.  He  should  wish  to  take  the 
second  reading  of  the  Marriages  Bill  then, 
and  postpone  further  proceeding  on  the 
subject  until  next  Session.  He  did  not 
deny  many  of  the  inconveniences  which 
had  been  pointed  out  by  the  learned  Lord, 
and  he  felt  no  indisposition  to  support  a 
measure  the  object  of  which  would  be  to 
mako  people  cautious;  but  he  thought  it 
extremely  unfair  at  such  a  period  of  the 
Session  as  the  present,  to  press  forward  a 
measure  of  this  kind,  without  giving  the 
parties  principally  interested  an  opportu- 
nity of  being  heard.  They  were  proceed- 
ing with  this  Bill  without  any  request  ftx>m 
the  people  of  Scotland  to  that  effect.  The 
learned  Lord,  in  bringing  this  Bill  forward, 
plainly  wished  to  carry  the  House  with 
him;  but  what  sort  of  a  House  did  he  ad- 
dress? Throughout  the  whole  of  his 
speech  there  were  not  forty  Members  pre- 
sent. It  was  like  the  manner  in  whicn  it 
was  endeavoured  to  pass  the  Bank  Bill  last 
year;  and  what  was  the  result — a  universal 
condemnation  of  the  whole  proceeding. 
He  wished  registration  to  take  effect;  but 
he  objected  to  the  first  Bill,  because  he  did 
not  think  it  would  furnish  a  fair  and  honest 
registration.  Under  it  any  man  might 
register  his  own  death  or  the  birth  cdT  a 
child,  or  that  of  a  child  which  was  dead. 
He  wanted  to  see  something  like  the  sys- 
tem of  registration  which  prevailed  on  tiie 
Continent,  where  no  registration  was  ef- 
fected till  witnesses  were  examined,  and 
every  species  of  fair  investigation  instituted. 
It  was  really  too  bad  thus  at  the  close  of 
a  Session  to  bring  in  such  a  measure.  The 
Bill,  in  its  present  form,  had  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  Statistical  Society — a  body 
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Tery  competent  to  judge  of  its  meritB  and 
its  demerits.  Bj  them  very  serious  im- 
perfections had  heen  pointed  out;  and  the 
learned  Lord  agreed  then  to  refer  the  Bill 
to  a  Committee  upstairs,  after  which  the 
Bill  was  for  a  time  at  least  withdrawn. 
That*  certainly,  was  not  an  inexpedient 
proceeding,  for  the  society  had  detected 
and  exposed  many  grave  errors.  Let  them 
make  it  a  perfect  measure,  and  it  should 
haTehis  support,  hut  not  otherwise.  He 
could  not  assent  to  an  imperfect  measure, 
which  was  to  he  worked  at  an  expense  of 
10,000Z. ;  and  he  thought  that  the  people 
of  Scotland  were  fairly  entitled  to  have  such 
a  Bill  considered  hy  a  Committee  upstairs. 
He  should  he  well  pleased,  therefore,  if  the 
Lord  Advocate  did  not  at  present  call  upon 
them  to  go  into  Committee,  especially 
when  it  was  recollected  that  during  the 
present  year  not  one  petition  had  come 
from  Scotland  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  He 
should  vote  against  the  further  progress  of 
the  Bill  in  every  stage;  hut  as  he  was 
not  against  the  principle,  he  should  agree 
to  the  second  reading  upon  the  understand- 
ing that  they  were  in  the  present  Session 
to  proceed  no  further,  otherwise  he  should 
vote  in  favour  of  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  LOCKHART  was  most  anxious  to 
carry  out  the  wishes  of  his  constituents  hy 
opposing  the  Bill  which  the  learned  Lord 
had  hronght  under  their  consideration. 
But,  however  desirous  he  might  he  to  re- 
sist every  stage  of  the  measure,  he  could 
not  remain  in  town  for  that  purpose,  for  a 
corps  of  yeomanry  to  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  helong  had  heen  called  out  upon 
service  in  the  disturbed  districts,  and  he 
therefore  must  bring  his  Parliamentary 
attendance  to  a  close.  Serious  opposition 
had  been  raised  against  the  measure,  and 
though  many  persons  approved  of  the  Bill, 
and  admitted  the  soundness  of  its  prin- 
eif^e,  yet  they  had  never  been  told  what 
the  expenses  of  it  were  to  be.  Ought 
they,  under  such  circumstances,  to  pro- 
ceed to  deliberate  upon  the  details  of  such 
a  measure  ?  The  Session  was  just  closing 
— ^he  saw  by  the  newspapers  that  the  Min- 
isterial Gentlemen  were  to  have  their  fish 
dinner  on  the  19th.  Was  it  reasonable, 
then,  to  ask  them  to  go  on  discussing  such 
a  Bill  when  there  was  not  even  a  quorum 
present  ?  He  should  move  that  the  House 
be  counted. 

Upwards  of  forty  Members  were  present. 

The  debate  proceeded. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  said,  a  question 
I  the  House,  connected  with  this  Mar- 


riage Bill,  was,  whether  it  was  politic  and 
wise  to  cut  off  the  outlet  for  hasty,  and  it 
might  be  irregular,  marriages,  wbich  ex^ 
isted  in  consequence  of  the  actual  state  of 
the  law  in  Scotland  ?  The  point  for  a  father 
of  a  family  to  decide,  was,  whether,  if  his 
daughter  was  unhappUy  carried  off  in  the 
way  that  sometimes  happened,  he  would 
wish  she  should  be  married  within  twelve 
hours,  or  kept  for  a  fortnight.  Both  Eng- 
lish and  Irish  Gentlemen  were  interested 
in  this  subject;  and  it  appeared  extremely 
likely  that  it  would  be  for  the  welfare  of 
the  female  part  of  the  community  that  the 
law  should  continue  as  it  was.  He  knew 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side 
were  anxious  for  what  an  English  classic 
called  *<the  preservation  of  the  female 
game;"  but  if  they  would  suppose  the  case 
applied  to  themselves,  they  would  discover 
that  they  had  a  countervailing  interest  in 
maintaining  the  law  as  it  stood. 

Mb.  F.  SCOTT  said,  the  religious  cere- 
mony ought  to  be  that  portion  of  the  pro- 
ceedings connected  with  marriage  which 
the  House  should  especially  recognise,  and 
he  wished  that  they  could  enforce  a  greater 
degree  of  strictness  than  had  yet  been  put 
into  operation  with  respect  to  the  law  of 
marriage.  He  believed  that  no  one  now 
denied  the  necessity  of  registration;  at  the 
same  time,  he  hoped  the  House  would  not 
at  so  advanced  a  period  of  the  Session 
proceed  further  with  the  Bill. 

Mr.  henry  DRUMMOND  observed, 
that  every  one  agreed  in  this,  that  the  Bill 
then  before  them  was  the  same  measure 
that  had  been  before  the  people  of  Scot- 
land since  last  April  twelvemonth,  and, 
although  everybody  agreed  in  the  prin- 
ciple, yet  hon.  Members  seemed  to  con- 
tend that  there  was  not  now  time  to  con- 
sider the  measure — they  agreed  in  the 
principle,  but  they  did  not  like  the  ma- 
chinery; and  that  reasoning,  if  good  for 
anything,  went  to  show  that  they  ought  at 
once  to  go  into  Committee  on  the  Bill.  He 
felt  considerable  supriso  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers did  not  appear  to  be  aware  of  the  in- 
convenience which  resulted  from  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  law  upon  all  occasions 
where  it  became  necessary  to  inquire  into 
cases  of  disputed  succession.  One  case  he 
might  mention,  it  was  that  of  a  woman, 
who  for  some  time  was  known  in  Glasgow  by 
a  particular  name;  she  afterwards  went  to 
America,  and  in  consequence  of  some  legal 
proceedings  which  had  been  taken,  as  many 
as  300  persons  of  the  same  name  started 
into  existence,  which  stopped  the  whole  of 
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the  proceedings  that  hftd  been  instituted 
with  regard  to. the  property  that  had  in 
the  first  instance  occasioned  the  litigation. 
Marriage  consisted  of  two  parts,  the  reli- 
gious part  and  the  civil  contract.  With 
the  latter  alone  had  the  State  to  do,  in 
order  that  it  might  know  to  whom  property 
should  descend*  leaving  every  person  of 
right  feeling,  who  desired  also  to  receive 
the  blessing  of  God  in  respect  to  the  act 
of  marriage,  to  decide  where  he  would  go 
for  that  blessing.  He  therefore  thought  it 
would  be  necessary  to  leave  out  of  the  Bill 
all  the  religious  part;  but  he  trusted  that 
the  learned  Lord  would  press  both  Bills 
through  Parliament  during  the  present 
Session. 

Mb.  ELLIOT  :  The  law  of  marriage  in 
Scotland  was  disgraceful,  and  attended 
with  serious  consequences,  particularly  to 
the  female  part  of  the  commmiity.  He 
thought  that  the  statements  of  the  learned 
Lord  must  convince  the  House  of  the  ab- 
solute necessity  of  some  change  in  respect 
to  it.  He  saw  no  reason  for  putting  off  the 
Bills,  as  their  nature  was  perfectly  well 
known  by  the  people  of  Scotland. 

Mr.  STUART  VVORTLEY  was  sen- 
sible of  the  mischiefs  experienced  by  the 
present  state  of  the  marriage  law  in  Scot- 
land, and  of  the  imperious  necessity  of 
some  change.  Therefore,  if  the  learned 
Lord  would  be  satisfied  simply  with  the 
affirmation  of  the.  principle,  that  some  al- 
teration of  the  nature  proposed  should 
take  place,  both  in  respect  to  marriages 
and  registration  in  Scotland,  he  would 
readily  assent  to  the  second  reading  of 
each  of  the  Bills;  but,  thinking  it  would  be 
difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to  give  anything 
like  due  consideration  to  the  details  of  the 
measures  in  the  present  Session,  he  felt 
hound  to  urge  the  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
not  to  press  them  beyond  the  second  read- 
ing. If  the  Marriage  Bill  stood  alone,  so 
great  was  the  necessity  of  some  change  in 
the  law,  that  it  might  possibly  pass  during 
the  present  Session;  but,  mixed  up  as  it 
was  with  the  macliinery  of  the  other  Bill,  it 
would  require  an  elaborate  discussion;  and 
he  would  ask  whether  there  was  any  rea- 
sonable prospect  of  an  opportunity  for 
such  discussion  being  afforded  at  that  pe- 
riod ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  said,  in  re- 
ference to  tlic  course  sugo-csted  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Buteshire,  that  he  must 
press  the  second  reading  of  the  Bills  un- 
conditionally. At  the  same  time  ho  did 
not  mean  to  say  that  he  was  not  aware  of 


the  importance  of  some  observations  which 
had  fallen  from  Scotch  Members;  and  ho 
should  consider  whether  those  observations 
were  such  as  to  induce  him,  in  reference  to 
the  period  of  the  Session  or  the  state  of 
tho  House,  not  to  proceed  with  the  Bills. 
He  must,  however,  be  understood  as  not 
pledging  himself  not  to  proceed  with 
them. 

Amendment  withdrawn,  and  tho  Re- 
gistering Births,  ^.  (Scotland)  Bill,  and 
the  Marriages  (Scotland)  Bill  were  both 
read  a  second  time. 

EMIGRATION. 

Lord  ASHLEY  asked  whether  Minis- 
ters, seeing  tho  great  and  intense  interest 
upon  tho  subject  of  emigration,  were  pro- 
pared  to  take  that  subject  into  considera- 
tion during  tho  recess,  with  a  view  to  dif- 
fuse information,  and  afford  facilities  to 
those  who  desired  to  emigrate;  he  did  not 
mean  by  an  advance  of  money  from  the 
public  funds  ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  could  assure  the 
noble  Lord  that  the  Government- would  be 
very  happy  to  take  any  steps  that  might 
tend  to  diffuse  information  upon  the  sub- 
ject. He  thought  that  it  would  not  bo 
desirable,  even  if  they  had  the '  means,  to 
propose  at  present  any  large  grant  for  tho 
purpose,  and  that  those  who  were  desirous 
of  emigrating  would  do  much  better  to  con- 
cei*t  among  themselves  to  make  their  emi- 
gration regular  and  well  conducted  than  to 
look  to  tho  Government. 

Lord  ASHLEY:  With  tho  aid  of 
whatever  facilities  the  Government  con 
afford. 

THE  NORTH  OF  ITALY. 

Mr.  p.  HOWARD  rose  to  ask,  whether 
it  were  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, either  singly  or  in  concert  with 
her  Allies,  to  mediate  between  Sardinia 
and  Austria,  for  the  pacification  of  tho 
North  of  Italy  ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  :  In  answer 
to  the  question  of  my  hon.  Friend,  I  can 
assure  him  and  the  House  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  deeply  sensible  of 
the  great  importance  of  seeing  a  termina- 
tion put  to  that  unfortunate  warfare  whi9h 
is  now  taking  place  in  the  north  of  Italy; 
and  I  am  able — although  I  have  no  right 
to  speak  for  another  Government — ^yet  I 
believe  I  may  assure  the  House  that  that 
desire  is  equally  shared  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  France.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are,  theroforcA  about — I  may  Bay. 
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already  engaged,  bnt  about  to  talce  steps, 
.  in  conjunction  I  trust  with  the  Government 
of  France,  for  the  purpose  of  endeavour- 
ing by  jamicablo  negotiation  to  bring  that 
warfare  to  an  end. 

THE  BELGUN  SUGAR  TARIFF. 

Lord  G.  BBNTINCK  had  given  no 
notice  of  the  question  he  was  about  to  put 
to  ihe  Foreign  Secretary,  but  no  doubt  the 
noble  Lord  could  answer  it  at  once :  it  was, 
whether  he  was  not  in  possession  of  an  offi- 
cial report  of  the  Belgian  Government, 
giving  a  distinct  contradiction  to  the  state- 
DQent  made  the  other  night  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westbury  (Mr.  J.  Wilson); 
and  if  so,  whether  the  document  would  be 
laid  on  the  table  ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  believed  the 

Belgian  Government  was  better  engaged 

than  in  contradicting  statements  of  Mem- 

«  ben  of  this  House.     But  he  really  did  not 

know  to  what  the  noble  Lord  referred. 

Lord  G.  BBNTINCK  referred  to  the 
-  statement  made  respecting  the  sugar  du- 
ties, and  the  premium  given  by  the  Bel- 
gian Government  on  the  exportation  of  re- 
fined sugar. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  would  ascer- 
tain whether  there  was  such  a  document. 

Lord  G.  BBNTINCK  :  You  have  got 
it. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  BILL. 

House  in  Committee  to  consider  the 
Lords'  Amendments  in  this  Bill. 

Clauses  1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  8  (on  the  petition  of  not  less 
than  one-tenth  of  the  inhabitants  rated  to 
the  relief  of  the  poor,  the  General  Board 
of  Health  may,  if  and  when  they  shall 
think  fit,  direct  a  superintending  inspector 
to  visit  such  city,  town,  borough,  parish, 
or  place,  and  to  make  public  inquiry,  and 
to  examine  witnesses,  as  to  the  sewerage, 
drainage,  and  supply  of  water,  the  state 
of  the  burial-grounds,  &c.,  for  the  purpose 
of  enabling  them  to  judge  of  the  propriety 
of  reporting  to  Her  Majesty), 

Viscount  MORPETH  was  aware  that 
peculiar  importance  was  attached  to  this 
clause,  owing  to  the  circumstances  under 
which  it  had  been  introduced  into  the 
Bill.  It  must  at  once  be  admitted, 
the  clause  was  at  variance  with  the 
principle  of  the  important  Amendment 
made  in  the  Bill  when  it  was  before  the 
House  of  Commons,  on  the  proposition  of 
the  hen.  Member  for  Oxford,  and  assented 
to  by  the  Government.     In  the  House  of 


Lords  this  Bill  had  been  referred  to  a  Se- 
lect Committee;  and  he  believed  that  in 
determining  on  that  course  their  Lordships 
were  actuated  by  no  desire  to  infringe  upon 
the  constitutional  privileges  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  but  solely  by  a  wish  to  make 
the  Bill  as  efficacious  as  possible.  The 
clause  was  proposed  by  a  right  rev.  Prelate, 
who,  perhaps,  had  a  more  intimate  ac- 
quaintance with  the  condition  and  require- 
ments of  the  poor  than  any  other  Member 
of  his  sacred  order;  for  his  Lordship  had 
derived  his  knowledge  upon  those  points 
partly  from  having  performed  his  duties  in 
the  most  exemplarv  manner,  partly  from 
being  the  bishop  oi  the  most  densely  peo- 
pled diocese,  and  partly  from  having  acted 
as  a  Member  of  the  Commission  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  health  of  towns.  But 
although  the  clause  came  to  the  House  re- 
commended by  what  he  at  once  admitted 
to  be  very  high  authority,  he  was  about  to 
ask  the  House  to  consent  to  make  an  al- 
teration in  it.  Having  placed  himself  in 
communication  with  the  Kegistrar  General 
— whose  ofBcial  reports,  by  the  way,  werq 
the  most  valuable  documents  in  a  statis- 
tical point  of  view  which  ever  appeared  in 
this  or  any  other  country — that  officer  had 
expressed  an  opinion  that  the  state  of  dis- 
eases enumerated  in  the  clause  would  not 
always  afford  a  fair  criterion  of  the  sani- 
tary condition  (Jf  the  district,  and  there- 
fore he  was  about  to  propose  an  alteration 
in  the  clause,  which  would  effect  the  object 
which  the  framcr  of  the  clause  and  the 
House  of  Lords  had  in  view  in  a  more 
simple  manner.  The  returns  of  the  Re- 
gistrar General  gave  for  every  registration 
and  sub-registration  district  in  England  an 
accurate  account  of  mortality,  and  the  pro- 
portion of  the  number  of  deaths,  calculated 
on  an  average  of  seven  years,  to  the  popula- 
tion at  large;  and  he  intended  to  make  that 
information  available  for  the  purpose  of  the 
amendment  which  he  wished  the  House  to 
effect  in  the  clause.  He  would  propose 
that  all  the  words  in  the  clause  relating  to 
particular  diseases  should  be  omitted,  and 
their  place  supplied  by  other  words,  which 
would  provide  that  where  the  deaths  iu 
**  any  city,  town,  borough,  parish,  or 
place'*  should  amount  to  twenty-three  to  a 
thousand  of  the  population  for  such  **  city, 
town,  borough,  parish,  or  place,"  the 
General  Board  of  Health  might  direct  in- 
quiry to  be  made  for  the  purpose  stated 
in  the  clause.  The  proportion  of  twenty- 
three  to  1,000  would  afford  security  that 
the  Act  would  not  bo  put  into  operation 
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except  in  cases  "where  there  was  such  a 
maniifeBt  amount  of  unhealthiness  indicated 
by  the  high  rate  of  mortality,  that  no  per- 
sons possessed  of  the  ordinary  feelings  of 
humanity  would  object  to  the  application 
of  sanitary  regulations.  The  average  of 
deaths  for  all  England,  according  to  the 
Registrar  General  s  returns,  was  twenty- 
one  to  1,000  of  the  population.  The  aver- 
age in  the  most  healthy  districts — Reigate, 
Godstone,  and  Bamet — ^was  fifteen  and 
sixteen  to  1,000;  and  the  average  in  the 
most  unhealthy  districts  was  twenty-nine 
and  thirty  to  1,000.  When,  therefore,  he 
took  twenty-three  to  1,000  as  the  propor- 
tion of  deaths  necessary  to  justify  the  ap- 
plication of  the  Act  to  any  district,  it  could 
not  with  justice  be  alleged  that  he  had  fixed 
upon  too  low  an  average.  Before  resuming 
his  seat,  he  was  anxious  to  address  a  few 
observations  to  the  House  upon  a  topic  of 
the  deepest  interest.  It  was  far  from  his 
wish  to  excite  undue  alarm  on  the  subject 
of  the  cholera;  but  he  would  not  be  acting 
a  fair  and  friendly  part  to  the  public,  were 
he  to  conceal  the  fact  that  it  had  been  as- 
certained that  the  cholera  was  advancing 
in  precisely  the  same  direction  as  that 
which  it  pursued  in  1832 — that  it  had 
been  heralded  in  this  country  by  the  same 
precursor  as  on  the  former  occasion, 
namely,  a  great  amount  of  influenza, 
which  prevailed  a  few  months  ago,  and  by 
a  great  increase  of  diarrhoea,  ending  fa- 
tally in  many  cases,  now  prevalent — and 
that  by  recent  accounts  it  had  spread  as 
far  west  as  Riga,  Narva,  and  Revel.  It 
would  be  most  gratifying  to  his  feelings  to 
be  able  to  state  that  this  frightful  visitation 
was  approaching  us  in  a  more  mild  form 
than  that  under  which  we  had  already  had 
dreadful  experience  of  its  mortal  effects; 
but  unfortunately  that  was  not  the  case,  as 
would  appear  from  the  communications  re- 
ceived from  our  Ministers  and  Consuls 
abroad,  some  of  which  he  would  take  the 
liberty  of  reading  to  the  House.  A  re- 
turn of  the  casualties  from  cholera  at  St. 
Pctersburgh  to  the  latest  date,  July  24,  gave 
the  following  results: — Cases,  17,742; 
deaths,  10,138;  cures,  4,618;  under  treat- 
ment, 1,986  —  Proportions  per  100  — 
deaths,  57;  cures,  26;  under  treatment, 
17.  At  Moscow  the  cases  were  9,754; 
deaths,  4,309.  The  account  from  Odessa 
was  almost  as  afflicting  : — 


"  Odessa,  June  28, 1847. 
"My  Lord — The  presence  of  the  cholera  in 
this  town  was  for  the  first  time  acknowledged  by 
public  authority  yesterday.     According  to  official 


report  there  were  on  that  day— New  cases,  133  ; 
deaths,  44 ;  recoveries,  23.  And  from  the  19Ui 
of  May  to  the  present  day,  in  town  and  in  the  port 
—total  number  of  cases,  824  ;  of  deaths,  332 ;  of 
recoveries,  235  ;  renmining  sick,  257.  The  pre- 
sent population  of  Odessa  is  stated  to  exceed 
90,000  inhabitants.  I  am  not  yet  prepared  to 
speak  on  the  mode  of  treatment  adopted  here, 
which,  in  the  hands  of  professional  men,  Tariet 
Tery  materially  under  dififeront  ciroumstanoes. 
All  condemn  neglect  of  first  symptoms,  howerer 
trifling,  recommending  instant  and  toergetic  reme- 
dies ;  and  the  simidest  means  thus  applied,  in  nu- 
merous cases,  have  proved  successful;  such  as 
large  doses  of  the  essence  of  peppermint,  even 
brandy  with  pepper  or  ginger,  and,  in  particular, 
violent  friction.  The  cholera  is  reported  to  be 
very  severe  in  Nicolaveff  and  Cberson,  and  in  parts 
of  Bessarabia.  It  is  spreading  throughout  the 
country,  and  is  advancing  rapidly  westward.  It 
has  likewise  reappeared  in  the  towns  on  the  Asofl^ 
though  in  a  very  slight  degree. — I  have,  Ao. 

**  JlMXS  YSAMIS. 

«  The  Right  Hon.  Viscount  Pahnerston,  6.C.B." 

The  noble  Lord  read  several  other  let- 
ters to  show  the  progress  of  the  diseaae. 
It  could  not  bo  expected  that  the  adoption 
of  the  Bill  now  under  consideration  would 
arrest  the  approach  of  this  most  malignant 
and  mysterious  disease,  which  was  spread- 
ing over  the  whole  territory  from  the  Neva 
to  the  Nile;  but  all  testimony  derived  from 
experience,  both  in  this  country  and  abroad, 
showed  that  if  we  could  not  arrest  its  pro- 
gress or  prevent  its  arrival,  still  it  was 
possible  to  modify  materially  its  effects,  if 
not  to  save  some  districts  from  its  ravages 
altogether.  A  recent  number  of  a  most 
able  publication  called  the  British  and 
Foreign  Medico-  Chirurgical  Review  proved 
by  induction  from  a  mass  of  facts  that  cer- 
tain atmospheric  conditions  and  electrical 
states  concurred  in  the  production  of  cholo 
era;  "  but,"  the  Eeview  observed — 

**  Whatever  be  the  electrical  or  the  atmosphwie 
conditions  of  the  air  during  epidemic  visitations 
of  cholera,  there  is  no  doubt  that,  in  any  given 
country,  we  can  with  tolerable  certainty  foretell 
both  the  locality  and  the  class  of  people  which 
will  be  chiefly  afifoctad.  Tho  locality  will  be  that 
in  which,  firom  situation,  or  from  the  habits  of  the 
inhabitants,  tho  air  is  damp  from  the  exhalations 
from  rivers  or  marshes,  and  is  at  the  same  time 
i*cndered  impure  by  the  animal  and  vegetable  ex- 
haUtions  which  steam  up  from  a  crowd  of  people, 
ignorant  or  careless  of  sanitary  precautions  ;  and 
the  chiss  of  people  will  be  those  who  are  sulijeotod 
to  these  influences.  These  simple  prineiples — so 
simple,  that  it  appears  almost  unnecessary  thus 
formally  to  announce  them — have  been  proved  by 
a  multitude  of  observations,  both  in  this  countiy 
and  in  India." 

Knowing,  then,  that  the  victims  of  this 
dread  and  mysterious  disease  were  chiefly 
to  be  found  amongst  those  classes  who 
were  unable  to  adopt  sanitary  precau^ons. 
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he  felt  justified  in  calling  upon  the  House 
to  adopt  the  Amendment  which  he  had 
offered  to  their  consideration.  If  after 
Parliament  had  hroken  up,  the  cholera 
should  suddenly  appear  in  this  .country, 
spreading  dismay  and  consternation  in 
every  quarter,  hon.  Memhers  would  not 
like  to  have  their  conscience  accuse  them 
of  having  neglected  an  Amendment  which 
would  prohahly  have  the  effect  of  mitigat- 
ing the  ravages  of  that  dreadful  pesti- 
lence. 

Mr.  HENLET  was  surprised  that  the 
nohle  Lord,  after  expressing  the  greatest 
respect  for  the  right  rev.  Prelate  who 
had  proposed  the  clause  now  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House,  should  have 
taken  the  extraordinary  coiu*se  of  pro- 
posing the  omission  of  the  most  impor- 
tant portion.  As  to  the  cholera,  if  it 
should  please  God  that  that  dreadful  dis- 
ease should  come  here,  the  cumhrous 
machinery  of  the  Bill  and  the  inmiense 
time-  which  would  he  necessary  to  put 
it  in  motion,  would  prevent  its  heing  of 
any  use  in  staying  its  ravages.  The 
nohle  Lord's  statements  on  that  suhject 
were  all  very  well  as  a  means  of  excit- 
ing puhlie  attention  upon  an  important 
matter,  hut  they  had  no  practical  hear- 
ing upon  the  clause  hefore  the  House. 
He  thought  Memhers  should  he  allowed 
some  time  for  consideration;  it  was  hardly 
fair  to  call  upon  them  to  pronounce 
*•  aye  '*  er  "  no  *'  with  respect  to  such 
an  important  proposition. 

The  clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  that  the  Amendment  to 
Lords'  Amendment  to  Clause  33  he 
agreed  to. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  55  ; 
Noes  35  :  Majority  20. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Abdy,T.N. 
Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Armstrong,  Sir  A. 
Barnard,  £.  6. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
BlackaU,  S.  W. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brown,  W. 
Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Dunne,  F.  P. 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  £. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Forster,  M. 
Fox,  W.  J. 
French,  F. 

Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 


B. 


Henry,  A. 
Heywood,  J. 
Hobhouse,  T. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Hume,  J. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Moffatt,  G. 
Monsell,  W. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Morrison,  Sir  W, 
O'ConneU,  M.  J. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Parker,  J, 
Perfect,  R. 
Peto,  S.  M. 
Pinney,  W. 
Price,  Sir  R. 


Robinson,  G.  R. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  F.  C.  H. 
Sandars,  J. 
Soymer,  H.  K. 
Shell,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Somerville,rt.  hon.SirW. 
Thomely,  T. 


Townshend,  Capt. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Wilson,  J. 

Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wood,  W.  P. 

TELLBB8. 

Hill,  Lord  M. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 


Anstey,  T.  C. 
Arohdoll,  Capt. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Bright,  J. 
Brooklehurst,  J. 
Carew,  W.  H.P. 
Christy,  S. 
Clay,  J. 
Clay,  Sir  W. 
Cubitt,  W. 
Drummond,  H. 
Duckworth,  Sir  J.  T.  B. 
Duncuft,  J. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fitzroy,hon.  H. 
Heald,  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herries,  rt.  hon.  J.  C. 
HUdyard,  R.  C. 


List  of  the  Noes. 

Howard,  P.  H. 
Jolliffe,  SirW.G.  H. 
MarshaU,  J.  G. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
Napier,  J. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Rioe,  £.  R. 
Scholefield,  W. 
Sidney,  Aid. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Stuart,  H. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Urquhart,  D. 
Vyse,  R.  H.  R.  H. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Williams,  J. 

TBLLSBS. 

Spooner,  R. 
Peohell,  Capt. 

On  the  Smoke  Clause, 

Mr.  bright  said  he  had  opposed 
every  Smoke  Bill  that  had  heen  introduced 
to  the  House,  and  he  thought  this  clause 
contained  all  the  absurdities  of  all  the  for- 
mer measures  put  together.  It  would 
only  tend  to  turn  into  ridicule  the  legisla- 
tion of  that  House,  as  it  was  quite  impos- 
sible to  work  out  any  Smoke  Bill.  For 
example,  the  kind  of  smoke  to  be  put 
down  was  ''  opaque  smoke,"  and  it  was  to 
be  considered  opaque  when  it  was  not  trans- 
parent. But,  did  not  everybody  see  that 
the  opacity  of  smoke  coming  out  of  a 
chimney  would,  by  this  description  of  it, 
depend  very  much  upon  whether  there  was 
a  black  or  a  white  cloud  behind  it  ?  By 
the  clause,  opaque  smoke  was  only  to  be 
permitted  during  a  certain  time,  which 
was  allowed  for  putting  on  fires;  but  this 
would  be  found  utterly  unworkable.  Some- 
times the  smoke  of  ten  or  twelve  smithies 
adjoining  each  other  was  sent  out  by  one 
common  chimney.  The  fires  of  these 
smithies  were  renewed  several  times  an 
hour;  and  how,  then,  was  it  possible  to  en- 
force the  Act  in  such  cases  ?  In  point  of 
fact,  the  clause  was  ridiculous,  and  it 
would  be  impossible  to  carry  it  out. 
Parties  producing  smoke  were  to  provide 
a  ••  well-approved  plan  "  for  consuming  it; 
but  who  was  to  decide  what  the  well-ap- 
proved plan  was  ?  In  Lancashire,  no  three 
men  were  ever  found  to  agree  upon  any 
effectual  plan  for  preventing  smoke. 
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The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
the  question  was  certainly  beset  with  diffi- 
culties, and  ho  must  admit  that  the  clause 
contained  inconsistencies  which  it  would  not 
ho  easy  to  reconcile.  If  his  noble  Friend 
took  his  advice,  he  would  not  press  the 
clause  upon  the  House. 

Mr.  MACKINNON  supported  the 
clause.  If  there  were  in  it  any  incon- 
sistencies which  would  prevent  its  work- 
ing well,  let  those  he  amended  ;  but  let 
them  not,  on  that  account,  throw  out  the 
clause.  It  should  he  recollected  that  a 
Committee  of  that  House,  which  contained 
several  manufacturers,  had  unanimously 
decided  in  favour  of  a  measure  for  the 
prevention  of  smoke.  If  the  clause  were 
not  operative,  as  had  been  alleged,  then  it 
would  do  no  harm;  and  it  would  have  a 
salutary  effect  at  least  in  inducing  owners 
of  factories  to  abate  the  nuisance,  and  re- 
quire their  stokers  to  be  more  careful. 

Mr.  henry  DRUMMOND  thought 
the  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  weigh  well 
the  meaning  of  the  word  **  nuisance ;  *'  for 
the  question  might  be  raised  whether 
black  smoke  was  prejudicial  to  health. 
The  only  justification  for  such  a  clause 
as  this  was,  that  smoke  had  an  effect  on 
the  public  health.  That  House,  in  legis- 
lating, ought  always  to  be  very  chary  of 
entering  on  scientific  subjects.  They  ought 
not  to  forget  the  lesson  their  experience 
had  read  to  them  in  the  matter  of  the  ex- 
cise on  malt.  The  more  he  had  seen  of 
this  Bill  the  more  ho  was  satisfied  that 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  quackery  and 
mock  philosophy  in  such  questions,  and 
that  this  clause  was  manufactured  by  some 
quack.  It  ought  not  too  hastily  to  be  pre- 
sumed that  what  were  called  nuisances 
were  necessarily  injurious  to  health.  All 
persons  connected  with  butchers  and  knack- 
ers were  known  to  be  more  free  from  dis- 
ease than  any  other  trade  whatever ;  and 
it  was  a  fact  which  was  also  well  known 
that  every  trade  had  a  class  of  diseases 
peculiar  to  itself. 

Mk.  r.  HOWARD  did  not  think  it  pos- 
sible to  apply  the  clause  to  any  manufac- 
turing town. 

Viscount  MORPETH  was  aware  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  P.  Howard)  represented 
the  highest  chimney  in  England,  When 
he  had  been  told  on  authority  he  could  not 
fail  to  respect,  that  this  clause  would  not 
Work,  ho  hardly  should  think  it  worth 
while  to  incur  the  odium  which,  rightly  or 
wrongly,  seemed  to  attach  to  its  adoption; 
more  especially  as  it  was  not  intended  to 


put  any  thing  into  the  Bill  which  should 
imnecessarily  raise  objections,  and  so  frus- 
trate the  expectation  of  carrying  the  mea- 
sure into  effective  operation.  Nothing,  he 
hoped,  which  might  fall  from  him  would 
tend  to  create  the  impression  that  ho  was 
not  alive  to  the  smoke  nuisance.  He  held 
himself  perfectly  free,  and  perhaps  bound, 
to  be  a  party  to  the  introduction  or  fur- 
therance of  a  Bill  having  the  abatement  of 
that  nuisance  for  its  specific  object. 
The  Lords'  Amendment  disagreed  to. 
On  Clause  119,  providing  that  the  local 
boards  should  not  execute  certain  con- 
tracts without  notices,  or  without  deposit- 
ing plans,  (Sec,  with  the  General  Board, 
and  that  the  local  boards  should  not  pro- 
ceed without  the  authority  of  the  General 
Board,  in  case  of  the  latter  desiring  farther 
information. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  House  agree  with  the  Lords' 
Amendments  in  the  clause:— *  Ayes  47; 
Noes  52 :  Majority  5. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 

Abdy,  T.  N,  Mackinnon,  W.  A. 

Armstrong,  Sir  A.  Matheson,  A. 

Bollcw.  R.  M.  Maule,  rt  hon.  F. 

Berkeley,  hon.  Capt.  Monseli,  W. 

Borkoley,  hon.  H.  F.  Morpeth,  Visct, 

Blackall,  S.  W.  O'Connell,  M.  J. 

Bowles,  Adm.  Ogle,  S.  0.  H. 

Brotherton,  J.  Fagot,  Lord  G. 

BuUer,  C.  Farker,  J. 

Cowpor,  hon.  W.  F.  Patten,  J,  W. 

Craig,  W.  G.  Peto,  S.  M. 

Dundas,  Adm.  Power,  Dr. 

Ebrington,  Visct.  Price,  Sir  R. 

Forstor,  M.  Rich,  H. 

Fox,  R.  M.  Sheii,  rt.  hon.  R.  L, 

Glyn,  G.  C.  SomerviUe,  rt.hn.  Sir  W. 

Goddard,  A.  L.  Thompson,  Col. 

Grenfcll,  C.  W.  Townshend,  Capt. 

Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G.  Ward,  H.  G, 

Grosvenor,  Earl  Wilson,  J. 

Ilaytcr,  W,  G.  Wilson,  M. 

Hobhousc,  rt.hon.  Sir  J.  Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Jervis,  Sir  J.  tkllbbs. 

Labouchcre,  rt.  hon.  H.  Hill,  Lord  M. 

Lewis,  G.  0.  Tufhell,  H. 

List  of  the  Noes. 


Anderson,  A. 
Anstoy,  T.  C. 
Arkwi'ight,  G. 
Benbow,  J. 
Bcntinek,  Lord  G. 
Bright,  J. 
Broadloy,  IL 
Brocklchurst,  J. 
Bunbury,  E.  U. 
Christy,  S. 
Ci;iv.  J. 
Clay,  Sir  W. 
Cobdcii,  R. 
ConoUy,  Col. 


Dnmmiond,  11. 
Duncuft,  J. 
Evans,  Sir  Do  L. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fagan,  W. 

FitzGerald.  W.  R.  S. 
Fitzroy,  hon.  H. 
Fox.  W.  J. 

Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 
Ilardcastlo,  J.  A. 
Hastie,  A. 
Ileadhim,  T.  £. 
Heald,  J. 
llenley,  J.  W. 
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Heywood,  J; 
Uood,  Sir  A. 
Hume,  J. 
Korshaw,  J. 
Ix)wthor,  hon.  Col. 
Marshall,  J.  G. 
Mastormaii,  J. 
Mathoson,  Col. 
Maunsell,  T.  P. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Moffiitt,  G. 
Mowatt,  F. 
Napier,  J. 
Ncwdogato,  0.  N. 


Supply— 
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Palmer,  R. 
Perfect,  R. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Seymour,  II.  K. 
Sidney,  Aid. 
Tanored,  H.  W. 
Thornely,  T. 
Urquhart,  D. 
Williams,  J. 
Willoughby,  Sir  H. 

TBLLSRS. 

Muntz,  G.  F. 
Spooner,  R« 


Several  Amendments  agreed  to;  several 
disagreed  to. 

House  resumed.  Report  agreed  to. 
Committee  appointed  to  draw  up  reasons 
for  disagreeing  to  their  Lordships'  Amend- 
ments. 

SUPPLY— TAXATION. 

On  the  question  that  the  Speaker  do 
leave  the  chair  for  the  House  to  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  Supply, 

Mr.  E  wart  said,  that  nothing,  at  this 
late  period  of  the  Session,  and  at  this  hour 
of  the  evening,  would  have  induced  him  to 
introduce  his  proposal  for  a  "  Revision  of 
bur  present  System  of  Taxation,"  except 
his  deep  conviction  that  the  Parliament 
ought  not  to  part  without  some  consider- 
ation of  that  important  suhject.  He  had 
sought  for  opportunities  of  h  ringing  it  for- 
ward sooner,  and  he  had  heen  disappoint- 
ed. He  desired,  in  limine,  to  guard  him- 
self against  the  charge  of  desiring  to  pro- 
pose any  sweeping  theoretical  change  in 
the  system  of  our  customs  duties.  So  long 
as  wo  had  such  enormous  charges  to  meet, 
we  must  derive  a  largo  proportion  of  our 
taxes  from  this  source.  But  the  question 
was,  whether  they  might  not  he  reduced 
with  immediate  henefit  to  the  consumers, 
and  with  ultimate  benefit  to  the  revenue. 
Our  whole  system  of  taxation,  however, 
required  to  be  reviewed.  It  was  still  **  a 
mighty  maze,  and  all  without  a  plan;*' 
every  portion  of  it  should  be  reduced  into 
harmony  and  order.  Eighteen  years  had 
elapsed  since  Mr.  Poulett  Thompson  pro- 
posed its  revision.  He  suggested  a  Select 
Committee  on  the  subject.  But  to  him 
(Mr.  Ewart)  it  appeared  advisable  that  the 
Government  should  not  devolve  on  a  Com- 
mittee, but  should  itself  assume,  the  re- 
sponsibility of  so  vast  an  inquiry.  They 
had  the  means  of  investigation  ;  they  had 
the  instruments  of  action;  they  should  in- 
quire, and  they  should  act.  It  had  been 
hoped  that  something  in  the  spirit  of  the 
reforms  so  successfully  made  in  our  taxa- 


tion by  Sir  Robert  Peel  would  have  been 
accomplished  in  the  present  Session.  But 
what  had  they  done?  They  had  been  con- 
stantly engaged,  it  was  true.  They  had 
patched  up  the  sugar  duties,  and  they  had 
abolished  the  duty  on  copper  ore;  but  they 
had  spent  their  time  in  a  sort  of  *'  strenu- 
ous idleness;"  of  much  motion  and  of  little 
progress.  And  yet,  if  ever  there  were  a 
time  when  consideration  was  due  to  the 
conduct,  as  well  as  the  condition,  of  the 
people,  it  was  now.  Amid  the  convulsions 
which  had  shaken  Europe,  amid  *'  this 
rocking  of  the  battlements,'*  England  al- 
most alone  remained  calm  and  unshaken. 
Was  not  some  requital  due  to  the  sound 
common  sense  and  wise  sobriety  of  the 
people?  'Two  modes  of  requiting  them 
were  obvious  :  by  extending  their  com- 
merce, and  increasing  their  employment. 
The  state  of  the  Continent  of  Europe  had 
closed  many  sources  of  our  Continental 
trade.  Now,  therefore,  if  ever,  was  the 
time  when  wo  should  open  our  trade  with 
China  and  America.  It  was  well  known 
that  our  exports  to  the  European  Co^inent 
amounted  generally  to  about  26,00(1,000^. 
sterling.  They  had  decreased,  on  the  5th 
of  May  this  year,  by  2,500,000/.  It  was 
probable  that  in  this  month  (August)  the 
diminution  was  at  least  4,000,000i.  ster- 
ling. But  he  (Mr.  Ewart)  confessed  that 
he  was  principally  urged  to  make  this  pro- 
position by  a  sense  of  our  duty  to  the  poor. 
No  political  economist  denied  (he  appre- 
hended) these  propositions  :  the  labouring 
part  of  the  population  pays  the  greater 
proportion  of  our  customs  duties;  the  re- 
lative proportion  of  duty  paid  by  them  on 
the  cost  price  of  the  article  is  much  greater 
than  that  paid  by  the  rich;. as  the  cost 
price  goes  on  decreasing,  the  dispropor- 
tionate pressure  on  the  poor  goes  on  in- 
creasing also  (this  remark  had  been  made 
by  Mr.  Huskisson) ;  lastly,  the  poor  were 
the  principal,  often  the  only,  sufferers  by 
adulteration  of  the  articles  consumed.  But 
they  suffered  prospectively  as  well  as  ac- 
tually; because  our  present  system  of  tax- 
ation, by  limiting  the  extent  of  our  trade, 
limits  tlie  extent  of  their  employment. 
The  first  change  which  should  be  effected 
in  our  customs  duties  was  obviously  a  re- 
duction of  the  duty  on  tea.  In  the  con- 
sumption of  all  such  articles  a  great  social 
revolution  had  been  silently  creeping  on. 
They  were  once  a  luxury  of  the  rich;  they 
had  now  become  a  necessity  of  the  poor. 
Half  a  century  ago  the  tea  duty  must  have 
fallen  principally  on  the  luxurious — it  was 
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now  principally  paid  by  the  workings 
classes.  In  1785,  only  768,520  lbs.  of 
tea  wero  consumed;  we  now  consomed 
between  forty  and  fifty  millions  yearly. 
The  same  change  had  taken  place  in  other 
articles.  The  question  was,  therefore, 
whether  by  lowering  the  duty  we  could  not 
extend  the  consumption  still  further — whe- 
ther wo  could  not  make  it  descend,  as  it 
were,  into  a  lower  stratum  of  society.  That 
we  could  do  so  was  probable,  because  in 
our  colonies,  where  the  duty  is  so  much 
lower,  the  consumption  is  so  much  greater 
than  it  is  in  the  mother  country.  In  some 
colonies,  it  was  even  stated  to  be  ten  times 
as  great  for  each  individual.  Again,  let  us 
consider  the  question  in  reference  to  our 
trade  and  manufactures.  The  duty  on  tea 
has  been  truly  described  as  a  duty  on  our 
manufactures.  This  part  of  the  subject 
was  abundantly  elucidated  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  China  trade  last  year.  Re- 
cent facts  have  additionally  confirmed  it. 
In  the  first  six  months  of  this  year,  the 
export  of  our  plain  calicoes  to  China  had 
fallen  from  about  46,000,000  yards,  which 
they  were  in  1844,  to  about  23,000,000  in 
1848.  The  export  of  our  printed  calicoes 
had  fallen  in  the  same  period  from  about 
2,700,000  yards,  to  800,000.  Consequent- 
ly  our  shipments  of  tea  from  China  had 
declined.  They  had  declined  by  nearly 
4,000,000  lbs.  since  April,  as  compared 
with  the  same  period  last  year.  The  ship- 
ments of  the  United  States,  on  the  con- 
trary, had  increased  in  the  same  period, 
by  about  1,250,000  lbs.  And  at  this 
time  he  was  assiu'ed  that  our  manufactures 
had  almost  ceased  to  be  exported.  Yet 
what  could  be  more  promising,  even  to 
the  eye  of  sober  reason,  than  the  futurity 
of  our  China  trade  ?  The  great  northern 
port  of  Shanghai  had  been  opened  to  us. 
Shanghai  was  the  Liverpool  of  China.  It 
was  the  great  centre  of  water-communica- 
tion ;  and,  unlocking  to  us  the  north  of 
China,  might  largely  extend  the  demand 
for  our  woollens.  There  was  another  rea- 
son for  the  reduction  of  the  tea  duty.  If, 
at  any  time  hereafter,  the  consumption  of 
tea  increased  on  the  Continent  of  Europe, 
it  was  most  desirable  that  this  country 
should  become  the  great  depot  of  tea,  as 
of  every  other  article.  But  he  (Mr.  Ewart) 
reverted  to  the  employment  of  the  people 
as  his  main  object;  and  he  would  conclude 
his  remarks  on  this  subject  with  the  words 
of  Mr.  Macculloch :  **  Nothing  can  justify 
the  magnitude  of  this  simple  duty  (the  tea 
duty);  beyond  all  question  the  most  ob- 


jectionable on  our  tariff."  At  some  future, 
he  hoped  no  distant,  period,  the  tobacco 
duty  would  demand  the  consideration  of 
the  Government.  It  was  true  that  tobacco 
was  a  good  subject  of  duty ;  but  at  its 
present  high  rate,  the  duty  was  not  only 
(like  that  on  tea)  oppressive  to  the  poor; 
it  was  most  injurious  to  their  morality.  On 
the  one  hand  tobacco  was  largely  smug- 
gled; on  the  other,  it  was  largely  adulte- 
rated. The  duty  to  the  poorest  consumer 
(in  relation  to  the  cost  price)  was  almost  in 
the  proportion  of  1,000  per  cent.  Yet  it 
was  stated  before  the  Committee  on  To- 
bacco, in  the  year  1844,  that  nine-tenths 
of  the  consumers  were  among  the  labour- 
ing poor.  Could  the  temptation  to  smng- 
ghng  be,  in  such  a  case,  withstood  ?  Could 
the  Custom  House  itself  withstand  it!  He 
found  that  Mr.  Dean  (late  Chairman  of  the 
Board  of  Customs)  made  this  avowal : 
"  After  what  has  been  discovered,  it  is 
clear  that  no  increase  of  pay  to  our  offi- 
cers  can  guarantee  their  morality."  Since 
that  declaration  was  made,  the  facilities  of 
smuggling  had  been  increasing.  The  aug- 
mentation of  our  Continental  and  Ameri- 
can steamers  —  of  our  coasting  vessels—, 
encouraged  it.  On  the  other  hand,  the  pro- 
gress of  chemical  science  facilitated  adul- 
teration. Under  those  circumstances,  it 
was  no  wonder  that  in  one  year  800  per- 
sons were  committed  for  smuggling  to- 
bacco; (how  many  more  cases  were  com- 
promised or  undiscovered !)  it  was  no 
wonder  that  children  were  taught  smug- 
gling in  a  regular  school  of  contraban- 
dists; and  that  adulteration  was  an  estab- 
lished business  of  our  tobacconists.  But 
in  a  commercial  point  of  view,  in  re- 
ference to  our  trade  with  the  United 
States  ;  in  a  pacific  point  of  view,  as 
binding  together  two  great  nations,  the 
tobacco  duty  must  come  under  future,  and 
no  distant,  consideration.  This  country 
had,  thirty  years  since,  been  the  great 
European  entrepSt  of  tobacco  ;  ha  hoped 
it  was  destined  to  become  so  hereafter. 
In  the  meantime,  as  a  kind  of  modified 
reform,  he  recommended  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  abolish  the  excise 
survey  on  tobacco  (as  had  been  done  in 
the  case  of  tea  and  wine) ;  especially  as 
tobacco  had  now  been  proved,  in  its  na- 
tural state,  to  contain  sugar,  the  pre- 
sence of  which,  on  analysis,  had  been 
hitherto  deemed  a  test  of  adulteration. 
He  would  now  willingly  have  entered  on 
the  question  of  the  wine  duty.  Material 
as  he  deemed  its  reduction  to  the  interests 
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of  commerce  and  the  concord  of  two  great 
nations,  he  acknowledged  that,  like  to- 
bacco, it  was  a  subject  of  prospective, 
though  not  remote,  consideration ;  and 
the  present  agitated  state  of  France  di- 
verted attention  to  questions  of  more  in- 
dispensable necessity,  But  he  still  main- 
tained a  strong  opinion  that  it  was  a  link 
in  the  series  of  required  commercial  re- 
forms. But  turning  from  our  Customs 
Duties  to  our  Customs  Board,  he  asked 
whether  it  might  not  be  possible  to  effect 
a  saving  in  that  department?  A  vast 
number  of  duties  had  been  reduced,  but 
no  salaries.  In  the  Excise  Department, 
on  the  other  hand,  he  remembered  that  a 
saving  had  been  effected,  by  reduced  sala- 
ries, to  the  extent  of  54,000?.  a  year.  If, 
indeed,  a  sufficient  reduction  could  here- 
after be  effected  in  the  tobacco  duty, 
there  appeared  to  be  no  reason  why  the 
coast-guard  might  not  be  dispensed  with, 
and  the  country  thereby  spared  the  cost  of 
300,000Z.  or  400,000?.  a  year.  It  would 
be  remembered  that  a  Commission  was  ap- 
pointed a  few  years  since  on  the  subject 
of  frauds  in  the  Customs  Department. 
They  had  recommended  certain  reforms  in 
detail,  but  no  comprehensive  measures. 
It  appeared  from  a  return  which  he  had 
procured,  that  these  suggestions  had  been 
to  a  great  extent  adopted.  But  he  feared 
it  was  a  case  in  which  the  old  Lucretian 
doctrine  e  nihilo  nil  fit  would  apply;  and 
the  deeds  of  the  Board  had  kept  pace 
with  the  projects  of  the  Commissioners. 
He  turned  now  again  to  the  Excise  De- 
partment, in  which  many  reforms  had 
been  accomplished  most  beneficial  to  the 
people.  The  system  of  surveys  and  per- 
mits had  been  almost  abolished.  Duties 
had  been  repealed  on  such  articles  as 
sweet  wines,  starch,  and  Wnegar.  More 
recently  Sir  Robert  Peel  had  wisely  re- 
pealed the  auction  duty,  (a  reform  founded 
on  the  soundest  principles,)  and  lastly  the 
abolition  of  the  glass  duty  had  been  a 
boon  to  commerce,  society,  and  art.  In 
1848,  in  his  work  on  Taxation,  Mr.  Mac- 
culloch  had  made  the  following  prediction, 
which  events  had  fully  justified : — **  Were 
the  duty  on  glass  abolished,  the  fair  pre- 
sumption is  that  it  would  be  used  to  an 
incomparably  greater  extent  in  mirrors, 
for  prints,  (thus  encouraging  the  arts,) 
and  in  the  windows  of  shops  and  houses." 
No  one  could  walk  through  the  new  streets 
of  any  suburb  of  London,  of  any  town, 
almost  any  village,  without  perceiving  that 
this  prediction  had  been  not  only  accom- 
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plished  but  sui*passed.  Glass  was  mould- 
ing itself  into  a  thousand  new  forms.  Art, 
as  well  as  trade,  was  deriving  benefits  from 
the  change,  of  vast  and  unforeseen  impor- 
tance. Would  not  our  success  in  this 
amendment  encourage  us  to  proceed  ?  The 
soap  duty  was  a  subject  of  increasing  re- 
probation. We  had  just  passed  a  Sana- 
tory Reform  BiU.  Could  we  add  a  more 
obvious  or  indispensable  corollary  to  such 
a  measure  than  a  repeal  of  the  duty  on 
soap  ?  He  believed  that  the  soap  trade 
(including  the  manufacture  of  alkali)  em- 
ployed 100,000  workmen.  The  present 
duty  discouraged  enterprise  and  science. 
As  formerly  in  the  glass  trade,  as  now  in 
the  brick  manufacture,  an  article  spoilt  in 
making  a  new  experiment  in  the  soap 
trade  still  paid  the  soap  duty.  An  emi- 
nent manufacturer,  now  retired  from  an 
occupation  which  he  could  no  longer  pur- 
sue with  satisfaction,  had  made  the  follow- 
ing statement : — 

"  No  unprovemcnt  has  been  introduced  into 
the  soap  manufacture  during  the  forty  years  we 
have  been  in  the  trade."  "  It  is  a  purely  chemi- 
cal operation.  But  the  interference  of  the  Ex- 
cise precludes  that  class  of  experiments  which 
alone  can  lead  to  new  processes.     In  14  years  449 

traders  have  withdrawn  from  the  trade 

We  attribute  this  constant  change  to  the  tempta- 
tion afiforded  by  a  high  duty  to  a  class  of  men 
who  evade  it,  and  who  steadily  destroy  the  re- 
spectable maker." 

He  believed  it  to  be  a  fact,  that  the  lia- 
bilities of  the  soap  manufacturers  who 
had  failed  in  Liverpool  alone,  in  1846, 
amounted  to  700,000^.  And  those  with 
whom  he  had  corresponded,  attributed 
such  failures  to  the  effects  of  the  high 
duty,  which  tempted  speculation  and  dis- 
honesty to  disturb  the  regular  appli- 
cation of  capital  and  the  steady  course 
of  trade.  But  if  we  could  not  repeal 
this  duty,  we  might  follow  the  advice  of 
Mr.  Macculloch  and  the  Commissioners  of 
Excise  Inquiry,  and  reduce  it  (without  in- 
volving a  serious  loss  of  revenue)  to  the 
rate  of  Id,  in  the  pound.  The  paper  duty 
ought  also  to  be  a  subject  of  early  fiscal 
refoim.  It  combined  three  bad  qualities. 
It  was  a  tax  on  an  implement ;  on  an  im- 
plement of  business ;  and  on  an  implement 
of  instruction.  The  processes  it  involved 
were  more  worthy  of  the  perverse  inge- 
nuity of  China  than  of  the  direct  sim- 
plicity of  England.  Need  ho  advert — ^he 
had  before  adverted — to  such  burdensome 
complications  as  labelling,  writing,  num- 
bering, dating,  weighing,  recording,  and 
stamping.     Then,  if  the  paper  was  to  be 
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exported,  the  labels  were  to  be  cancelled. 
But  the  consequence  of  the  duty  (notwith- 
standing the  concession  of  a  drawback) 
was,  that  we  had  scarcely  any  export. 
There  was  no  complaint,  he  believed, 
against  the  Excise  Board  as  a  body,  but 
against  the  system.  He  did  not  believe 
that  a  man  existed  more  inclined  to  give 
facilities  to  trade,  or  more  capable  of  ap- 
preciating and  comprehending  their  value, 
than  the  Chairman  of  the  Excise  Depart- 
ment, Mr.  Wood.  But  trade,  under  the 
excise  system,  was  often  not  submitted  to 
the  discretion  of  a  department,  but  to  the 
mercy  of  an  individual.  The  trader  might 
have  confidence  in  the  equity  of  the 
Board,  but  how  could  he  trust  to  the 
equity  of  the  officer?  He  (Mr.  Ewart) 
had  already  argued  for  the  repeal  of  the 
paper  duty,  on  account  of  its  oppressive- 
ness on  the  literature  and  language  of  the 
country.  By  the  enlargement  of  our  com- 
merce, our  language  must  gradually  be- 
come, to  a  great  extent,  the  language  of 
the  world.  He  considered  therefore  the 
paper  duty  and  another  (to  which  he 
should  afterward  allude) — the  duty  on  ad- 
vertisements— to  be  most  hostile  to  lite- 
rature and  trade;  and  he  trusted  we  might 
live  to  see  them  both  abolished.  But,  if 
neither  the  soap  duty  nor  the  paper  duty 
could  be  repealed,  another  obnoxious  duty 
might  be  sacrificed — he  meant  the  brick 
duty.  Mr.  Pitt  who  proposed.  Sir  Henry 
Parnell  who  investigated  it,  both  coin- 
cided in  deeming  it  an  unjust  duty.  It 
was  scarcely  felt  where  there  happened  to 
be  a  stratum  of  stone.  It  stinted  the 
building  of  cottages  for  the  poor.  When 
first  imposed  it  only  amounted  to  2s.  6d. 
on  the  thousand  bricks;  it  amounted  now 
to  65.  In  the  United  States  there  was  no 
such  duty.  He  had  learnt  that  the  cost 
of  bricks  there  was  12«.  6c?.  per  thou- 
sand; on  our  great  brick  grounds  (for  in- 
stance at  Cowley)  the  cost  was  about  24s. 
Even  in  France,  bricks  used  in  the  coun- 
try for  cottages  were  free  from  duty.  He 
had  shown  last  year  that  the  material  of 
bricks  might  be  made  an  instrument  of  art 
— as  we  saw  in  our  great  buildings,  at 
Hampton  Court,  in  our  ancient  mansions, 
and  elsewhere.  He  therefore  reiterated 
against  this  duty  the  charge  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  Excise  Inquiry  in  1836, 
**  that  it  was  one  of  the  most  impolitic  of 
duties  *' — the  admission  of  Mr.  Pitt,  and 
the  conclusion  of  Mr.  Macculloch,  that  it 
was  "partial  and  unequal  in  its  pressure." 
He  now  turned  from  the  Customs  and  Ex- 


cise to  duties  of  a  less  general  character. 
Among  them  the  first  duty  which  might 
be  abolished  was  the  duty  on  advertise- 
ments. This  was  a  tax  on  a  vehicle  of 
commerce.  In  this  respect  it  resembled 
the  auction  duty.  The  proportion  of  ad- 
vertisements published  in  the  United 
States  (where  no  such  duty  existed)  was 
enormous  as  compared  with  this  country. 
Mr.  Poulett  Thompson  (the  late  Lord 
Sydenham)  had  many  years  ago  repre- 
sented it  to  be  more  than  ten  to  one. 
Such  a  duty  was  disgraceful  to  a  00m- 
mercial  nation.  It  was  against  the  in- 
terests of  literature.  Beneath  its  influence 
the  humblest  applicant  for  the  meanest 
situation  sufiered  equally  with  the  most 
extensive  advertiser.  Its  amount,  com- 
bining Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  was  only 
about  162,000^.  It  would  be  an  act  of 
policy  and  justice  to  repeal  it  altogether. 
There  were,  however,  various  duties  to 
which — if  the  principle  of  repeal  or  reduo* 
tion  could  not  be  applied — we  might  at 
least  apply  the  principles  of  commutation 
or  equalisation.  Might  not  the  window 
duty  be  commuted?  Under  the  present 
system  of  sanatory  refoi*m  it  was  almost 
impossible  that  the  window  duty  could 
continue  to  exist.  It  had  always  appeared 
to  him  that  a  house  duty  (not  interfering 
with  trade)  or  some  other  direct  and  im- 
partial tax,  would  be  better  than  a  window 
duty.  Might  not  the  impolitic  and  almost 
immoral  duty  on  insurances  be  commuted  ? 
Mr.  Macculloch  recommended  its  reduction 
to  Is.  per  cent,  and  affirmed  that  the  pro- 
perty insured  would  be  nearly  doubled  in 
amount.  In  applying  the  principle  of 
equalisation,  the  most  obvious  subject  of 
it  was  the  Stamp  Duties.  Their  inequal- 
ity, especially  in  reference  to  the  poorer 
classes,  had  often  been  complained  of. 
In  a  speech,  which  he  thought  never  had 
been  answered,  Mr.  Cobbett  had  formerly 
called  the  attention  of  Parliament  to  this 
subject.  It  was  elucidated  by  Mr.  Baxter 
and  other  experienced  legal  authorities  in 
their  evidence  before  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords  two  years  ago,  on  **  The 
Burthens  on  Land,"  and  by  Mr.  Maccul- 
loch in  his  various  works  on  Taxation  and 
Revenue.  To  these  authorities  he  begged 
to  refer,  as  proving  the  grievance.  It  was 
especially  on  the  transfer  of  land  in  case 
of  poor  capitalists — a  transfer  which  it  was 
now  deemed  most  politic  to  promote — that 
tlic  inequality  was  experienced.  For  in- 
stance, in  the  case  of  a  201,  purchase  of 
freehold  property,  the  stamp  duty  amounts 
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to  2Z.  In  the  case  of  200,000?.  or  300,000?. 
purchase  it  is  only  12.  15^.  So,  likewise, 
if  in  conveyances  or  assignments,  cove- 
nants for  the  production  of  title-deeds  are 
required,  the  stamp  duty  is  the  same, 
whether  the  purchase  he  for  201.  or  for 
200,000/.  And  in  the  case  of  mortgages 
he  believed  that  the  stamp  duty  amounts 
to  2s.  per  cent  for  501, ,  but  only  to  6d. 
for  100,000?.:  the  proportions  being  eighty 
times  as  great  on  50?.  as  on  100,000?.  In 
short,  as  Mr.  MaccuUoch  suggested,  two 
reforms  were  required  in  the  Stamp  Du- 
ties :  ''  a  simplification  of  the  acts,  and  a 
just  adaptation  of  the  ad  valorem  prin- 
ciple, instead  of  an  inversion  of  it."  Again, 
the  application  of  the  Stamp  Duties  to 
settlements  was  most  unfair.  It  appeared 
that  the  only  settlements  liable  to  stamp 
duty  were  **  definite  and  certain  sums  of 
money,"  and  **  definite  and  certain  amounts 
of  the  Government  funds,  or  Bank  or  East 
India  or  South  Sea  stock."  Under  these 
terms  many  kinds  of  personal  property, 
and  all  landed  property,  were  exempted 
from  the  stamp  duty  on  settlements.  Yet, 
as  had  been  most  justly  observed  by  the 
eminent  economist  whom  he  had  already 
quoted,  **  the  settlement  of  landed  pro^ 
perty  is  one  of  the  fairest  subjects  of 
taxation  :  the  object  of  a  settlement  being 
to  withdraw  land  from  commerce."  The 
operation  of  the  stamp  duty  on  probates 
and  letters  of  administration  also  was  un- 
fair. Great  properties  were  in  this  case 
also  favoured,  to  the  detriment  of  poorer 
parties.  He  would  avoid  detail  on  this 
subject;  since  it  was  abundantly  illustrated 
in  the  works  of  Mr.  MaccuUoch  and  other 
political  economists.  Here,  however,  our 
attention  was  naturally  called  to  the  ex- 
emption of  landed  property  from  the  Pro- 
bate and  Legacy  Duties;  a  subject  which 
had  often  engaged  the  attention  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  often  would  again,  until  cither 
directly  or  indirectly  that  inequality  should 
be  removed.  In  reference  to  the  whole  of 
this  subject,  he  thought  tbe  recommenda- 
tion was  a  sound  one,  that  we  should  abol- 
ish the  present  probate  and  administra- 
tion duties,  and  replace  them  by  a  new 
duty  equally  affecting  all  legacies  or  bene- 
ficial successions,  whatever  their  nature  or 
amount.  Lastly,  he  thought  the  Govern- 
ment was  bound  to  inquire  at  least,  and 
satisfy  the  public,  whether  any  difference 
could  be  made  between  the  taxation  of 
fixed  property  and  income.  Tbe  next 
thing  to  the  removal  of  an  evil  was  to 
show  that  it  could  not  be  removed.     What 


then  was  the  brief  object  of  his  (Mr. 
Ewart's)  Motion  ?  That  the  Government 
should  inquire.  It  was  his  firm  opinion 
that  they  ought  to  have  reviewed  the 
whole  subject  last  year.  But  now  the 
necessity  for  tbeir  doing  so  was  still  more 
obvious  and  urgent.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  might  answer,  **  Your 
scheme  is  only  a  comprehensive  theory; 
show  me  a  plain  and  practicable  plan." 
He  (Mr.  Ewart)  then  proposed  this  plan; 
one,  in  his  opinion,  not  beyond  the  powers 
of  a  resolute  and  energetic  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  Let  him  reduce  the  tea 
duty;  repeal  the  soap  duty,  the  paper 
duty,  or  the  brick  duty.  Let  him  repeal 
the  advertisement  duty.  Let  him  replace 
these  by  direct  taxation.  Let  him  com- 
mute the  window  duty :  let  him  rearrange 
and  extend  to  the  now-exempted  parties 
the  probate  and  legacy  duties ;  and  let  him 
reform  and  render  just  the  stamp  duties. 
He  (Mr.  Ewart)  thought  that  the  accom- 
plishment of  some  such  scheme  would  do 
immense  good.  He  thought  that  it  was 
worth  the  while  of  those  who  owned  the 
property  of  the  country  to  consent  to  the 
proposal.  The  property  of  the  coimtry 
ought  to  come  in  aid  of  the  commerce  of 
the  country.  Even  a  small  addition  to 
direct  taxation  would  enable  us  to  accom- 
plish considerable  good.  Ho  had  endea- 
voured to  show  last  year  that  an  approxi- 
mation to  a  more  direct  system  of  taxation 
would  be  attended  by  greater  cheapness 
of  collection.  This  must  be  the  case,  he 
repeated,  as  society  advanced.  Capital 
would  be  more  and  more  invested  in  public 
undertakings  and  in  loans :  and  in  almost 
all  those  cases  the  tax  might  be  collected 
in  transitu,  without  the  intervention  of 
any  system  of  collection  whatsoever.  On 
the  other  band,  the  liberation  of  commerce 
would  reproduce  capital  and  call  labour 
into  life  and  action.  Our  present  position 
had  been  foreseen  by  statesmen  of  the 
most  comprehensive  views  on  commercial 
.and  financial  questions.  These  were  the 
words  of  Mr.  Huskisson ;  he  (Mr.  Ewart) 
had  heard  them  with  his  own  ears  in  the 
year  1830;  the  memorable  year  in  which 
Mr.  Huskisson  died : — 

"  The  profits  of  stock  .ind  the  wages  of  labour 
pay  more  than  their  just  share  of  taxation.  If 
we  are  in  danger  of  falling  into  this  state  of 
things,  may  we  not  guard  ourselves  against  it  by 
some  change  in  the  principle  and  distribution  of 
our  taxation  ?  I  know  I  am  treading  upnon  tender 
ground.  It  is  impossible  to  touch  upon  it  without 
coming  into  collision  with  the  interests  of  many, 
and  those,  perhaps,  the  most  powerful  in  thl« 
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House  and  in  the  country.  But  I  feel  myself  | 
bound  to  state  a  strong  doubt  whether  we  shall 
afford  adequate  relief  without  removing  a  large 
amount  of  those  taxes  which  press  directly  on  in- 
come arising  from  capital  engaged  in  industry^ 
and  upon  the  income  of  labour  to  which  that 
capital  gives  employment ;  transferring  the  bur- 
den upon  all  that  class  of  income  which  arises 
from  capital  not  so  employed." 

Subsequently  the  late  Lord  Sydenham 
assented  to  this  doctrine  as  one  **  which 
would  be  beneficial  in  the  highest  de- 
gree to  the  industry  and  improvement  of 
the  country;**  and  it  was  supported  by 
the  authorities  of  Sir  Henry  Parnell  and 
Lord  Althorp.  In  conclusion,  he  (Mr. 
Ewart)  asked  for  no  sweeping  change. 
What  ho  demanded  was,  a  reconsideration 
of  the  subject,  for  the  general  good  of 
all.  So  far,  amid  the  perturbation  and 
chaos  of  Europe,  our  situation  had  been 
secure..  But,  while  we  maintained  order 
as  indispensable  to  the  security  and  im- 
provement of  society,  let  us  promote  im- 
provement as  the  best  justification  of  the 
maintenance  of  order.  Let  us  do  justice 
to  our  working  classes.  While  other  na- 
tions are  trying  visionary  and  Utopian 
schemes  of  labour;  spinning  their  cobwebs 
in  the  sunshine  (or  rather  in  the  storm)  of 
their  newly  risen  constitutions,  let  us,  at 
least,  set  them  a  different  example.  Let 
us  pursue  the  more  old-fashioned,  but 
sounder,  system  of  extending  our  com- 
merce, developing  the  powers  of  labour, 
and  doing  justice  to  a  suffering  and  de- 
serving people.  The  hon.  Gentleman  then 
moved — 

**  That  it  is  expedient  that  there  be  a  revision 
of  our  present  system  of  taxation  ;  especially  with 
a  view  to  extend  the  commerce  of  the  country, 
and  to  increase  the  employment  and  comforts  of 
the  people." 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER was  aware  that  it  was  his  duty  to 
do  that  which  his  hon.  Friend  had  called 
upon  him  to  do,  namely,  to  consider  the 
taxation  of  the  country.  In  a  great  deal 
of  what  his  hon.  Friend  had  said,  he  ex- 
pressed his  concurrence;  but  he  was  not 
prepared  to  deal  so  largely  as  to  reduce 
duties  amounting  to  9,000,000^.,  and  to 
impose  that  sum  upon  the  realised  pro- 
perty of  the  country.  [Mr.  Ewart:  I  did 
not  propose  that.]  He  must  have  pro- 
posed a  much  larger  increase  of  taxation 
than  he  had  done  if  he  had  intended  to 
repeal  the  duties  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Member.  And  the  reception  which  he  had 
met  with,  in  proposing  an  increase  of  tax- 
ation, had  certainly  not  been  such  as  to 
induce  him  yery  lightly  to  make  a  similar 


proposition  to  that  recommended  by  his 
lion.  Friend.  To  a  large  and  considerable 
extent  the  principle  recommended  by  his 
hon.  Friend  had  been  of  late  years  carried 
into  effect.  But  at  this  time  of  the  Ses- 
sion, and  at  that  hour  of  the  night,  he 
should  not  be  consulting  the  wishes  or  the 
convenience  of  the  House  if  he  went  into  a 
long  discussion  of  the  points  raised  by  his 
hon.  Friend.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
would  permit  the  House  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  HUME  considered  it  unfortunate 
that  his  hon.  Friend  had  not  had  an  op- 
portunity  of  introducing  the  subject  at  an 
earlier  period  of  the  evening,  before  the 
attention  of  the  House  had  been  exhaust- 
ed. The  stamp  duties  were  in  no  country 
so  unjust  and  so  oppressive  as  in  this,  nor 
did  they  anywhere  else  bear  so  heavily 
upon  the  poor  man,  or  so  lightly  on  the 
rich.  Under  our  excise  laws  also,  all  ar- 
ticles paid  double  or  treble  what  they 
ought  to  pay,  not  only  in  the  direct  tax, 
but  in  the  interference  with  labour  and  in- 
dustry at  every  stage.  He  believed  that  if 
there  were  no  excise  duty  on  soap,  that 
article  would  be  manufactured  better,  and 
in  greater  quantities,  and  that  it  would 
become  an  article  of  export,  instead  of  be- 
ing, as  it  was  until  lately,  an  article  of 
import.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  not  the  money  to  spare  to  carry  out 
the  views  of  his  hon.  Friend.  Why,  he 
never  would  have  the  money  to  spare,  be- 
cause in  proportion  as  he  increased  the 
income,  the  expenditure  was  increased. 
The  whole  of  the  income-tax  might  have 
been  avoided ;  but  as  soon  as  they  added 
5,000,0002.  to  the  taxation,  the  expendi- 
ture had  increased  in  a  direct  proportion. 
The  assessed  taxes  ought  to  be  removed, 
interfering,  as  they  did,  with  the  labour 
and  industry  of  the  country.  The  tax 
upon  carriages,  to  take  one  instance,  was 
highly  injudicious.  Then  there  was  the 
probate  duty;  why  should  one  class  of  pro- 
perty be  exempt,  while  another  paid  ? 
Why,  the  country  gentlemen,  after  they 
had  passed  the  tax  on  personal  property, 
would  not  pass  the  further  vote  which 
would  have  extended  it  to  real  property. 
It  was  to  be  hoped  that  Parliament  would 
occupy  itself  with  this  whole  subject  next 
Session;  but  there  was  no  hope  from  the 
Government,  unless  Parliament  interfered. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Committee  of  Supply  postponed,  on  the 
ground  that  the  House  was  not  prepared 
to  discuss  the  Navy  Estimates. 
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House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  to  One 
o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  August  8,  1848. 

MmuTKB.]    Took  the  Oaifu.— The  Lord  Vernoo. 
PuBuc  Bills.— >1*  Unlawful  Oathi  Acts  (Ireland)  (Conti- 
nuance and  Amendment) ;   Turnpike  Roads  (Ireland) ; 
Militia  Ballots  Suspension. 
S*  Trustees  Relief. 

Beported.--y¥lndaat  Castle  and  Town  Approaches  Im- 
provements; Paymaster's  Offices  Consolidation ;  Land 
Tax  Comroissionen*  Names  ;  Rum  Duties ;  Naval  Me- 
dical Supplemental  Fund  Society;  Juvenile  Oflbnders 
(Ireland). 
3*  and  passed  :~Edlnburgh  Police  (Amendment  and  Con- 
solidation of  Acts  and  Police  and  Sanitary  Improvement ; 
Salmon  Breed  PreKrvation;  Public  Works  (Ireland) 
(No.  2) ;  Corn  Markets  (Ireland). 

INTERFERENCE  IN  THE  AFFAIRS  OF 
SICILY. 

Lord  STANLEY,  in  rising  to  put  the 
questions  of  which  lie  had  given  notice, 
¥rith  respect  to  our  relations  with  the  King 
of  the  Two  Sicilies,  said,  that  perhaps  it 
would  be  more  consistent  with  the  regu- 
larity of  their  Lordships'  proceedings,  as 
well  as  with  their  convenience,  that  he 
should  conclude  the  few  observations  with 
which  he  had  to  trouble  their  Lordships, 
by  making  a  specific  Motion;  and  whilst 
he  hoped  to  receive  from  Her  Majesty  *8 
Ministers  a  direct  answer  to  the  questions 
he  should  put,  it  was  not  his  intention  to 
press  his  Motion  for  the  production  of  cor- 
respondence, if  there  were  any  objection  to 
that  Motion  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  When  a  question  on  this 
subject  was  put  a  few  nights  ago  by  a 
noble  and  learned  Friend  of  his  (Lord 
Brougham),  who  had  left  the  House  for 
the  remainder  of  the  Session,  it  was  put 
without  any  previous  notice  being  given  to 
the  noble  Marquess;  and  the  answer  which 
was  given  by  the  noble  Marquess  was  con- 
sequently given  on  the  spur  of  the  mo- 
ment, and  without  any  opportunity  of  con- 
sulting with  his  Colleagues  on  that  occa- 
sion; but  ho  thought  their  Lordships  would 
be  of  opinion  that  the  state  in  which  the 
King  of  the  Two  Sicilies  was  placed,  and  the 
possible  effect  which  the  present  condition 
of  affairs  might  have  on  the  maintenance  of 
the  peace  of  Europe,  were  of  sufficient  im- 
portance to  warrant  him  in  asking  from  Go- 
veiinnent — he  would  not  say  a  more  accu- 
rate, but — a  more  detailed  exposition  of 
the  course  which  Her  Majesty  s  Govern- 
ment had  felt  it  their  duty  to  pursue,  and 
the  policy  they  proposed  to  adopt.  He  need 
not  remind  their  Lordships,  that  upon  the 


whole  of  Italy,  but  more  especially  upon 
the  kingdom  of  Naples  and  Sicily,  the  ef- 
fect of  the  late  successful  revolution  in 
France  produced  great  and  powerful  re- 
sults; and  in  consequence  of  the  success  of 
that  revolution  in  France,  there  was  a  ris- 
ing in  Sicily  against  the  authority  of  the 
King  of  Naples,  which,  for  a  time  at  least, 
was  completely  successful,  and  which  re- 
sulted in  the  expulsion  of  the  royal  troops 
and  the  possession  of  the  strong  places, 
especially  Palermo,  by  the  insurgent  forces. 
He  hoped  he  need  not  on  the  present  oc- 
casion, or  on  any  occasion  in  the  assembly 
which  he  had  the  honour  of  addressing, 
urge  on  their  Lordships  the  importance  of 
adhering  to  that  maxim  of  international 
law  which  laid  down  not  only  as  the  policy 
but  as  the  duty  of  every  foreign  State, 
namely,  that  in  the  event  of  a  civil  contest 
going  on  in  another  independent  State — 
whether  that  contest  were  to  exchange  the 
existing*  dynasty  throughout  the  whole  of 
such  State,  or  for  the  purpose  of  separating 
from  the  superior  authority  of  the  mother 
country  some  dependency — it  was  the  pa- 
ramount duty  of  all  foreign  countries,  un- 
der such  circumstances,  to  maintain  a  strict 
and  most  absolute  neutrality,  and  to  ab- 
stain from  interference  in  such  a  struggle 
of  a  purely  internal  and  domestic  charac- 
ter. The  Government  of  this  country  had 
upon  almost  every  occasion  recognised  and 
acted  upon  that  principle.  Upon  that 
principle  we  had  uniformly  abstained  from 
any  interference,  and  had  sought  rather  to 
depress  and  discourage  the  manifestation 
of  public  feeling  with  regard  to  the  san- 
guinary contests  which  had  taken  place 
between  Russia  and  Poland.  Upon  this 
principle  we  had  abstained  from  any  inter- 
vention in  the  affairs  of  Austria,  and  the 
revolted  Lombard  provinces  of  that  empire. 
On  this  same  principle  we  had  condemned 
the  intei-vention  of  the  Prussian  Govern- 
ment in  the  affairs  of  Schleswig  and  Hol- 
stein.  On  this  principle  we  took  on  our- 
selves to  remonstrate,  unitedly,  with  Charles 
Albert,  against  his  invasion  of  the  Lom- 
bard provinces ;  and  upon  this  principle 
their  Lordships  would  not  forget  that  all 
parties  united  in  expressing  their  cordial 
approbation  of  the  answer  which  was  given 
by  the  late  head  of  the  Provisional  Govern- 
ment of  France  to  that  deputation  of  mis- 
guided men  who  sought  to  invite  the  sym- 
pathies of  Fraance  to  that  revolt  which 
even  at  that  time  they  were  meditating  in 
Ireland  against  the  supreme  authority  in 
this  country.     And  the  name  of  Ireland 
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r<3mindcd  him,  and  must  remind  their 
Lordships,  that,  if  there  was  any  one 
couutry  in  the  world  with  regard  to  which 
it  was  not  only  a  duty,  but  a  matter 
of  essential  interest,  to  discourage  the  doc- 
trine that  any  foreign  State  had  a  right  to 
interfere  in  an  internal  struggle  between  a 
dependency  and  a  governing  coimtry — to 
discourage  the  doctrine  of  the  sympathy 
of  professed  insurrectionists  and  the  inter- 
ference of  any  consideration  as  to  the  me- 
rits or  demerits  of  the  dominant  Power,  or 
the  just  or  unjust  prorocation  which  might 
have  been  given  to  the  dependency — if 
there  were  any  country  in  the  world  on 
whom  it  was  incumbent  to  maintain  in 
such  matters  the  strict  doctrine  of  non- 
interference with  foreign  nations  —  that 
country  was  England — England,  with  Ire- 
land at  its '  doors,  in  which  there  was  a 
large  portion  of  the  population  who  he  re- 
gretted to  say  would  at  all  times  be  too 
happy  to  obtain  foreign  aid  for  shaking 
off  that  which  they  had  been  erroneously 
taught  to  consider  as  the  baneful  domina- 
tion of  the  mother  country.  At  the  time  of 
the  insurrection  in  Sicily  it  did  so  happen 
that  our  Minister  at  Naples  was  absent 
from  his  post.  For  the  last  ten  or  twelve 
years  that  gentleman  had  been  enjoying 
in  that  luxurious  capital  a  residence  of  ex- 
treme comfort,  and  as  agreeable  a  sinecure 
as  it  was  possible  for  any  Minister  to  have 
an  opportunity  of  conferring  even  on  his 
nearest  and  most  valued  relative;  and  he 
(Lord  Stanley)  thought  it  was  unfortunate 
that  at  this  period,  when  the  management 
of  affairs  at  Naples  required  peculiar  deli- 
cacy and  judgment,  it  was  found  conve- 
nient and  suitable  to  the  interests  of  this 
country  that  the  accredited  Minister,  who 
ought  to  be,  he  presumed,  high  in  the  con- 
fidence of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs,  should  be  absent  from  his 
post;  and  that  that  post,  at  the  whole  time 
when  it  was  of  importance,  and  at  a  time 
when  it  was  of  the  greatest  importance, 
should  be  occupied  by  an  able  but  a  young 
raan,very  inexperienced  in  diplomatic  affairs, 
and  not  of  that  standing  and  station  that 
would  justify  his  managing  the  affairs  in 
that  country  at  so  critical  a  juncture.  It 
did  so  happen  that,  at  that  period  of  the 
Sicilian  outbreak,  the  noble  Earl  whom  he 
now  saw  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Minto),  and 
who  was  at  that  time  engaged  in  the  roving 
commission  with  which  he  was  entrusted 
by  his  Colleagues  as  Minister  Qeneral  to 
every  State  in  the  south  of  Europe,  hap- 
pened, in  the  discharge  of  the  duties  de- 


volving on  him,  to  be  at  Rome,  and  that, 
in  consequence  of  his  being  at  Rome,  on 
the  recommendation  of  the  Charge  des  Af- 
faires at  Naples,  the  noble  Earl  was  in- 
vited to  proceed  to  Naples,  for  the  purpose 
of  offering  his  assistance  and  advice.  He 
(Lord  Stanley)  had  distinctly  stated  that 
he  believed  the  noble  Earl  was  invited, 
and  he  stated  it  for  this  reason — ^because 
he  was  anxious  to  say  that  he  altogether 
disclaimed  any  desire  of  passing  any  impu- 
tation or  any  blame  on  the  noble  Earl  for 
his  interference  on  that  occasion — ^because 
he  believed  that  that  interference  was  not 
volunteered  on  his  part,  but  that  he  was 
invited  by  the  King  of  Naples,  and  at  his 
request  proceeded  there.  What  passed 
between  the  noble  Earl  and  the  King  of 
Naples,  or  what  passed  between  the  noble 
Earl  and  the  revolted  subjects  of  the  King 
of  Naples,  between  whom  and  their  Sove- 
reign the  noble  Earl  undertook  to  mediate^ 
it  was  not  for  him  (Lord  Stanley)  to  say, 
for  the  best  of  all  reasons,  because  he  was 
wholly  ignorant.  Whatever  advice  the 
noble  Earl  might  have  given  to  the  one 
party  or  the  other,  he  was  afraid  he  would 
have  to  confess  that  that  advice  was  re- 
ceived with  as  little  effect  in  the  ease  of 
Naples  and  Sicily  as  it  had  been  tendered 
on  other  occasions;  that  although  it  was 
listened  to  with  aU  the  courtesy  and  re- 
spect due  to  himself  and  the  situation  he 
filled,  yet  that,  for  all  practicable  purposes, 
it  was  wholly  disregarded  by  all  parties. 
The  result  certainly  was,  that  the  mediin- 
tion  of  the  noble  Earl  was  unsuccessful, 
the  Neapolitan  troops  were  driven  out  of 
the  country;  and  that  at  all  events  tempo- 
rary success  was  obtained  by  the  Sicilians. 
Shortly  after  this  period  the  insurrection  in 
Sicily  was  followed  up  by  an  insurrection 
in  Naples,  and  after  some  concessions  made 
to  the  revolutionists  by  the  King  of  Naples, 
there  arose,  in  some  way  or  other,  a  reac- 
tion in  the  country,  and  after  a  considerable 
effusion  of  blood  the  King  obtained  a  par- 
tial success  over  the  insurgents,  the  result 
of  which  had  been  that  an  agreement  was 
come  to,  and  terms  entered  into,  between 
the  Sovereign  and  what  was  popularly 
called  the  liberal  party  in  the  kingdom  of 
Naples.  But  this  disturbance  in  the  king- 
dom of  Naples  put  an  end  to  every  attempt 
for  the  reduction  of  the  revolted  people  in 
Sicily.  A  Provisional  Government  was 
formed;  and  the  question  to  which  he 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite,  and  of  Uer  Majesty's  Ge- 
vemmenty  bore  on  this,  the  interference  or 
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the  non-intorferenoo  of  this  country  with 
regard  to  the  form  of  government,  or  the 
individual  to  be  placed  at  the  head  of  the 
Government,  which  should  be  decided  on 
by  the  people  of  Sicily.  He  apprehended 
that  the  period  of  the  recognition  of  the 
independence  of  any  revolted  Stato  must  at 
all  times  be  left  to  the  discretion  of  foreign 
countries.  As  to  friendly  Powers,  it  might 
be  laid  down  as  a  maxim  tliat  such  recog- 
nition of  a  revolted  portion  of  territory  was 
on  no  account  to  take  place  so  long  as  the 
Power  itself  intimated  the  intention  of  per- 
severing in  its  design  of  reducing  its  sub- 
jects, and  had  practically  at  its  command 
the  means  of  effectually  continuing  the 
struggle.  The  recognition  of  any  revolted 
State  under  such  circumstances  was  an  act 
of  hostility  towards  the  friendly  country. 
It  was  stated  that  during  the  period  which 
had  elapsed  after  the  royal  forces  had  been 
expelled  from  Palermo,  and  whilst  the  dis- 
cussion had  been  going  on  in  the  self-con- 
stituted Sicilian  Assembly,  there  had  been 
frequent  communications  between  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Minister  at  Naples,  acting,  he  pre- 
sumed, on  the  part  of  the  Government  of 
this  country,  and  the  parties  who,  having 
so  far  carried  on  a  successful  revolt,  were 
engaged  in  framing  their  new  constitution, 
and  adopting  their  new  form  of  govern- 
ment. Of  the  precise  effect  and  nature  of 
those  various  communications  he  was  not 
in  a  condition  to  speak;  but  if  ho  might 
believe  the  information  conveyed  to  him, 
and  conveyed  to  him  from  sources  as 
likely  as  any  others  to  have  a  correct 
knowledge,  it  was  stated  that  at  a  very 
recent  period,  and  immediately  before 
the  final  decision  of  the  Assembly  at 
Sicily  to  offer  the  Crown  of  the  country  to 
the  son  of  the  King  of  Sardinia,  a  com- 
munication was  made  on  the  part  of  the 
British  Government,  and  that  from  the 
Embassy  at  Naples  the  Porcupine  ateamer 
was  depatched,  having  on  board  of  her  a 
gentleman  attached  to  the  British  Embassy 
at  Naples,  with  the  distinct  intention  of 
communicating  with  the  heads  of  the  re- 
volted party  there,  and  of  intimating  to 
thorn  distinctly,  that  it  was  the  pleasure  of 
England  that  thej  should  elect  not  a  re- 
publican but  a  monarchical  form  of  go- 
vernment; and  that,  as  the  head  of  that 
Government,  they  should  select  the  son  of 
the  King  of  Sardinia.  It  was  stated  that 
the  communication  was  effected  through 
the  medium  of  an  attache  to  the  Embassy 
at  Naples  of  the  name  of  Fagan.  That 
name,  so  far  as  ho  knew,  was  new  in  tho 


diplomatic  service  of  this  country;  but  ho^ 
supposed  he  was  not  erring  much  if,  from 
the  name,  he  inferred  that  the  gentleman 
was  a  native  of  tho  sister  country,  and 
that  he  belonged  to  what  was  called  the 
extreme  Liberal  party.  That  opinion  had 
certamly  some  confirmation  in  the  fact  that, 
upon  an  examination  of  a  very  useful  little 
work,  Dodd'a  Parliamentary  Companion, 
for  the  year  1847,  he  saw  that  a  gentleman 
of  the  name  of  Fagan  had  been  returned  for 
the  first  time  as  Member  for  the  city  of 
Cork;  and  that  this  gentleman,  in  politics, 
was  an  avowed  repealer  and  free-trader. 
He  might  be  in  error.  [Tho  Earl  of 
MiNTO  :  Very  likely.]  He  admitted  that 
he  might  be  in  error;  but  in  his  own  mind 
he  did  trace  some  connexion  between  the 
election  of  that  hon.  Gentleman,  as  Mem- 
ber for  the  city  of  Cork,  and  the  appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  Fagan  upon  a  diplomatic 
mission  to  Sicily.  The  mission,  however, 
upon  which  that  gentleman  proceeded, 
was  not  affected  by  the  question  whether 
he  belonged  to  a  particular  party.  It  was 
stated  that  Mr.  Fagan  distinctly  communi- 
cated to  the  Assembly  who  were  delibera- 
ting upon  the  affairs  of  Sicily,  that  it  was 
the  pleasure  of  England  that  the  Duke  of 
Genoa  should  be  selected  as  the  Sovereign 
of  Sicily;  and,  failing  that,  they  were  not 
to  look  for  the  countenance  or  the  protec- 
tion of  England  in  its  endeavour  to  estab- 
lish itself  as  an  independent  Power.  Tho 
noble  Marquess  might  have  it  in  his  power 
to  give  a  distinct  contradiction  to  this  re- 
port, and  he  hoped  he  was;  but  he  be- 
lieved the  noble  Marquess  was  not  in  a 
condition  to  deny  that,  previously  to  that 
period,  agents  from  Sicily  had  been  re« 
ceived  in  this  country :  he  did  not  mean  to 
say  they  had  been  formally  and  officially, 
received,  but  that  they  had  been  admitted 
to  an  interview  with  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Foreign  Department — that 
they  had  communicated  to-  the  noble  Lord 
their  views  and  wishes  with  regard  to  the 
future  constitution  of  Sicily — and  that  they 
had  been  informed  by  the  noble  Lord  that 
England  could  not  recognise  Sicily  as  a 
republic,  but  that  England  would  recognise 
Sicily  as  an  independent  monarchical 
Power,  if  a  son  of  the  King  of  Sardinia 
were  elected  king.  He  further  believed 
it  to  be  the  case,  for  he  stated  it  upon  au- 
thority which  would  not  bo  disputed,  that 
a  communication  to  that  effect  was  made 
by  direction  of  the  noble  Lord  at  tho  head 
of  the  Foreign  Department,  through  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  at  Turin,  to  the  King 
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of  Sardinia;  and  tliat  a  similar  communi- 
cation was  made  from  the  Foreign  Office 
to  Her  Majesty's  Consul  at  Palermo,  Mr. 
Goodwin,  who  thought  it  his  duty  to  lose 
no  time  in  making  the  condition  known 
upon  which  England  would  recognise  the 
independence  of  Sicily.  All  this  might 
be  a  fable;  but,  unless  the  noble  Marquess 
was  able  to  give  it  a  distinct  and  positive 
contradiction,  he  (Lord  Stanley)  must  hold 
that  in  point  of  policy  it  was  an  unjustifi- 
able interference  in  the  internal  affairs  of 
Naples  and  Sicily,  and  that  to  hold  out 
any  condition  whatever  as  the  price  of  the 
recognition  of  England  of  the  indepen- 
dence of  a  revolted  dependency  of  a  fo- 
'reign  prince — and  that  prince  our  ally — 
was  a  violation  of  the  law  of  nations,  and 
contrary  to  all  the  principles  of  public 
faith.  The  first  question,  then,  which  he 
meant  to  ask  was,  whether  any  communi- 
cations had  been  made  by  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers,  or  by  the  authority  of  the  Fo- 
reign Office,  either  directly  or  through  the 
instrumentality  of  any  of  our  Ministers  or 
diplomatic  agents  in  Italy  or  Sicily,  with 
regard  to  the  selection  of  a  particular  form 
of  government  in  Sicily,  or  the  election  of 
a  particular  individual  to  be  the  head  of 
that  Government;  or  whether  any  intima- 
tion whatever  had  been  made  that  the 
policy  of  England,  as  to  the  recognition  of 
the  independence  of  Sicily,  would  be 
guided  by  the  course  which  the  Sicilian 
Assembly  might  take  upon  that  question 
— a  question  of  purely  internal  policy  ? 
He  had  fiu-ther  heard  another  statement, 
which  he  hoped  would  be  denied  distinctly, 
which,  if  it  were  true,  involved  a  more 
flagrant  breach  of  neutrality,  and  even  an 
act  of  hostility,  than  the  subject  he  had 
just  adverted  to,  It  had  been  well  known 
that  for  some  time  the  King  of  Naples, 
in  the  exercise  of  his  indisputable  rights, 
having  succeeded  in  arranging  the  affairs 
of  his  immediate  dominions  upon  the  con- 
tinent of  Italy,  was  making  preparations 
to  restore  his  authority  in  Sicily.  In  such 
a  case  this  country  had  no  right  to  inquire 
into  the  theoretical  or  practical  abuses  of 
the  Government  of  Naples  in  Sicily;  we 
had  no  right  to  ask  whether  the  constitu- 
tion of  Naples  was  such  as  we  approved 
in  theory,  or  whether  the  Executive  Ad- 
ministration was  such  as  could  be  justified 
in  practice.  We  had  no  right  to  inquire 
whether,  the  Sicilians  had  just  grounds  to 
complain  of  oppression  or  injustice;  and 
least  of  all  had  we  any  right  to  interfere  in 
any  efforts  the  King  of  Naples  might  think 


fit  to  make  for  the  restoration  of  his  autho- 
rity over  a  portion  of  his  revolted  subjects. 
If  our  interference  or  mediation  were  asked 
for  by  both  parties,  and  it  could  be  made 
available  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  the 
unnecessary  effusion  of  blood,  he  would 
not  say  a  word  against  it:  but  unless  ap« 
plication  was  so  made  for  our  mediation, 
our  duty  was  plain,  clear,  and  distinct — to 
remain  wholly  neutral  between  the  con- 
tending parties.  Ho  wished,  therefore,  to 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government,  whether 
they  had  practically  recognised  this  princi- 
ple; because  it  had  been  reported  that 
whilst  the  King  of  Naples  was  prepar- 
ing a  force  in  the  bay  of  Naples,  for 
the  reduction  of  Sicily  to  his  authority. 
Her  Majesty's  fleet  in  the  Mediterra- 
nean, in  the  execution  of  orders,  had 
appeared  in  the  bay  of  Naples,  and  had 
surrounded  the  fleet  prepared  by  the  King 
of  Naples  for  the  purpose  of  proceeding  to- 
wards Sicily  ?  It  was  true  that  no  distinct 
intimation  had  been  given  of  its  being  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  fleet  to  prevent 
the  ships  of  the  King  of  Naples  sailing 
towards  Sicily;  but  the  British  fleet  at  this 
moment  held  so  menacing  a  position  with 
regard  to  the  Neapolitan  fleet,  that  their 
Lordships  had  a  right  to  be  informed  as  to 
the  intention  of  its  being  so  placed.  Their 
Lordships  had  a  right  to  know  categoricallj 
whether  the  British  Admiral  had  any  in- 
structions to  prevent,  or  in  any  the  slightest 
degree  interfere  with  any,  expedition  which 
the  King  of  Naples  might  send  to  re-esta- 
blish his  authority  in  Sicily;  or  whether 
the  King  of  Naples  would,  so  far  as  Eng- 
land was  concerned,  be  left  free  to  exer- 
cise his  own  pleasure  in  making  those 
efforts  which  he  might  deem  expedient  for 
the  object  he  had  in  view  ?  But  if  the  in- 
dependence of  Sicily  had  been  recognised, 
ho  apprehended  that  this  country  had  no 
right  to  insist  upon  conditions  for  its  recog- 
nition. He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying, 
however,  that  the  state  of  affairs  between 
Naples  and  Sicily  was  not  such  as  to  war- 
rant the  recognition  of  the  independence 
of  Sicily  by  this  country.  The  struggle 
was  not  yet  over;  the  war  was  still  being 
carried  on;  success  was  ^oubtful.  In  this 
state  of  things  the  intervention  of  Eng- 
land, either  by  arms  or  moral  influence, 
was  unjustifiable.  He  had  been  told,  and 
again  he  hoped  the  statement  would  be 
contradicted,  that  when  the  Assembly  of 
Sicily  elected  the  Duke  of  Genoa  their 
Sovereign,  the  election  was  received  by  a 
salute  from  the  British  fleet,  and  that  the 
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same  vessel,  the  Porcupine,  which  hrought 
to  Sicily  the  attache  from  the  British  Em- 
bassy at  Naples,  also  conveyed  deputies 
from  Palermo,  charged  with  offering  the 
crown  to  the  Duke  of  Genoa — a  crown 
which  he,  with  great  prudence,  deemed  it 
expedient  to  decline.  The  second  ques- 
tion, therefore,  which  he  desired  to  put 
was,  whether  instructions  had  been  given 
to  the  Admiral  commanding  the  Mediter- 
ranean fleet  to  interfere  in  the  slightest 
degree  with  the  free  exercise  of  the  autho- 
rity of  the  King  of  Naples,  by  preventing 
him,  if  he  thought  fit,  from  sending  a 
squadron  to  Sicily,  to  restore  his  authority 
there  ?  He  had  no  desire  to  call  for  the 
instructions  to  the  Admiral,  and  he  should 
content  himself  with  moving — 

**  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  for  Copies  or  Extracts  of  Correspondence 
between  Her  Majesty's  Government  and  any  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  or  Consuls  abroad,  in  re- 
ference to  the  Election  of  a  Sovereign  of  Sicily." 

Of  course  he  should  not  press  the  Motion 
if  tho  papers  could  not  be  produced  with- 
out inconvenience  to  the  public  service. 

The  Mauquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
that  without  going  into  details,  he  had  no 
indisposition  to  give  the  noble  Lord  such 
information  as  was  in  his  power,  with  re- 
gard to  the  nature  and  character  of  that 
alleged  interference — if  it  could  be  called 
interference,  but  which,  in  fact,  amounted 
to  nothing  more  than  the  tender  of  an 
opinion  on  the  part  of  this  country — which 
had  taken  place  during  the  differences 
that  had  unhappily  prevailed  for  a  consi- 
derable period  between  the  King  of  Naples 
and  a  portion  of  his  subjects.  He  was 
anxious,  however,  before  stating  the  course 
taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  to 
remove  tho  impression  which  seemed  to 
exist  upon  the  mind  of  the  noble  Lord, 
and  which,  perhaps,  existed  upon  the 
minds  of  other  noble  Lords  in  that  House, 
that  there  had  been,  in  any  part  of  these 
transactions,  a  desire  to  accomplish,  or  to 
assist  in  accomplishing,  a  separation  of  the 
two  kingdoms  of  Naples  and  Sicily.  In 
all  the  differences  which  had  existed,  he 
was  happy  to  state  that  we  had  been,  and 
he  hoped  we  should  long  continue  to  be,  in 
a  state  of  amity  with  the  King  of  Naples. 
Towards  Sicily,  though  united  to  Naples, 
we  had  always  stood  in  very  peculiar  rela- 
tions connected  with  its  existence  and  con- 
stitution. But,  without  adverting  to  those 
differences,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
prescribed  to  themselves,  in  tho  first  in- 
stance,  tho    course   of  endeavouring    to 


maintain,  so  far  as  friendly  counsel  and 
interposition  went,  the  connexion  between 
Naples  and  Sicily  upon  the  footing  it  had 
hitherto  stood.  Long  after  the  disturb- 
ances had  commenced  in  Naples,  and  long 
after  they  had  commenced  in  Sicily,  tho 
whole  object  of  the  course  taken  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  both  previous  and 
subsequent  to  that  mission  to  which  tho 
noble  Lord  had  alluded  in  somewhat  con- 
temptuous terms,  but  which  he  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne)  thought  had  been 
most  successful  and  important,  was  to 
maintain  the  relations  between  Naples  and 
Sicily  upon  the  same  footing  that  had 
hitherto  existed;  and  the  whole  object  of 
the  mission  upon  which  his  noble  Friend 
(the  Earl  of  Minto)  was  sent  to  Naples, 
among  other  States,  but  sent  there  only 
because  solicited  by  the  King  of  Naples 
himself,  and  not  from  any  desire  to  force 
British  interference  or  influence  upon  that 
kingdom — was  to  produce  and  promote  tho 
adoption  of  those  healing  measures  upon 
which  it  was  justly  believed  the  only 
chance  existed  of  maintaining  those  rela- 
tions. Such  was  the  object  of  the  Queen's 
servants,  and  such  the  object  of  the  Bri- 
tish Minister,  as  instructed  by  those  ser- 
vants ;  and  such  was  the  object  of  his 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Minto)  when  ho 
went  upon  that  mission.  These  counsels 
were  tendered;  and  so  far  from  being  re- 
ceived with  any  thing  like  scorn  or  disap- 
probation, they  were  received  in  the  spirit 
in  which  they  were  offered,  namely,  in  tho 
spirit  of  amity  and  good- will.  Even  at 
an  advanced  period  of  the  negotiations, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  reason  to 
hope  that  his  first  and  favourite  object 
would  have  been  accomplished;  and  Naples, 
had  she  subscribed  to  certain  conditions, 
might  then  have  retained,  and  would  have 
retained  to  this  moment,  her  power  over 
Sicily.  There  was  a  moment,  he  said, 
when  this  was  very  possible;  but  changes 
took  place  in  the  counsels  of  his  Neapo- 
litan Majesty's  advisers  which  served  to 
induce  other  ends  and  other  objects  than 
the  arrangement  which  was  all  but  com- 
pleted. Subsequent  events  widened  tho 
breach  between  Sicily  and  Naples,  and 
were  followed  by  the  almost  complete  suc- 
cess of  the  Sicilians*  arms  in  their  resist- 
ance to  the  Neapolitan  authority;  but  cer- 
tainly up  to  the  last  moment,  when  there 
appeared  the  slightest  practical  hop©  of 
maintaining  the  union  complete,  the  ad- 
vice, counsel  and  action  —  so  far  as  it 
could  be  called  action — of  Her  Majesty's 
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of  Sardinia;  and  that  a  similar  communi- 
cation was  made  from  the  Foreign  Office 
to  Her  Majesty's  Consul  at  Palermo,  Mr. 
Goodwin,  who  thought  it  his  duty  to  lose 
no  time  in  making  the  condition  known 
upon  which  England  would  recognise  the 
independence  of  Sicily.  All  this  might 
he  a  fahle;  hut,  unless  the  nohle  Marquess 
was  ahle  to  give  it  a  distinct  and  positive 
contradiction,  he  (Lord  Stanley)  must  hold 
that  in  point  of  policy  it  was  an  unjustifi- 
ahle  interference  in  the  internal  affairs  of 
Naples  and  Sicily,  and  that  to  hold  out 
any  condition  whatever  as  the  price  of  the 
recognition  of  England  of  the  indepen- 
dence of  a  revolted  dependency  of  a  fo- 
Teign  prince — and  that  prince  our  ally — 
was  a  violation  of  the  law  of  nations,  and 
contrary  to  all  the  principles  of  public 
faith.  The  first  question,  then,  which  he 
meant  to  ask  was,  whether  any  communi- 
cations had  been  made  by  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers,  or  by  the  authority  of  the  Fo- 
reign Office,  either  directly  or  through  the 
instrumentality  of  any  of  our  Ministers  or 
diplomatic  agents  in  Italy  or  Sicily,  with 
regard  to  the  selection  of  a  particular  form 
of  government  in  Sicily,  or  the  election  of 
a  particular  individual  to  be  the  head  of 
that  Government;  or  whether  any  intima- 
tion whatever  had  been  made  that  the 
policy  of  England,  as  to  the  recognition  of 
the  independence  of  Sicily,  would  be 
guided  by  the  course  which  the  Sicilian 
Assembly  might  take  upon  that  question 
— a  question  of  purely  internal  policy  ? 
Ho  had  further  heard  another  statement* 
which  he  hoped  would  be  denied  distinctly, 
which,  if  it  were  true,  involved  a  more 
flagrant  breach  of  neutrality,  and  even  an 
act  of  hostility,  than  the  subject  he  had 
just  adverted  to.  It  had  been  well  known 
that  for  some  time  the  King  of  Naples, 
in  the  exercise  of  his  indisputable  rights, 
having  succeeded  in  arranging  the  affairs 
of  his  immediate  dominions  upon  the  con- 
tinent of  Italy,  was  making  preparations 
to  restore  his  authority  in  Sicily.  In  such 
a  case  this  country  had  no  right  to  inquire 
into  the  theoretical  or  practical  abuses  of 
the  Government  of  Naples  in  Sicily;  we 
had  no  right  to  ask  whether  the  constitu- 
tion of  Naples  was  such  as  we  approved 
in  theory,  or  whether  the  Executive  Ad- 
ministration was  such  as  could  be  justified 
in  practice.  We  had  no  right  to  inquire 
wl  ber.tho  Sicilians  had  just  grounds  to 
lain  of  oppression  or  injustice;  and 
of  all  had  we  any  right  to  interfere  in 
efforts  the  King  of  Naples  might  think 
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fit  to  make  for  the  restoration  of  his  autho- 
rity over  a  portion  of  his  revolted  subjects. 
If  our  interference  or  mediation  were  asked 
for  by  both  parties,  and  it  could  be  made 
available  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  the 
unnecessary  effusion  of  blood,  he  would 
not  say  a  word  against  it:  but  unless  ap- 
plication was  so  made  for  our  mediation, 
our  duty  was  plain,  clear,  and  distinct — to 
remain  wholly  neutral  between  the  con- 
tending parties.  He  wished,  therefore,  to 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government,  whether 
they  had  practically  recognised  this  princi- 
ple; because  it  had  been  reported  that 
whilst  the  King  of  Naples  was  prepar- 
ing a  force  in  the  bay  of  Naples,  for 
the  reduction  of  Sicily  to  his  authority. 
Her  Majesty's  fleet  in  the  Mediterra- 
nean, in  the  execution  of  orders,  bad 
appeared  in  the  bay  of  Naples,  and  had 
surrounded  the  fleet  prepared  by  the  King 
of  Naples  for  the  purpose  of  proceeding  to- 
wards Sicily  ?  It  was  true  that  no  distinct 
intimation  had  been  given  of  its  heiog  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  fleet  to  prevent 
the  ships  of  the  King  of  Naples  sailing 
towards  Sicily;  but  the  British  fleet  at  this 
moment  held  so  menacing  a  position  with 
regard  to  the  Neapolitan  fleet,  that  their 
Lordships  had  a  right  to  be  informed  as  to 
the  intention  of  its  being  so  placed.  Their 
Lordships  had  a  right  to  know  categoricallj 
whether  the  British  Admiral  had  any  in- 
structions to  prevent,  or  in  any  the  slightest 
degree  interfere  with  any,  expedition  which 
the  King  of  Naples  might  send  to  re-esta- 
blish his  authority  in  Sicily;  or  whether 
the  King  of  Naples  would,  so  far  as  Eng- 
land was  concerned,  be  left  free  to  exer- 
cise his  own  pleasure  in  making  those 
efforts  which  he  might  deem  expedient  for 
the  object  he  had  in  view  ?  But  if  the  in- 
dependence of  Sicily  had  been  recognised, 
he  apprehended  that  this  country  had  no 
right  to  insist  upon  conditions  for  its  recog- 
nition. He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying, 
however,  that  the  state  of  affairs  between 
Naples  and  Sicily  was  not  such  as  to  war- 
rant the  recognition  of  the  independence 
of  Sicily  by  this  country.  The  struggle 
was  not  yet  over;  the  war  was  still  being 
carried  on;  success  was  ^oubtful.  In  this 
state  of  things  the  intervention  of  Eng- 
land, either  by  arms  or  moral  influence, 
was  unjustifiable.  He  had  been  told,  and 
again  he  hoped  the  statement  would  be 
contradicted,  that  when  the  AssemUy  of 
Sicily  elected  the  Duke  of  Genoa  their 
Sovereign,  the  election  was  received  by  a 
salute  from  the  British  fleet,  and  that  the 
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same  vessel,  the  Porcupine,  which  hrought 
to  Sicilj  the  attctche  from  the  British  Em- 
hassy  at  Naples,  also  conveyed  deputies 
from  Palermo,  charged  with  offering  the 
crown  to  the  Duke  of  Genoa — a  crown 
which  he,  with  great  prudence,  deemed  it 
expedient  to  decline.  The  second  ques- 
tion, therefore,  which  he  desired  to  put 
was,  whether  instructions  had  heen  given 
to  the  Admiral  commanding  the  Mediter- 
ranean fleet  to  interfere  in  the  slightest 
degree  with  the  free  exercise  of  the  autho- 
rity of  the  King  of  Naples,  hy  preventing 
him,  if  he  thought  fit,  from  sending  a 
squadron  to  Sicily,  to  restore  his  authority 
there  ?  He  had  no  desire  to  call  for  the 
instructions  to  the  Admiral,  and  he  should 
content  himself  with  moving — 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  for  Copies  or  Extracts  of  Correspondence 
between  Her  Majesty's  Government  and  any  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  or  Consuls  abroad,  in  re- 
ference to  the  Election  of  a  Sovereign  of  Sicily." 

Of  course  he  should  not  press  the  Motion 
if  tho  papers  could  not  he  produced  with- 
out inconvenience  to  the  public  service. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
that  without  going  into  details,  he  had  no 
indisposition  to  give  the  noble  Lord  such 
information  as  was  in  his  power,  with  re- 
gard to  the  nature  and  character  of  that 
alleged  interference — if  it  could  be  called 
interference,  but  which,  in  fact,  amounted 
to  nothing  more  than  the  tender  of  an 
opinion  on  the  part  of  this  country — which 
had  taken  place  during  the  differences 
that  had  unhappily  prevailed  for  a  consi- 
derable period  between  the  King  of  Naples 
and  a  portion  of  his  subjects.  He  was 
anxious,  however,  before  stating  the  course 
taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  to 
remove  the  impression  which  seemed  to 
exist  upon  the  mind  of  the  noble  Lord, 
and  which,  perhaps,  existed  upon  the 
minds  of  other  noble  Lords  in  that  House, 
that  there  had  been,  in  any  part  of  these 
transactions,  a  desire  to  accomplish,  or  to 
assist  in  accomplishing,  a  separation  of  the 
two  kingdoms  of  Naples  and  Sicily.  In 
all  the  differences  which  had  existed,  he 
was  happy  to  state  that  wc  had  been,  and 
he  hoped  we  should  long  continue  to  be,  in 
a  state  of  amity  with  the  King  of  Naples. 
Towards  Sicily,  though  united  to  Naples, 
we  had  always  stood  in  very  peculiar  rela- 
tions connected  with  its  existence  and  con- 
stitution. But,  without  adverting  to  those 
differences,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
prescribed  to  themselves,  in  tho  first  in- 
stance,  tho    course    of   endeavouring    to 


maintain,  so  far  as  friendly  counsel  and 
interposition  went,  the  connexion  between 
Naples  and  Sicily  upon  the  footing  it  had 
hitherto  stood.  Long  after  the  disturb- 
ances had  commenced  in  Naples,  and  long 
after  they  had  commenced  in  Sicily,  tho 
whole  object  of  the  course  taken  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  both  previous  and 
subsequent  to  that  mission  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  alluded  in  somewhat  con- 
temptuous terms,  but  which  he  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne)  thought  had  been 
most  successful  and  important,  was  to 
maintain  the  relations  between  Naples  and 
Sicily  upon  the  same  footing  that  had 
hitherto  existed;  and  the  whole  object  of 
the  mission  upon  which  his  noble  Friend 
(the  Earl  of  Minto)  was  sent  to  Naples, 
among  other  States,  but  sent  there  only 
because  solicited  by  the  King  of  Naples 
himself,  and  not  from  any  desire  to  force 
British  interference  or  influence  upon  that 
kingdom — was  to  produce  and  promote  tho 
adoption  of  those  healing  measures  upon 
which  it  was  justly  believed  the  only 
chance  existed  of  maintauiing  those  rela- 
tions. Such  was  the  object  of  the  Queen's 
servants,  and  such  the  object  of  the  Bri- 
tish Minister,  as  instructed  by  those  ser- 
vants ;  and  such  was  the  object  of  his 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Minto)  when  ho 
went  upon  that  mission.  These  counsels 
were  tendered;  and  so  far  from  being  re- 
ceived with  any  thing  like  scorn  or  disap- 
probation, they  were  received  in  the  spirit 
in  which  they  were  offered,  namely,  in  the 
spirit  of  amity  and  good-will.  Even  at 
an  advanced  period  of  the  negotiations, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  reason  to 
hope  that  his  first  and  favourite  object 
would  have  been  accomplished;  and  Naples, 
had  she  subscribed  to  certain  conditions, 
might  then  have  retained,  and  would  have 
retained  to  this  moment,  her  power  over 
Sicily.  There  was  a  moment,  he  said, 
when  this  was  very  possible;  but  changes 
took  place  in  the  counsels  of  his  Neapo- 
litan Majesty's  advisers  which  served  to 
induce  other  ends  and  other  objects  than 
the  arrangement  which  was  all  but  com- 
pleted. Subsequent  events  widened  tho 
breach  between  Sicily  and  Naples,  and 
were  followed  by  the  almost  complete  suc- 
cess of  the  Sicilians'  arms  in  their  resist- 
ance to  the  Neapolitan  authority;  but  cer- 
tainly up  to  the  last  moment,  when  there 
appeared  the  slightest  practical  hope  of 
maintaining  the  union  complete,  the  ad- 
vice, counsel  and  action  —  so  far  as  it 
could  be  called  action— of  Her  Majesty's 
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Goyernment,  Tfore  directed  to  that  ob- 
ject, and  that  object  only.  Undoubtedly 
it  was  not  for  want  of  any  exertions 
on  the  part  of  the  British  Government, 
or  for  want  of  akill  on  the  part  of  his 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Minto),  or 
of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  Foreign 
Affairs,  that  no  such  amicable  conclusion 
had  been  come  to.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Stanley)  having  alluded  in  no  very  favour- 
able terms  to  the  absence  of  the  noble' 
Lord  (Lord  Napier)  who  was  entrusted  to 
represent  the  interests  of  this  country  at 
the  Court  of  Naples  from  the  seat  of  his 
embassy,  he  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne) 
was  glad  to  inform  the  noble  Lord,  that 
although  it  was  undoubtedly  true  that  Her 
Majesty's  Minister  was  absent  from  Na- 
ples during  these  transactions,  yet  that 
that  absence  commenced  long  before  these 
troubles  took  place;  and  he  begged  to  as- 
sure the  noble  Lord  that  whenever  he 
should  come  to  see  the  whole  of  the  papers 
and  communications  that  had  taken  place 
in  this  matter,  he  would  find  that  no  coun- 
try in  the  world  had  been  represented  with 
more  ability,  with  more  assiduity,  or  with 
more  skill  than  this  country  had  been,  and 
was  now,  represented  at  Naples  by  Lord 
Napier.  From  the  time  when  it  became 
manifest  that  Sicily  would  no  longer  re- 
main a  part  of  the  kingdom  of  Naples — in 
the  sense  which  had  previously  obtained — 
the  anxiety  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  favour  the  interest  of  the  King  of  Na- 
ples did  not  cease  on  that  account.  The 
next  step  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
was  most  anxious  to  use  their  influence  in 
bringing  about  as  a  result  of  these  trans- 
actions was,  that  a  prince  of  the  house  of 
Naples  should  be  chosen  as  the  sovereign 
of  that  kingdom,  which  had  become  prac- 
tically an  independent  Power.  No  effort 
was  spared  by  his  noble  Friend  to  induce 
the  Sicilians  to  make  that  choice.  How- 
ever, as  events  proceeded,  it  became  ma- 
nifest that  the  people  of  Sicily,  combin- 
ing as  they  did  every  branch  and  every 
order,  from  the  aristocracy  down  to  the 
lowest  class  of  the  population,  were  deter- 
mined to  maintain  their  independence, 
which  determination  they  displayed  with 
so  much  military  skill  and  valour  as  to 
make  their  independence  certain.  And  it 
appeared  probable  that  the  Sicilians  would 
m  ublican  rather  than  monarchical 

38.    Her  Majesty's  Government  did 
withhold  their  counsel  or  ad- 
eouDsel   and  advice,  he 
to  assure  the  noble  Lord, 


was  unfkocompanied  by  anything  like  a 
threat,  or  the  substance  of  a  threat.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  certainly  did  not 
think  it  advisable  to  interfere  as  to  the 
form  of  government  to  be  established  in 
Sicily;  but  as  far  as  their  opinion  was  eon« 
cerned,  they  gave  it  in  favour  of  a  monar-' 
chical  rather  than  a  republican  form  of  go- 
vernment. In  the  present  state  of  Europe  he 
thought  that  that  advice  was  sound  for  the 
Government  of  this  country  to  give,  and  for 
the  people  of  Sicily  to  receive.  Assuming  the 
people,  of  their  own  free  choioe,  to  deter- 
mine on  having  a  monarchical  form  of  go- 
vernment, it  then  became  most  desirable 
that  their  sovereign  should  be  elected 
from  some  -of  the  princes  of  the  Italian 
States,  in  order  that  the  election  should* 
not  be  the  cause  of  introducing  princes  of 
foreign  extraotion  and  foreign  blood;  which 
would  have  given  rise  probably  to  foreign 
interference,  that  would  have  been  ulti- 
mately attended  with  further  and  more 
serious  differences.  Looking  back,  then, 
to  the  counsel  which  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters had  given,  he  now  advisedly  said  that 
there  was  not  any  portion  of  it  which  he 
considered  they  had  any  reason  to  r^ret. 
The  noble  Lord  was  entirely  mistaken  as 
to  the  different  events  to  which  he  had  ad- 
verted. He  was  entirely  wrong  and  mis- 
informed when  he  supposed  that  a  com- 
munication was  made  to  the  people  of 
Sicily  or  the  King  of  Sardinia  that  the 
Government  of  this  country  required  the 
assurance  that  the  Buke  of  Genoa  should 
be  elected  as  sovereign,  or  that  they  bad 
annexed  any  sort  of  condition  with  refer- 
ence to  what  would  be  the  future  conduct 
of  this  country  in  regard  to  Sicily  as  an 
independent  State.  All  that  this  Govern^ 
ment  did  say  was,  that  when  Sioily  should 
constitute  itself  into  a  sovereign  power» 
England  would  prefer  a  monarchical  go- 
vernment, and  to  see  a  prince  named  as 
their  sovereign  who  did  not  belong  to  a 
foreign  State.  The  noble  Marquess  was 
then  understood  to  say,  that  Admiral 
Parker  had  gone  to  the  bay  of  Naples  of 
his  own  accord,  and  that  the  movement  of 
the  British  fleet  had  no  reference  to  the 
transactions  between  Naples  and  Sicily. 

Lord  STANLEY  had  no  desu-o  to  press 
the  Motion  ;  but  he  confessed  that  the 
answers  of  the  noble  Marquess  were  by  no 
means  satisfactory,  nor  did  he  believe  thej 
afforded  such  an  explanation  of  the  views 
and  principles  of  the  Government  upon  this 
important  question  as  their  Lordships  and 
the  country  had  a  right  to  expect.    By 


1205 


InUfffwmc^  iik  (ia 


{Auo.  8} 


Affa\t%  of  Bicily. 


1203 


the  admission  of  tbe  noble  Marquess  it  ap- 
peared  that  the  fact  was,  that  at  a  period 
when  the  struggle  between  Naples  and 
Sicily  was  not  over,  and  when  the  King  of 
Naples  had  not  resigned  the  hope  or  the 
intention  of  effecting  a  restoration  of  his 
authority  in  Sicily,  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
ment  felt  it  consistent  with  the  duty  they 
owed  to  a  friendly  State,  to  enter  into  com- 
munications with,  and  offer  their  advice  to, 
its  revolted  subjects,  as  to  the  mode  in 
which  they  should  constitute  themselves  an 
independent  Government.  No  conditions, 
said  the  noble  Marquess,  were  affixed  to 
the  advice  so  given;  but  he  had  unequivo- 
oally  stated  that  this  country  had  informed 
Sicily  that  so  soon  as  she  had  established 
a  sovereign  to  rule  over  her  newly-consti- 
tuted independent  State,  this  country  would 
recognise  her  independence.  This,  in 
itself  was  no  small  inducement,  if  it  were 
not  a  condition,  to  proceed  to  the  election 
of  a  sovereign.  Neither  had  the  noble 
Marquess  denied  that  the  Government  had 
informed  these  revolted  subjects  of  the 
King  of  Naples — for  such  they  were,  what- 
ever they  might  be  called — that  the  choice 
most  gratifying  in  England  would  be  an 
Italian  prince,  the  son  of  the  King  of  Sar- 
dinia. This  avowed  course  of  proceeding 
was  inconsistent  with  the  friendly  feeling 
by  which  we  professed  to  be  animated  to- 
wards all  our  Allies;  it  was  inconsistent 
with  the  strict  neutrality  it  was  our  in- 
terest and  duty  to  maintain  between  a 
mother  country  and  a  revolted  dependency. 
He  had  a  right  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment a  question  upon  a  point  concern- 
ing wl\ich  the  answer  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess had  been  most  unsatisfactory.  He 
was  aware  that  Sir  William  Parker's  fleet 
had  appeared  in  the  bay  of  Naples  in  conse- 
quence of  a  complaint  against  a  Neapolitan 
vessel  for  having  hoisted  English  colours. 
No  doubt  this  was  a  proper  matter  for  di- 
plomatic explanations  and  correspondence; 
but  it  was  wholly  improper  and  menacing 
to  permit  the  intervention  of  a  powerful 
British  squadron  concerning  it.  The  sole 
cause  of  the  offence  which  had  led  to  the 
appearance  of  a  British  fleet  in  the  waters 
of  the  bay  of  Naples,  was,  that  in  the  open 
sea  a  Neapolitan  vessel  chased  a  Sicilian 
vessel,  and  for  the  purpose  of  coming 
within  distance  she  hoisted  British  colours; 
but  previous  to  firing  she  lowered  the 
British  colours  and  hoisted  the  Neapolitan. 
No  man  would  contend  this  was  a  matter 
to  render  necessary  a  menacing  appear- 
ance and  an  overawing  force.    Their  Lord- 


ships and  the  country  had  a  right  to  know 
whether  the  Government  still  intended  to 
maintain,  under  existing  circumstances,  a 
strict  neutrality  between  the  forces  of  his 
Majesty  the  King  of  Naples  and  the  insur- 
gent force  of  Sicily,  and  whether,  in  pur- 
suance of  that  neutrality,  they  considered 
the  British  Admiral  would  be  justified  in 
offering  any  obstacle  to  the  expedition 
which  the  King  of  Naples  might  think  fit 
to  equip  out,  and  which  it  was  notorious  he 
had  prepared,  and  which  he  was  only  inti- 
midated from  sending  out  of  the  bay  of 
Naples  by  the  presence  of  the  British 
fleet. 

The  Earl  of  MINTO  :  It  was  under- 
stood that  a  Neapolitan  steamer  had  hoisto 
ed  the  British  colours,  not  in  the  main  sea, 
but  in  the  waters  of  Corfu,  for  the  purpose 
of  deceiving  a  vessel  which  had  assumed 
the  character  of  a  merchant  ship,  but  on 
board  of  which  it  was  ascertained  were  em- 
barked a  large  number  of  Sicilian  refugees 
from  Calabria.  They  were  brought  over 
to  Naples,  and  the  admiral  demanded  ac- 
cess to  those  persons  to  know  the  cause  of 
complaint.  That  access  was  refused;  and 
from  what  had  taken  place,  it  did  appear 
to  him  (Lord  Minto)  that  there  was  suf- 
ficient, and  more  than  sufficient,  ground 
to  justify  a  peremptory  demand  of  an 
explanation.  The  admiral  very  naturally 
and  properly  judged  for  himself  under 
the  circumstances;  and  on  this  occasion, 
as  on  every  other  occasion,  he  was  perfect- 
ly certain  that  the  judgment  of  that  most 
distinguished  officer  would  bo  found  to  bo 
characterised  by  prudence  and  firmness. 
He  begged  to  say  one  word  on  another 
matter.  The  noble  Lord  seemed  to  think 
that  he  (Lord  Minto)  had  proceeded  some- 
what officiously  to  Sicily. 

Lord  STANLEY  :  Quite  the  reverse. 
I  distinctly  stated  that  your  Lordship  went 
under  the  direct  invitation  of  the  King  of 
Naples. 

The  Earl  of  MINTO  continued  to  say, 
that  he  went  to  Sicily,  not  merely  in  con- 
sequence of  an  invitation,  but  of  a  press- 
ing and  urgent  request  made  to  him  by  the 
King  of  Naples.  The  noble  Lord  seemed 
to  think  that  he  (Lord  Minto)  had  inter- 
fered rather  unnecessarily  in  the  matter; 
but  he  begged  to  say  that  he  had  felt  most 
unwilling  to  interfere  at  all,  and  that  it 
was  only  at  the  instance  and  most  earnest 
entreaty  of  the  Neapolitan  Government, 
and  of  the  Sovereign  in  particular,  that  ho 
had  been  induced  to  undertake  the  mission. 
He  would  say  no  more  on  this  subject,  ex- 
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eept  that  his  object  throughout  had  been, 
if  possible,  to  maintain  the  connexion  be* 
tween  the  two  kingdoms;  but  that  he  felt 
that  that  connexion  ought  not  to  rest  solely 
with  the  Neapolitan  Government,  who  had 
offered  terms  which  they  shortly  after- 
wards withdrew  from.  He  agreed  with 
the  noble  Lord  as  to  the  general  prin- 
ciple of  non-interference;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  could  not  agree  in  thinking 
that  there  were  no  circumstances  in  the 
previous  connexion  between  this  country 
and  Sicily,  which  imposed  upon  England 
very  serious  obligations  towards  that  coun- 
try; and,  on  a  fitting  occasion,  he  should 
be  perfectly  prepared  to  enter  fully  into 
this  question — at  the  present  moment  he 
could  not  do  so,  as  it  would  be  necessary 
to  produce  documents  which  at  this  mo- 
ment it  would  be  extremely  improper  to 
produce. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  he  rose 
merely  to  express  hia  deep  regret  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  so  hastily 
and  at  so  early  a  period  thought  it  indis- 
pensable to  announce  its  recognition  of  the 
independence  of  Sicily.  He  was  not  one 
of  those  who  objected  to  this  country  coun- 
tenancing those  who  were  struggling  for 
that  constitutional  liberty  which  England 
had  so  long  enjoyed,  nor  did  he  forget  the 
peculiar  relations  between  this  country  and 
Sicily  to  which  the  noble  Earl  had  referred; 
but  at  the  same  time  he  could  not  help 
feeling  that  the  true  interests  of  Italy  lay 
in  consolidating,  not  in  dividing,  its  power. 
He  had  no  doubt  but  that  it  had  been  the 
earnest  desire  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  maintain  the  connexion  between 
the  two  countries  of  Naples  and  Sicily  in 
the  first  instance;  but  he  must  express  his 
deep  regret  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment should  at  so  early  a  period  have  con- 
cluded that  it  was  impossible  that  that  con- 
nexion could  be  re-established,  because  he 
could  not  help  feeling  that  such  an  inti- 
mation on  the  part  of  Great  Britain  must 
have  the  effect  of  determining  for  ever 
that  separation. 

Earl  GREY  thought  it  was  somewhat 
premature  on  the  part  of  the  noble  Duke, 
before  lie  had  seen  the  documents,  or  was 
fully  acquainted  with  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  to  express  so  decided  an  opinion 
on  it. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  :  I  merely  ex- 
pressed my  regret. 

Earl  GREY  said,  he  could  reiterate 
the  assurance  of  his  noble  Friend  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council,  that  it  had  been 


the  anxious  desire  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yernment  to  maintain  the  connexion  be- 
tween the  two  parts  of  the  kingdom  of  the 
Two  Sicilies.  He  entirely  concurred  with 
the  noble  Duke,  that  consolidation,  and  not 
division,  would  be  for  the  interest  of  that 
part  of  the  world;  but  at  the  same  time  it 
should  be  recollected,  that  that  matter  de- 
pended on  circumstances,  and  that  the 
subject  was  one  which  could  not  be  dis- 
cussed until  the  House  had  such  full  infor- 
mation on  the  transaction  as  would  enable 
them  to  form  a  correct  judgment  upon  it. 
When  the  time  arrived  at  which  the  rea- 
sonableness of  these  proceedings  could  be 
fairly  discussed,  and  when  the  Government 
could,  consistently  with  their  duty,  produce 
all  the  information  that  they  possessed  on 
the  subject,  he  had  no  doubt  whatever  but 
that  they  would  be  able  to  show  that  they 
had  not  acted  in  this  matter  without  due 
cause.  At  present,  however,  they  all  la- 
boured under  a  great  disadvantage  in  dis- 
cussing the  subject,  as  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment could  not  state,  without  injury  to 
the  public  interests,  what  their  justification 
was  for  the  policy  which  they  had  pursued. 
Whenever  this  subject  could  be  brought 
before  their  Lordships  in  such  a  manner  as 
that  the  opinion  of  the  House  could  bo 
fairly  pronounced  upon  it,  then,  he  had  no 
doubt  that  such  a  case  would  be  made  out 
as  completely  to  justify  all  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  done. 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  said, 
that  the  second  question  of  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Stanley)  had  not  yet  been 
answered  by  any  Member  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  He  begged  therefore  to  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Government  a  plain  ques- 
tion in  plain  English,  namely,  was  it  in- 
tended that  Admiral  Parker  should  inter- 
fere with  any  expedition  which  His  Nea- 
politan Majesty  might  at  present  attempt 
to  send  against  his  revolted  subjects  in  the 
island  of  Sicily  ? 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  was 
understood  to  decline  giving  an  answer,  on 
the  ground  that  it  would  not  be  conducive 
to  the  public  interest  to  do  so. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

MR.  LABOUCHERE'S  LETTER  TO  THE 

IRISH  MAGISTRACY. 
The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE,  in 
moving  that  the  Corn  Markets  (Ireland) 
Bill  be  read  a  Third  Time,  said,  that  he 
wished  to  take  that  opportunity  of  referring 
to  a  complaint  made  by  a  noble  and  learned 
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Lord  not  now  present  (Lord  Brougham), 
some  evenings  ago,  of  a  letter  written  by 
Mr.  Labouchere  when  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, in  which  it  was  alleged  that  he  had 
announced  to  the  people  of  Ireland  their 
right  to  carry  arms.  He  had  since  then 
had  an  opportunity  of  referring  to  that 
letter,  and  he  felt  justified  now  in  stating 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  been 
misinformed  about  the  purport  of  the  letter 
in  question.  At  the  time  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  spoke,  he  (Lord  Lansdowne) 
had  only  a  very  general  recollection  of  the 
contents  of  that  letter;  but  since  then  he 
had  referred  to  the  letter  itself,  and  found 
that  it  was  not  at  all  liable  to  the  censure 
which  had  been  directed  against  it.  He 
held  a  copy  of  the  letter  in  his  hand.  He 
would  not  trouble  their  Lordships  with 
reading  it,  unless  their  Lordships  wished 
him  to  do  so;  but  he  would  state  that  its 
object  was  to  explain,  for  the  information 
of  the  magistracy  of  Ireland,  the  law  with 
respect  to  the  carrying  of  arms;  to  show 
that,  although  the  people  had  a  perfect 
right  to  carry  arms,  they  were  not  entitled 
to  carry  them  for  illegal  objects;  and  to 
instruct  the  magistrates  how  to  act  in  the 
case  of  those  who  were  found  doing  so. 
Undoubtedly,  towards  the  close  of  the  let- 
ter there  did  occur  a  passage  with  respect 
to  the  right  of  the  people  to  carry  arms; 
but  not  in  such  a  way  as  to  intimate  to 
tho  people  of  Ireland — that  which  they 
perfectly  knew  at  the  time — that  it  was 
their  right  to  carry  them  for  legal  objects : 
but  the  aim  of  the  whole  paragraph  was  to 
convey  to  the  magistrates  of  Ireland  the 
assurance  that  Mr.  Labouchere  and  the 
Government  of  Ireland  were  determined 
not  to  allow  the  right  of  caiTying  arms  to 
be  abused  for  illegal  purposes;  and  that 
the  magistrates  might  depend  upon  deriv- 
ing every  assistance  from  the  Government 
in  preventing  such  an  abuse  of  it.  It  was 
quite  true,  that  some  short  time  after  that 
letter  was  published,  a  placard  was  stuck 
up  in  the  streets  of  Dublin,  containing  a 
short  extract  from  it,  respecting  the  right 
of  the  people  to  carry  arms — not  only 
without  giving  tho  rest  of  the  letter,  but 
without  giving  the  remaining  words  of  the 
paragraph  from  which  the  extract  was 
taken.  At  the  top  of  the  placard  there 
was  placed  a  representation  of  the  arms  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  with  the  view  of  giv- 
ing it  the  appearance  of  an  official  notifi- 
cation by  order  of  his  Excellency,  that 
every  Irishman  had  a  right  to  carry  arms, 
as  if  this  had  been  a  privilege  manifestly 


new,  and  notified  for  the  first  time  to  the 
Irish  people !  He  hoped  his  right  hon. 
Friend  in  those  circumstances  would  stand 
acquitted  in  the  eyes  of  their  Lordships, 
and  in  the  eyes  of  the  public,  of  having 
done  so  monstrous  and  foolish  an  act  as  to 
go  out  of  his  way  for  the  purpose  of  telling 
the  people  of  Ireland  that  they  might  carry 


TITLES  OF  ROMAN  CATHOLIC 
PRELATES. 

Lord  REDE  SD ALE  rose  to  move — 

"  For  a  Copy  of  a  Despatch,  datod  Downing- 
street,  20th  November,  1847,  relating  to  the  Titles 
by  which  Prelates  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
in  the  Colonies  are  in  future  to  be  addressed  in 
all  official  Communications." 

Tho  circular  had  been  addressed  by  the 
noble  Lord,  he  believed,  to  the  Governors 
of  the  Australian  Colonies,  and  he  was  in- 
duced to  call  their  Lordships'  attention  to 
it,  in  consequence  of  the  erroneous  im- 
pression to  which  it  was  calculated  to  give 
rise  with  regard  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
Legislature  on  the  subject  to  which  it  re- 
ferred, and  because  there  was  a  feeling  of 
delicacy  entertained  on  the  part  of  some  in 
taking  the  oath  of  abjuration  in  that  House 
and  elsewhere,  on  account  of  a  supposed 
alteration  in  the  position  in  which  this 
country  stood  towards  the  Pope  and  those 
who  acknowledge  obedience  to  him.  [Tho 
noble  Lord  read  tho  despatch,  whicli  stated 
that  his  (Earl  Grey's)  attention  had  been 
called  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
to  the  fact  of  the  Roman  Catholic  prelates 
in  the  colony  not  having  their  rank  ac- 
knowledged in  the  same  manner  as  in  Ire- 
land, and  that  as  the  Legislature  had  in 
tho  Charitable  Bequests  Act  formally  re- 
cognised them,  by  allowing  tho  Roman 
Catholic  Archbishops  and  Bishops  to  take 
rank  immediately  after  the  Archbishops 
and  Bishops  of  the  Established  Church,  it 
was  the  desire  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment that  the  rule  should  be  conformed  to 
in  future  in  all  oflicial  communications  ad- 
dressed by  the  Colonial  Governors  to  Ro- 
man Catholic  prelates.]  There  could  be 
no  doubt  but  that  the  letter  had  been  writ- 
ten in  great  haste,  and  that  the  error  was 
an  unintentional  one;  but  still  the  fact 
should  be  known,  that  in  that  Act  there 
was  not  a  single  clause  having  the  slightest 
reference  whatever  to  Roman  Catholic  pre- 
lates and  their  position  in  Ireland,  or  in 
the  colonies.  Tho  Act  merely  authorised 
the  appointment  of  a  Commission,  to  in- 
clude the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  the  Lord 
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present  excessivclj  burdened,  and  ho  re- 
gretted to  observe  that  this  was  the  third 
instance  in  which  it  was  attempted  to  fasten 
great  charges  upon  those  rates.  Those 
additional  charges  were  for  the  purpose  of 
defraying  expenses  which  had  no  neces- 
sary connexion  with  the  relief  of  the  poor. 
The  highways  were,  to  some  extent, 
charged  upon  those  rates,  and  so  were 
vagrants.  Hon.  Members  could  not  have 
forgotten  that  in  the  year  1844  an  Act 
was  passed  enabling  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners to  establish  district  schools;  but 
since  this  it  was  to  be  observed  that  a 
great  change  had  taken  place  in  the  con- 
dition of  the  people,  as  well  in  towns  as  in 
the  rural  districts.  A  great  change  had 
been  effected  in  the  condition  of  those  who 
were  employed  in  the  cultivation  of  the 
soil  by  the  unrestricted  admission  of  fo- 
reign corn.  The  Government  laid  it  down 
as  a  principle  that  the  necessaries  of  life 
must  be  procured  at  the  lowest  possible 
rate  of  payment ;  upon  what  principle  of 
justice,  then,  were  they  prepared  to  lay  on 
an  additional  charge  in  the  shape  of  poor 
rates  ?  He  knew  that  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers might  urge  that  the  expense  now  pro- 
posed was  only  a  matter  of  small  amount, 
but  he  did  not  take  that  view  of  the  sub- 
ject. Under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  now 
before  them,  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners 
possessed  authority  to  appoint  school  dis- 
tricts, which  gave  them  the  means  of  ex- 
ercising a  great  extension  of  power ;  and 
over  the  expenses  which  they  incurred 
there  was  no  control ;  no  owner  or  rate- 
payer could  object  to  any  purchase  Uiat 
the  Commissioners  might  make,  or  to  any 
lease  that  they  might  take.  In  his  opinion 
there  was  nothing  more  calculated  than 
that  was  to  render  the  whole  Commission 
odious  to  all  the  people,  who  naturallj 
viewed  with  great  alarm  any  addition  to 
the  poor-rates. 

Mr.  BULLER  was  much  obliged  to  hia 
hon.  Friend  for  affording  him  that  oppor- 
tunity of  explaining  the  principle  and  some 
of  the  details  of  the  measure  which  he 
then  proposed  to  bring  under  the  notice  of 
the  House.  It  seemed  to  him  that  hia 
hon.  Friend  laboured  under  some  misap- 
prehension as  to  the  precise  nature  of  the 
Bill,  and  he  should  gladly  set  him  right 
regarding  those  points  upon  which  he 
seemed  to  have  received  incorrect  informa- 
tion. He  hoped,  in  the  first  place,  that 
the  House  would  do  him  the  justice  to  be- 
lieve that,  at  the  present  period  of  the 
Session,  he  should  not  have  ventured  to 
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of  1844,  though  he  did  not  blame  them  for 
not  doing  so. 

Mr.  C.  lewis,  having  had  some  ex- 
perience in  the  execution  of  the  Vagrancy 
Act,  could  affirm  that  the  provisions  of  the 
existing  Act  were  sufficiently  stringent;  it 
would  be  difficult  to  increase  their  strin- 
gency. But  there  was  an  unwillingness  on 
the  part  of  magistrates  in  the  metropolis 
and  throughout  the  country  to  give  effect 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Act;  and  there 
was  likewise  a  difficulty  in  obtaining  evi- 
deuce  as  to  an  act  of  vagrancy. 

Bill  reported.     Amendments  made. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

POOR  LAW  UNION  DISTRICT  SCHOOLS. 

On  the  question  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee, 

Sir  H.  WILLOUGHBY  had  hoped 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Buller)  would  have  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  explain  the  details  of  the  measure 
which  they  were  now  called  upon  to  con- 
sider in  Committee.  It  was  of  course  im- 
possible to  deny  that,  with  reference  to  the 
objects  of  the  Bill,  some  very  important 
regulations  were  necessary.  It  was  ne- 
cessary that  a  competent  education  should 
be  given  to  a  very  large  class  of  the  com- 
munity. With  reference  to  this  matter, 
there  had  been  presented  to  the  House 
some  time  since  a  petition  from  the  Ashton 
union,  in  which  the  petitioners  assumed, 
he  believed  upon  good  grounds,  that  by 
the  recent  legislation  on  this  subject  the 
parochial  burdens  had  been  increased. 
They  stated  that  the  children  in  work- 
houses were  better  educated  than  the  chil- 
dren of  the  labouring  classes  and  those  of 
mechanics,  who  were  brought  up  out  of  the 
workhouses;  that  they  were  kept  at  school 
till  the  age  of  16,  when  they  wero  too  old 
to  learn  any  useful  art.  The  petitioners 
complained  that  parents  and  children  were 
separated  ;  that  widows  and  orphans  were 
never  allowed  to  meet ;  and  that  there 
were  other  grievous  faults  in  the  system. 
According  to  the  present  Bill  it  was  pro- 
vided that  the  educational  district  should 
extend  to  distances  of  fifteen  miles  ;  this 
was  a  penal  exile,  by  means  of  which  the 
poor  children  were  separated  from  their 
friends  and  connexions.  It  was  objection- 
able, as  tending  to  centralisation,  and  to 
the  increase  of  Government  patronage. 
Further,  they  must  all  agree  that  religious 
instruction  was  essential  to  the  poor;  but 
by  the  proposed  system  religious  freedom 
could  not  exist.     The  poor-rates  were  at 
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bring  forward  any  proposition  having  for 
its  object  the  imposition  of  a  new  charge 
upon  the  country,  By  the  Bill  then  be- 
fore them  the  weight  of  the  poor-rates 
would  not  in  any  degree  be  increased  ; 
and  his  belief  was,  that  the  effect  of 
the  Bill,  so  far  from  augmenting  those 
burdens,  would  have  a  tendency  to  di- 
minish them,  by  leading  to  an  economical 
and  wise  expenditure.  Antecedent  to 
the  Act  which  was  passed  in  1844,  the 
children  of  the  poor  were  taken  into  the 
workhouse,  and  therefore  remained  no 
longer  under  the  care  of  their  parents. 
Nothing,  then,  could  be  more  obvious  than 
that  it  became  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment or  the  Legislature  to  see  that  chil- 
dren so  circumstanced  were  not  brought  up 
in  utter  ignorance;  and  it  was  most  fitting 
that  decent  and  sufficient  education  should 
be  provided  for  them.  Those  children 
were  thus  removed  from  ordinary  in- 
fluences —  from  the  ordinary  industrial 
teaching,  from  the  example  and  influence 
of  a  home;  and  the  Legislature  was  there- 
fore bound  to  take  *care  that  the  children 
suffered  as  little  as  possible  from  the  evil 
which  those  causes  were  calculated  to  ge- 
nerate. It  was  the  duty  of  Parliament  to 
see  that  the  system  of  workhouse  educa- 
tion did  not  result  in  keeping  up  a 
constant  supply  of  paupers.  Under  the 
existing  system  too  many  of  those  brought 
up  in  the  workhouse  were  marked  by 
a  tendency  to  regard  the  workhouse  as 
their  natural  and  proper  home — the  free 
life  of  the  country  was  not  associated 
in  their  minds  with  any  feelings  of  en- 
joyment or  independence.  They  had 
been  accustomed  to  the  workhouse  from 
their  earliest  infancy,  and  they  never 
had  known  anything  better;  they  were  ac- 
customed to  the  confinement  of  the  work- 
house, and  when  they  became  adults  there 
was  nothing  to  deter  them  from  entering 
it.  As  the  law  previously  stood,  the  unions 
were  bound  to  provide  for  those  schools 
masters  and  mistresses,  and  the  expense  of 
those  teachers  was  defrayed  out  of  the 
rates.  In  the  year  1844  the  evils  to 
which  he  referred  had  already  struck  the 
mind  of  Parliament  very  forcibly.  They 
then  determined  that  it  might  be  neces- 
sary to  incur  a  larger  expense  for  the  pur- 
pose of  providing  masters  and  mistresses; 
that  expense  was  for  the  first  time  under- 
taken by  the  country,  and  has  since  been 
defrayed  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  : 
and  it  was  deemed  a  more  economical  plan 
than  had  hitherto  been  adopted  to  have  a 
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common  workhouse  for  the  children  of  se- 
veral unions — in  other  words,  to  form  a 
district  workhouse  or  place  of  instruction 
for  the  children  of  the  poor,  with  a  master 
and  mistress  for  each.  Now,  though  he 
should  be  entitled  to  form  such  districts, 
he  had  no  power  to  go  any  further.  The 
machinery  was  ouite  roluntary  on  the  part 
of  the  union.  He  could  not  compel  any 
union  to  carry  a  plan  of  that  nature  into 
effect,  nor  could  he  impose  on  them  a  single 
farthing  in  the  shape  of  rates,  neither 
could  he  cause  the  expenditure  of  any 
funds.  Further,  he  did  not  propose  by  the 
Bill  then  before  the  House  to  extend  in 
any  respect  his  own  powers;  for  the  whole 
expenditure  under  the  Bill  was  to  be  car- 
ried on  by  the  guardians.  The  guardians 
were  to  be  chosen  by  the  ratepayers,  and 
thus,  in  effect,  the  expenditure  would  be  in 
the  hands  of  those  who  contributed  the 
funds.  In  the  first  instance  it  had  been 
determined  that  no  part  of  any  union 
should  be  of  greats  extent  than  fifteen 
miles;  the  effect  of  that  arrangement  was 
to  limit  the  operation  of  the  Bill  to  the 
metropolis,  where  alone  there  were  unions 
sufficiently  populous  to  permit  such  an 
arrangement ;  secondly,  the  expense  of 
the  building  was  not  to  exceed  one- 
fifth  of  the  whole  annual  expenditure 
of  the  district  in  the  way  of  poor- 
rates;  the  third  limitation  was  that  the 
consent  of  the  parents  became  necessary. 
To  the  present  Bill  there  was  certainly  no 
objection  on  the  score  of  expense,  for  he 
did  not  possess  the  power  of  forcing  the 
guardians  to  incur  any  expense  whatever. 
With  regard  to  the  removal  of  children 
from  under  parochral  care,  he  begged  to 
remind  the  House  that  many  of  them  had 
no  parents,  or  were  deserted  by  their  pa- 
rents. In  the  first  place,  there  were 
10,000  of  those  children  illegitimate ; 
5,000  of  them  belonged  to  parents  who 
were  not  in  the  workhouse,  a  certain  pro- 
portion to  widows  who  were  in  the  work- 
house, and  a  certain  other  proportion  to 
those  who  were — some  to  widowers  in  and 
some  to  widowers  out  of  the  workhouse, 
some  who  had  lost  one  parent,  and  some 
who  had  lost  both;  some  whose  fathers, 
and  some  whose  mothers,  were  labouring 
under  niental  or  bodily  disease.  4,502 
were  the  children  of  ablebodied  parents 
who  were  in  the  workhouse,  and  the  total 
number  of  children  to  whom  this  system  of 
education  was  applied  amounted  to  51,237. 
Of  that  number  there  certainly  were  not 
above  11,000  who  ought  to  be  with  their 
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charitable  feeling  which  had  induced  him 
to  propose  the  measure,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  failed  to  convince  him  that 
the  mode  of  carrying  out  the  object  was 
desirable.  The  main  object  was  to  re- 
move the  children  from  evil  influences;  and 
if  the  removal  from  those  workhouses  of 
the  ablebodied  women's  ward  could  be  ef- 
fected, the  principal  object  in  view  would 
be  accomplished,  and  at  one-twentieth  of 
the  cost  likely  to  be  incurred  by  the  pro- 
posed scheme.  All  these  inconveniences 
might  be  avoided  by  providing  for  the 
class  of  women  adverted  to  some  asylums 
throughout  the  country,  where,  instead 
of  corrupting  others,  they  might  have  a 
chance  of  reforming  themselves;  and  some 
of  them  who  were  anxious  to  amend  their 
lives  might  with  advantage  be  sent  out  to 
our  colonies.  However,  he  hailed  the  pre- 
sent measure  with  satisfaction  for  one  rea- 
son, inasmuch  as  it  showed  that  the  autho- 
rities of  the  Poor  Law  Commission  were 
alive  to  the  evil  arising  from  the  presence 
in  the  workhouses  of  the  class  of  women 
be  had  adverted  to. 

Mr.  HENLEY  thought  that  the  speeches 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  hon.  Ba- 
ronet must  have  convinced  everybody  that 
they  were  now  dealing  with  a  much  larger 
subject  than  at  first  blush  might  have  been 
supposed.  He  conceived  that  what  had 
fallen  from  the  two  hon.  Gentlemen  consti- 
tuted a  most  complete  condemnation  of  the 
workhouse  system,  which  had  brought 
about  such  a  state  of  things  that  it  was 
said  that  no  young  person  could  be  in  the 
workhouse  without  a  certainty  of  being 
ruined.  Would,  then,  the  proposed  mea- 
sure remedy  that  great  evil  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  might  refer  to  the  school 
at  Norwood,  and  say  that  that  was  a  large 
school,  and  that  there  the  system  worked 
well;  but  there,  it  must  be  recollected, 
the  children  were  not  placed  at  a  dis- 
tance from  their  friends;  they  were  not 
removed,  as  they  might  perhaps  be  un- 
der the  proposed  system,  as  far  as  thirty 
or  forty  miles  from  their  friends.  Such 
an  arrangement  might  be  all  very  well  in  a 
limited  district  of  fifteen  miles;  but  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  amalgamated  with 
other  unions  districts  where  Dissent  prevail- 
.  ed,  how  would  he  deal  with  that  state  of 
things?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
at  present  in  the  workhouses  the  parents  were 
separated  from  the  children;  but  it  must 
be  remembered  that  in  case  of  illness  the 
mother  had  access  to  her  children  directly. 
This  arrangement  would  be  entirely  got 


rid  of  under  the  proposed  system.  Wliat 
was  to  be  done  if  a  person  went  into  the 
workhouse  casually,  for  a  month  or  so, 
with  four  or  five  children?  Were  those 
four  or  five  children  to  be  carried  forty  or 
fifty  miles  off  to  a  district  school  ?  or  for 
these  contingencies  was  it  intended  to  con- 
tinue the  expenses  of  a  schoolmaster  in 
the  workhouse  ?  The  more  the  measure 
was  examined,  the  more  difficulty  would 
be  found  in  dealing  with  it  at  that  period 
of  the  Session;  and  he  therefore  noped 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  con- 
sent to  postpone  it  till  the  commencement 
of  another  Session,  when  there  would  be 
time  to  consider  deliberately  a  subject  of 
this  magnitude. 

Viscount  EBRINGTON  had  hoped  that 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  would  have  re« 
ceived  the  assent  of  the  House,  and  that 
the  details  of  the  measure  would  now  have 
been  considered  in  Committee.  The  ex- 
pense expected  to  be  incurred  under  this 
Bill  excited  alarm;  but  surely  the  House 
must  be  aware  of  the  great  expense  at  pre- 
sent incurred  by  providing  for  the  separate 
classification  of  small  bodies  of  children  all 
over  the  country,  which  expense  would  be 
lessened  by  their  assembling  together  in 
larger  numbers.  With  regard  to  the  re- 
ligious instruction  of  children  in  the  schools 
to  be  established  under  this  Bill,  reference 
was  made  in  the  Bill  to  the  provisions  of 
the  former  Poor  Law  Act;  and  he  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  introduce  any  new. 
provisions  on  the  subject.  It  was  provided 
under  the  present  law  that  chaplains  of 
the  Established  Church  should  be  appoint- 
ed to  workhouses,  with  the  consent  of  the 
bishops  of  the  respective  dioceses  in  which 
such  workhouses  were  situated;  and  it  was 
enacted,  with  respect  to  Dissenters,  that 
no  rules  or  regulations  of  the  Commission- 
ers should  oblige  any  inmate  of  the  work- 
houses or  schools  to  attend  any  religious 
service  to  which  he  entertained  an  objec- 
tion; and  that  no  child  should  be  taught 
any  creed  which  was  objected  to  by  his 
parents  or  next  of  kin. 

Committee  postponed. 

LEGACY  DUTIES. 
Mr.  RAPHAEL  rose  to  move  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  exempt  from 
legacy  duties  all  charitable  bequests,  not 
to  private  individuals,  but  to  public  bodies. 
His  main  object  in  coming  into  Parliament 
was  to  introduce  this  Bill;  and  if  it  should 
be  carried,  he  would  then  accept  the  Chil- 
tern  Hundreds.  He  implored  Her  Majes- 
^         2R2 
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ty's  GoveiTiraent,  on  his  bended  knees,  to 
pass  this  measure.  He  could  assure  the 
noble  Lord  that  in  doing  so  he  would  im- 
mortalise himself.  The  sum  at  present 
raised  from  the  duty  on  legacies  to  chari- 
ties did  not  exceed  15,0001,  per  annum; 
and  he  asked  the  Government  if,  for  such 
a  paltry  sum  as  that,  a  country  like  Great 
Britain  ought  to  maintain  such  an  im- 
post. 

Lord  R.  GROSVENOR,  in  seconding 
the  Motion,  called  upon  the  Government  to 
allow  the  Bill  to  pass.  The  legacy  duties 
in  a  great  many  instances  were  the  means 
of  preventing  the  full  development  of  some 
of  our  finest  institutions. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  that  if  he  consented  to  the 
remission  of  one  duty  because  it  was  small, 
he  would  be  called  upon  to  give  up  others 
on  the  same  ground.  He  had  already  this 
year  given  up  the  copper  duty.  He  highly 
appreciated  his  hon.  Friend's  motives  in 
bringing  the  subject  forward;  but  he  could 
not  consent  to  the  concession  that  was  de- 
manded. He  doubted  if  his  hon.  Friend 
had  not  underrated  the  amount  when  he 
fixed  it  at  15,000?.;  but  whether  the  sum 
was  small  or  large,  while  the  income  was 
less  than  the  expenditure  it  was  not  a  time 
to  ask  him  to  forego  any  revenue  whatever. 
After  all,  a  very  large  portion  of  these 
charities  were  of  a  very  absurd  character; 
and  those  parties  who  left  money  to  them 
could  also  easily  leave  money  to  pay  the 
legacy  duty.  Some  of  the  charities  were 
not  only  ridiculous  in  themselves,  but  per- 
haps were  pr^'udicial  to  the  public  inter- 
est. He  would  not  object  to  his  hon. 
Friend  laying  his  Bill  on  the  table;  but  it 
must  not  be  inferred  from  that  that  he 
would  at  all  support  it.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  given  one  very  strong  reason  for  the 
opposition  of  the  Government  to  the  Bill, 
and  that  was,  his  announcement  respect- 
ing the  Chiltern  Hundreds.  On  that  ac- 
count he  should  oppose  the  Bill,  rather  than 
run  the  risk  of  losing  his  hon.  Friend's 
support  to  the  Government. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  :  I  entirely  join 
with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
his  condemnation  of  those  who  lavishly 
throw  away  the  public  money  when  the 
revenue  does  not  meet  the  expenditure. 
But  I  take  leave  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman whether  he  does  not  think  15,000?. 
a  year,  or  even  50,000?.  a  year  (if  it  be 
50,000?.  a  year),  would  have' been  better 
bestowed  in  the  relief  of  charitable  be- 
quests from  this  tax,  than  50,000?.  flung 


away  upon  the  remission  of  copper  duties 
— where  the  tax  levied  did  not  exceed  six 
per  cent  ad  valorem,  and  this,  too,  upon 
the  productions  of  foreign  countries.  I 
also  take  leave  to  ask  him  whether  he 
does  not  think  15,000?.  a  year  raised  upon 
the  charities  of  this  country  would  be  bet- 
ter spared  from  the  revenue,  than  the 
40,000  or  45,000?.  which  had  been  re- 
mitted upon  the  com  duties,  in  violation 
of  the  law,  end  without  asking  the  consent 
or  advice  of  Parliament,  when  Parliament 
was  sitting  f  I  think  it  comes  with  an  ill 
grace  from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, who,  without  asking  the  consent  of 
Parliament,  has  this  year  remitted  com 
duties  to  the  extent  of  40,0002.  or 
50,000?.  in  violation  of  the  law,  to  get 
up  and  lecture  the  hon.  Member  for  St. 
Albans  fot*  asking  so  unreasonable  a 
thing  as  a  remission  of  15,000?.  when 
the  revenue  does  not  equal  the  expen- 
diture, although  that  tax  operates  as  a 
great  discouragement  to  benevolent  indi- 
viduals who  might  be  disposed  to  be- 
queath money  to  the  charitable  institu- 
tions of  this  country. 

Sir  R.  peel  would  not,  by  supporting 
this  Bill,  commit  himself  to  the  principle 
that  they  should  encourage  parties  to  neg- 
lect the  claims  of  their  families  in  favour 
of  public  charities.  The  first  duty  of  a 
man  was  to  provide  for  his  own  family. 
He  did  not  say  that  there  might  not  be 
circumstances  in  which  it  might  be  proper 
for  an  individual  to  slight  those  claims  and 
prefer  those  of  public  charity;  but  speak- 
ing generally,  the  provision  a  man  made 
for  his  own  family  was  a  very  unostenta- 
tious and  unobtrusive  thing,  and  he  did 
not  often  get  much  credit  for  it;  but  it 
might  gratify  his  vanity  to  be  advertised 
in  the  public  newspapers  as  a  person  who 
had  given  10,000?.  to  a  public  charity.  If 
these  were  his  motives,  he  (Sir  R.  Peel) 
should  not  encourage  him  in  them.  He 
hoped  they  should  not  be  committed  to 
this  principle,  by  acquiescing  in  the  ftrst 
reading  of  this  Bill.  Why,  he  had  known 
public  institutions  left  by  will,  and  he  had 
seen  the  descendants  of  those  who  left 
them  receiving  100?.  from  the  royal  bounty, 
because  their  parents  thought  to  gratify 
their  vanity  by  presenting  to  the  public 
what  should  have  constituted  the  sources 
of  their  subsistence.  He  had  seen  the 
descendants  of  such  tneh  come  to  the  pub- 
lic treasury,  saying  that  they  hoped  the 
royal  bounty  would  be  exercised  in  their 
favour,  as  they  had  been  ruined  by  the 
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misplaced  generosity   of  their  own  rela- 
tives. 

Leave  given. 

THE  BALLOT. 
Mr.  henry  BERKELEY:  Sir,  if 
after  the  powei-ful  way  in  which  Mr.  Grote 
pressed  this  question  on  the  attention  of 
the  Hoase  of  Commons  in  1836  and  1839; 
and  if,  after  the  ahle  way  in  which  it  was 
treated  hy  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Ward),  in  1842,  I  could 
hope  to  make  any  impression,  I  might 
justly  be  accused  of  presumption;  Indeed, 
Sir,  I  have  no  such  hope;  but  having 
served  under  Mr.  Grote,  and  having  fol- 
lowed the  able  leading  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Sheffield,  being  sincere  in 
my  belief  of  the  necessity  of  the  measure, 
I  venture  once  more  with  feeble,  perhaps, 
but  certainly  with  willing  hand,  to  unfurl 
the  banner  of  our  cause,  and,  pointing  to 
the  words  of  Cicero  emblazoned  upon  it  as 
our  motto,  Tabella  vindex  tacitce  libertcUis, 
I  have  full  confidence  that  there  are  those 
present  among  my  hon.  Friends  who  will 
rush  to  the  rescue,  and  supply  that  ability 
in  its  defence  which  my  zeal  may  lack. 
Sir,  I  cannot  but  think  that  the  ballot  is  in 
the  category  of  those  important  questions 
which  have  finally  triumphed  less  from  the 
exertion  of  individual  ability  than  the  im- 
provement of  public  opinion;  and  since  the 
Keform  Bill,  the  march  of  civil  and  reli- 
gious liberty  has  been  so  rapidly  progres- 
sive— and  ever  since  1842,  when  last  a 
similar  Motion  was  before  the  House,ques- 
tions  of  so  bold  and  decisive  a  character 
have  triumphed — that  the  ballot  appears 
by  comparison  ajreform  of  an  ordinary  de- 
scription. In  the  year  1710,  a  Bill 
brought  in  by  Wharton,  to  enable  electors 
to  vote  by  ballot,  passed  the  House  of 
Commons;  but  being  opposed  in  the  House 
of  Lords  by  Godolphin,  it  was  thrown  out. 
Thus,  at  least,  we  have  a  precedent  for 
the  adoption  of  the  present  measure;  and 
when  we  reflect  that  but  a  few  months 
have  passed  since  the  noble  Lord  the  late 
advocate  of  an  eight  shillings  duty  on  im- 
ported corn,  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  late  advocate  of  the  sliding-scale, 
shook  hands  across  the  table  of  this  House 
and  agreed  that  there  should  be  no  duty 
at  all,  I  see  no  reason  to  despair  of  those 
two  great  political  leaders  recanting  their 
former  errors — for  errors  we  held  them  to 
be— and,  giving  their  united  support  to  this 
measure,  enable  us  once  more  to  carry  it 
through  the  House  of  Commons.     Sir,  it 


has  always  appeared  to  me,  from  the  hear- 
ing and  perusal  of  the  debates  on  the  bal- 
lot, that  the  arguments  have  been  moat 
remarkably  on  the  opposite  side  to  the  ma- 
jorities. When  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Sheffield  last  brought  forwarS'tbe 
question,  I  had  the  honour  of  seconding 
his  Motion,  and  then  my  task  was  compa- 
ratively easy.  I  endeavoured  to  be  Ihe 
humble  demonstrator  of  his  excellent  lec- 
ture, and  to  supply,  explain,  and  point  out 
instances  to  exemplify  his  able  arguments. 
One  insurmountable  difficulty  now  presents 
itself — the  impossibility  of  saying  any- 
thing which  has  not  been  previously  said, 
and  better  said.  Under  this  impression, 
then,  it  seems  to  me  to  be  my  best  course 
— and  one,  I  hope,  which  may  meet  with 
the  approbation  of  the  House — to  assume, 
at  once,  that  our  case  has  been  well  and 
fully  laid  before  the  country,  and  instead 
of  treating  its  merits  theoretically,  I  shall 
rather*  endeavour  to  meet  those  objections 
which  have  been  most  recently  put  upon 
record,  and  which  still  seem  to  be  relied 
on.  The  points  insisted  upon  by  the  op- 
ponents of  the  measure  appear  to  be  these : 
they  consider  that  secret  voting  would  be 
an  innovation  upon  the  present  electoral 
system.  They  deny  that  it  would  prevent 
bribery,  while  they  admit  it  to  be  a  remedy 
for  intimidation.  They  pretend  that  vot- 
ing by  ballot  does  not  insure  secret  voting. 
They  lay  stress  on  the  unmanliness  of  se- 
cret voting,  and  on  its  un-English  and  cow- 
ardly  character.  They  denounce  the  bal- 
lot box  as  likely  to  injure  the  due  influence 
of  property;  and,  lastly,  they  accuse  se- 
crecy in  voting  of  having  a  tendency  to 
produce  lying,  deceit,  and  immorality. 
With  these  points  severally,  I  shall  at- 
tempt to  deal.  Firstly,  then.  Sir,  for  inno- 
vation on  our  electoral  system.  We  deny 
it  to  be  so,  and  we  assert  that  when  the 
franchise  became  the  law  of  the  land,  it 
was  originally  uncontrolled,  and  nobody  in- 
terfered with  its  free  exercise;  but  as 
times  changed,  and  men  grasped  at  politi- 
cal power,  corruption  and  intimidation 
crept  in,  and  forced  from  the  poor  and 
humble  the  control  of  their  own  opinions, 
and  invested  that  control  in  the  rich  and 
powerful;  therefore,  when  we  ask  for  the 
ballot,  we  seek  to  make  no  innovation  on 
the  electoral  system,  but  institute  a  mea- 
sure for  its  protection  and  preservation — a 
measure  strictly  conservative;  by  granting 
it  to  the  people  you  conserve  for  them  a 
great  national  privilege;  so  at  least  it  has 
been  termed  by  Lord  Chief  Justice  Holtt — 
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"  It  is  a  great  priTilege,"  that  learned  antho-  ] 
rity  says,  "  to  choose  such  persons  as  are  to  bind  | 
a  man's  life  and  property  by  the  laws  they  make — 
a  priTilege  not  to  be  deputed  to  another." 

That  great  priTilege,  then,  I  would  conserve 
to  the  people  which  thej  now  possess  only 
in  name,  and   the  nominal  possession   of 
which  is  to  thousands  a  source  of  evil,  re- 
plete  with  mortification,  profligacy,    and 
disgrace.     Give  the  people  the  ballot,  and 
you  convert  the  franchise  from  a  mere  de- 
lusion— a  naminis  umbra — an  unreal  mock- 
ery, into  a  substantial  and  important  right. 
At  present,  when  you  tell  the  people  that 
they  have  the  right  to  elect  their  repre- 
sentatives, like  the  equivocating  fiend  of 
the  poet,  you  "  keep  the  promise  to  the 
ear,  but  break  it  to  the  hope."     So  much 
for  the  charge  of  innovation  on  our  elec- 
toral system.     Next,  as  to  the  assertion 
that  bribery  will  not  be  prevented.     That  j 
point  has  been  insisted  upon,  but  it  ap-  I 
pears  to  me  to  be  unsupported  by  argu- 1 
ment.    Will  any  man  in  his  senses  pay  for  | 
an  article  in  the  way  of  trade,  the  deli<  | 
very  of  which   is  uncertain  ?      Will  any  | 
man  go  into  a  shop,  and  for  ready  money  '■ 
purcluwe  a  bale  of  goods,  if  there  were  a 
chance  that  the   shopkeeper,  instead   of 
sending  that  bale  of  goods  home,  should  ' 
sell  it   to   some  other  customer  ?      Will ' 
sums  of  money  be  invested  in  an  imcer-  > 
tainty?      Will   a  market  so  constituted 
thrive  ?     Take  Yarmouth  as  a  specimen  of  j 
such  a  market.     We  have  had  the  picture  I 
well  laid  before  us  by  the  late  Committee 
sitting  on  the  Yarmouth  Election.     We  { 
saw  there  candidates,  or  their  agents,  at  a 
table,  with  bowls  full  of  sovereigns  before 
them;  voters,  walking  in  at  one  door,  and 
being  helped  from  those  golden  reservoirs, 
walking  out  by  another  door,  having  sold 
their  votes;  and  they  voted,  doubtlessly,  for 
ralue  received.   Now,  with  the  unblushing, 
cool,  profligacy  of  Yarmouth  electors  so 
conspicuous,  would  any  candidate  in  his 
senses   trust  a  Yarmouth  voter's  word? 
Or  if  the  ballot-box  were  in  vogue,  would 
any    speculator    negotiate    with    such    a 
character  for  his  vote,  when  there  would 
be  no  certainty  of  knowing  how  the  fellow 
voted ;    whether  he  voted  at  all,  whether 
he  voted  for  you,  his  first  purchaser,  or, 
allured  by  more  money,  voted  for  your  op- 
noni  ?      I    liardly   think   the   Duke   of 
nond  would   carry  on  his  monetary 
,tionB  in  sucli  a  markot ;    or  that  the 
I  dealer  in  oontrnlmnd  votes,   Mr. 
iinm\,    would    couHiilur    Harwich,   or, 
liogis,  sufiioiontly  certain  for  his 


speculations.  Sir,  there  are  those  who  as- 
sert that  small  constituencies  would  be 
rented  by  agents,  who  would,  under  the 
system  of  the  ballot,  make  themselves 
answerable  for  the  return  of  the  Member. 
My  reply  is,  without  admitting  or  denying 
the  fact,  that  if  it  were  so,  the  evil  would 
not  exist  in  large  constituencies,  especially 
in  counties ;  and  the  good  achieved  in  the 
latter,  would  compensate  for  the  evil  in 
the  former:  indeed  to  make  small  consti- 
tuencies worse  than  they  are  is  scarcely 
possible;  but,  admitting  the  worst,  the 
attention  of  the  country  and  the  Legis- 
lature would  soon  be  attracted  to  the 
evil,  and  representation  would  in  the  end 
be  more  justly  squared  to  the  popula- 
tion. I  come  now.  Sir,  to  the  charge 
that  Uie  ballot  does  not  insure  secret 
voting.  If  it  secure  secrecy  for  dobs, 
why  not  for  constituencies  ?  Oh !  but  they 
say,  in  America  it  is  well  known  how  men 
vote.  The  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
(Mr.  Osborne)  gave  a  complete  answer  to 
that  weak  argument  during  the  debate  on 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose (Mr.  Hume)  on  the  subject  of  the 
franchise — namely,  that  the  Americans 
had  no  motive  for  keeping  their  votes 
secret ;  to  this  I  beg  to  add  that  as  the 
Americans  are  not  honoured  with  the  law 
of  primogeniture,  nor  yet  blessed  with  the 
law  of  entail,  so  property  is  more  diffused, 
and  tyranny  more  scarce  there  than  in 
England.  Man  cannot  Uiere,  as  he  can 
here,  trample  upon  the  politieal  rights  of 
his  fellow-man  by  dint  of  wealth  and  po- 
sition. The  Americans  do  not  need  the 
ballot — they  have  it ;  we  most  grievoosl j 
require  it — we  have  it  not.  Next,  aa  to 
the  unmanliness  of  secret  voting,  its  an- 
English  and  cowardly  nature.  I  think  a 
reference  to  our  clubs  furnishes  a  direct 
answer  to  this;  but  the  analogy  between 
club  practice  and  borough  practice  b^ng 
denied,  I  crave  permission  to  attempt  to 
show  their  complete  identity.  Tom,  then, 
to  those  splendid  mansions — the  dub- 
houses  of  this  metropolis.  There  are  as- 
sembled valour,  learning,  birth,  and  wealth, 
— one  and  all  seek  protection  from  the 
ballot-box.  From  what  do  they  seek  pro- 
tection? From  ill-will,  enmity,  strife, 
nay,  bloodshed,  the  probable  results  of 
open  voting.  Nobody  can  justly  charge 
the  members  of  those  clubs  with  unman* 
liness.  Those  clubs  are  composed  of  reanlj 
Englishmen.  Scores  of  Members  of  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  are  members  of 
those  clubs.     One  and  all  seek  proteetioii 


1229 


TheBaUot. 


{Ard.8} 


TkeBattoi. 


1230 


from  the  ballot.  From  whom  do  they 
seek  protection?  Why,  from  the  bully, 
and,  if  I  may  yenture  to  bring  the  cha- 
racter on  this  stage,  from  the  Sir  Lucius 
0 'Trigger  of  society — a  man  who  would 
consider  your  refusal  to  admit  him  to 
your  society  a  *'  rery  pretty  quarrel  as 
it  stands;"  but  let  me  ask,  since  there 
is  a  bully  in  society,  is  there  not  a 
bully  in  politics,  from  whom  the  elector 
has  an  equal  right  to  claim  protection? 
An  equal  right !  a  much  greater  right ; 
and  why  ?  The  bully  of  society  at  least 
me^s  you  on  equal  terms ;  if  he  endan- 
gers your  life,  he  imperils  his  own;  he 
allows  you  fair  play  and  equal  arms. 
Not  so  with  the  bully  of  politics.  He 
eschews  equal  arms,  and  denies  you  fair 
play.  No  risk  does  he  incur,  his  victim 
records  his  vote,  and,  with  it,  records  his 
ruin.  The  political  ruffian  destroys  not 
life,  but  the  means  of  life :  where  is  the 
difference  ? 

**  Ton  take  my  house,  when  yon  do  take  the  prop 
That  doth  sustain  my  house :  you  take  my  IHe 
When  yom  do  take  the  means  whereby  I  live." 

If  the  Tictim  be  a  tradesman,  let  him  look 
to  the  loss  of  custom  and  credit;  if  a  tenant, 
let  him  expect  ejectment ;  if  a  servant,  let 
him  hope  for  nothing  but  dismissal.  I  ac- 
cuse you  not  of  unmanliness  in  seeking  the 
protection  of  the  ballot ;  but  I  retort  the 
chai^  upon  you  when  you  deny  it  to  your 
less  powerful  neighbour.  I  next  turn  to 
the  objection  that  the  ballot-box  would 
destroy  the  due  influence  of  property.  To 
meet  that  objection,  with  the  permission 
of  the  House,  I  must  quote  the  eloquent 
and  convincing  words  of  Mr.  Grote,  which 
it  teems  convenient  to  the  opponents  of 
the  ballot  to  forget : — 

"  Gentlemen  tell  me  that  the  ballot  will  be 
frtal  to  what  they  call  the  legitimate  influence 
«f  property.  Now,  Sir,  I  deny  this  assertion 
point  blank,  in  any  defensible  meaning  which 
tho  words  '  legitimate  influence '  can  be  made 
to  bear — in  any  meaning  of  the  words,  which  a 
patriot  or  a  freeman  can  acknowledge.  I  assert 
fearlessly,  that  under  a  system  of  secret  Toting, 
the  legitimate  influence  of  property  will  be  pre- 
served unimpaired ;  nay,  more,  that  it  will  be 
eren  exalted  beyond  what  it  is  at  present.  There 
is  only  one  species  of  influence  which  the  ballot 
will  withdraw  from  a  rich  man  :  it  will  take  away 
the  power  of  rewarding  or  punishing  electors  ac- 
cording to  the  manner  in  which  they  rote.  Now, 
Sir,  I  would  ask,  and  I  hope  the  question  will  be 
plainly  answered,  whether  it  be  really  this  power 
of  rewarding  or  punishing  electors  which  Gentle- 
men mean  when  they  talk  of  the  legitimate  in- 
fluence of  property  ?  Does  the  House  intend  to 
recognise  in  any  one  citizen  of  this  community. 
Peer,  or  Commoner,  titled,  or  untitled,  a  legitimate 
aathoitty  to  reward  or  punish  electors  tor  their 


rotes  ?  If  we  do.  Sir,  the  sooner  in  all  consist- 
ency we  repeal  our  statutes  against  bribery,  the 
better ;  the  sooner  we  drop  the  fikroe  of  afiiecting 
to  condemn  intimidation,  the  better.  For  what  is 
this  privilege  of  giving  to  an  elector  a  reward  for 
his  vote,  in  plian  unvamisiied  English,  except 
bribing  him  !  and  what  is  the  privilcfe  of  punisL- 
ing  him  for  his  vote,  except  a  license  of  intimida- 
tion ?  But  I,  Sir,  deny  the  position  entirely.  I 
maintain  that  this  influence  which  arises  from  the 
power  of  rewarding  or  punishing  voters,  is  repu- 
diated both  by  the  law  and  the  constitution.  I 
maintain  that  a  man  is  no  more  warranted  in  em- 
ploying his  legal  powers  as  a  landlord  for  the 
purpose  of  reducing  or  coercing  his  tenants*  votes, 
than  in  employing  his  funded  property  to  distri- 
bute among  them  bribes  in  hard  cash.  It  is  the 
ancient  doctrine  of  the  constitution  that  electioiui 
ought  to  be  perfectly  free ;  and  the  ballot  can 
haTC  no  other  effect  than  that  of  realising  this 
strictly  constitutional  end." 

Now,  Sir,  there  are  verj  few  hon.  Mem- 
bers either  in  this  House  or  on  the  hust- 
ings who  dare  assert  that  those  gifted  with 
wealth  and  station  have  a  right  to  dictate 
to  a  freebom  man  how  he  shall  discharge 
a  solemn  duty  dependent  on  his  conscience, 
a  duty  which  he  owes  to  God  and  his  coun- 
try.    Many  believe  in  such  a  monstrous 
right — many  vote   against  the  ballot  to 
preserve  that  assumed  right;  but  few  have 
the  audacity  to  avow  so  unconstitutional  a 
sentiment,  and  yet,  as  I  shall  presently 
prove,  honesty  in  a  few  instances  has  been 
superior  to  policy,  and  the  avowal  has  been 
made.     Sir,  one  of  the  fashionable  shifts 
or  evasions,  for  I  cannot  call  them  argu- 
ments, used  by  the  opponents  of  the  ballot 
is,  that  the  statements  made  from  time  to 
time  as  to  the  deplorable  demoralisation 
caused  by  the  present  electoral  system,  are 
exaggerated.     Sir,   I  will  defy  any  hon. 
Member  to  come  to  such  a  conclusion  who 
has  read  the  evidence   taken  before  the 
Committee  which  sat  in  1835,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  inquiring  into  the  state  of  bribery, 
intimidation,    and   corruption   among   the 
constituencies  of  the  country.     That  Com- 
mittee did  its  work  admirably,  and  let  in 
light  and  knowledge  to  all  those  who  do 
not  prefer  darkness,  and  desire  to  main- 
tain a  wilful  ignorance.     Tho  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  London  (Lord  John  Rus- 
sell), the  right  hon.  Baronet  tho  Member 
for  Ripon  (Sir  J.  Graham),  and  tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton (Mr.  Vernon   Smith),  profoKHod  to  bo 
sceptical  as  to  the  extent  of  tho  ovil  in 
1842;  and  that  wo  may  not  Imvo  a  ropoti- 
tion  of  this  evasive  mode  of  mooting  tho 
question,   I   shnll  bog    to    quoto,   HJiortly, 
from  a  very  clever  hroviato  of  tho  ovidonuo 
taken  in   1835,  and  I  slioll  oniloiivour  to 
show  by  certain  instances  that  tho  horrible 
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state  of  demoralisation  proved  to  have 
existed  in  1835  still  exists  and  flourishes 
in  1848.  All  the  measures  you  have  up  to 
the  present  time  adopted  are  mere  pallia- 
tives, not  a  radical  cure  for  the  evil.  I 
complain  that  all  your  legislation  on  this 
suhject  has  heen  addressed  to  the^unish- 
ment  of  discovered  hrihery,  not  to  the  pre- 
vention of  hrihery  nor  to  the  eradication  of 
its  secret  influence;  and  in  support  of  this 
opinion,  the  first  evidence  I  shall  quote  is, 
that  of  Alexander  Edmund  Cockhum.  1 
need  scarcely  add,  that  the  hrilliant  foren 
sic  talents  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man have  since  worthily  ushered  him  to  a 
seat  in  this  House.  Well,  Sir,  what  says 
Mr.  Cockhum  in  1835  ?  He  stated  then, 
as  the  result  of  his  experience,  that  the 
puhlic  and  the  Legislature  had  no  idea  of 
the  extent  to  which  bribery  at  elections 
was  carried.  Being  asked,  whether  the 
great  difficulty  in  detecting  bribery  did  not 
arise  from  the  present  state  of  the  law  of 
evidence;  his  reply  was  this — and  it  is  a  re- 
ply to  all  your  attempts  at  legislation — 

"  I  can  conceive  no  case  except  a  case  of  actual 
infatuation,  in  which,  if  bribery  be  tolerably  well 
managed,  conviction  would  be  possible." 

Of  course  not,  you  have  made  the  law 
vexatiously  particular  in  the  wrong  direc- 
tion; but  you  will  find  your  only  remedy 
for  the  evil  in  the  uncertainty  of  the  market 
which  the  ballot  alone  can  achieve.  1  am 
assured  that  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Southampton  will,  if  pre- 
sent this  evening,  confirm  the  evidence 
which  he  gave  thirteen  years  ago.  The 
next  evidence  which  1  shall  quote,  is  that 
of  a  number  of  most  respectable  witnesses, 
relative  to  the  borough  of  Westminster. 
They  all  unite  in  their  testimony,  to  this 
effect,  that  in  the  borough  of  Westminster 
great  influence  is  not  only  exercised  by  the 
Government  offices,  but  that  individuals  of 
rank  and  wealth  exert  their  power  in  a 
despotic  manner;  and  the  evidence  goes  to 
show  that  fear  and  motives  of  self-interest 
operate  even  more  influentially  on  the  class 
of  tradesmen  who  would  be  inaccessible  to 
direct  bribery,  than  upon  a  class  of  more 
humble  and  more  venal  voters.  It  is  vir- 
tually a  question  of  life  and  death  to  the 
voter  and  his  family;  and  the  superior  class 
of  tradesmen  in  Westminster  are  more 
liable  to  such  influence  than  those  of  an  in- 
ferior grade.  A  very  considerable  number 
did  not  vote  at  the  election  in  1835,  while 
many  more  purposely  avoided  being  on  the 
register;  the  number  of  votes  registered 
was  13,000,  and  of  those  only  4,500  voted. 


Such  was  the  statement  of  witnesses  whose 
evidence  is  past  suspicion.  Now,  in  1837, 
in  proportion  to  the  register,  still  fewer  men 
went  to  the  poll;  and,  in  1841,  Westmin- 
ster was  the  scene  of  a  remarkable  contest. 
The  House  will  remember  that  the  gene- 
ral election  in  that  year  was  one  of  great 
political  excitement;  and  in  Westminster 
immense  exertions  were  made,  particularly 
by  the  aristocracy,  to  return  Captain  Rous 
in  support  of  Sir  Robert  Peel,  at  that  time 
the  leader  of  the  protection  party.  The 
ladies  on  that  occasion  took  a  very  con- 
spicuous part;  they  turned  out  and  worked 
harder  than  paid  canvassers.  I  beg  to 
give  the  House  a  specimen  of  their  modus 
operandi.  Two  cases  I  will  quote,  being 
enabled  to  vouch  for  the  accuracy  of  both, 
and  selecting  them  from  fifty  others  of 
the  same  description.  On  the  day  before 
the  election,  a  tradesman  living  in  the 
vincinity  of  the  west  end  squares,  had 
six  carriages  jBtop  at  his  door,  each,  as  he 
described  it,  with  a  coronet  on  the  panels, 
from  which  descended  parties  of  ladies, 
not  to  buy  his  goods,  but  to  traffic  with 
his  eonscienoe.  They  all  canvassed  him 
warmly  for  Captain  Rous;  there  was  no 
species  of  threat  nor  cajolery  they  did  not 
employ  to  worry  the  man  out  of  his  vote. 
He  had  always  voted  for  a  Liberal :  if  he 
did  so  now  they  threatened  him  with  loas 
of  custom;  they  enumerated  the  strength 
and  power  of  their  family  connexions,  and 
alternately  held  out  the  advantage  of  their 
custom,  and  the  disadvantage  of  its  loss. 
Vote  against  his  conscience,  he  would  not; 
but  they  bullied  him  into  a  resolution  of 
not  voting  at  all.  Did  his  neutrality  save 
him?  Far  from  it.  I  have  the  man's 
word,  that  four  out  of  the  six  families  re- 
presented by  those  lofty  dames,  entirely 
withdrew  their  custom;  and  he  very  justly 
estimates  his  loss  at  about  60Z.  per  an- 
num. Further,  1  have  seen  the  man's 
books,  and  they  fully  bear  out  his  state- 
ment. The  other  instance  is  that  of  a 
publican;  and  he  required  protection  both 
from  aristocracy  and  democracy.  This 
man  was  canvassed  by  a  lady  of  rank, 
who  called  in  her  carriage  at  his  door  and 
sent  for  him ;  the  astonished  Boniface 
made  his  appearance,  when  the  following 
colloquy  took  place : — 

"  I  believe  you  serve  my  family  with  beer,  and 
my  servants  are  in  the  habit  of  using  your 
house  ? " 

The  man  assented. 

"  Now,  you  shall  no  longer  serro  me ;  and  I 
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will  discharge  any  serrant  who  shall  enter  your 
house,  unless  you  vote  for  Captain  Rous." 


The  man 
liberal. 


pleaded  his  politics,  which  were 


**  Very  well,  you  will  make  your  choice  ;  hut  if 
you  YOte  for  Captain  Rous,  I  will  procure  for 
your  son  a  place  in  the  Custom-house." 

Whether  by  the  threat  or  by  the  promise, 
or  by  a  consideration  of  both,  the  man  was 
won,  and  he  YOted  for  Captain  Rous.  So 
much  for  aristocratic  tyranny;  and  now 
for  the  tyranny  of  democracy.  It  so  hap- 
pened that  some  dozen  of  stout  political 
tailors  held  their  Saturday  night's  orgies 
at  this  publican's  house — tailors  of  the 
true  Cuffey  breed  —  tremendous  fellows, 
all,  to  a  man,  for  General  Evans.  One  of 
these  sons  of  the  thimble  went  early  to  the 
poll,  and  there  he  detected  the  publican 
recording  his  vote  for  Captain  Rous.  On 
the  Saturday  following,  they  met  as  usual 
at  their  house  of  call ;  but  it  was  to  sum- 
mon the  delinquent  landlord  before  them. 
They  abused  him  in  good  set  terms;-  told 
him  he  was  a  renegade ;  not  only  a  publi- 
can, but  a  sinner — paid  their  reckoning, 
and  marched  out  of  his  house,  in  the  stem 
resolve  never  to  enter  it  again,  and  promis- 
ing to  denounce  him  to  the  whole  of  their 
trade.  Surely,  surely,  this  man  needed 
the  ballot!  Now,  Sir,  it  seems  to  me 
that  these  are  cases  to  point  a  moral,  if 
not  to  adorn  a  tale.  They  prove  the  in- 
snfficiency  of  worldly  wisdom.  A  few  short 
months  after  this  tyranny  and  oppression, 
this  wear  and  tear  of  conscience,  under- 
taken for  the  cause  of  protection,  as  it  is 
called.  Captain  Rous  turned  short  round — 
divorced  himself  from  the  cause  of  his  fair 
supporters,  and  espoused  that  of  free  trade, 
following  the  steps  of  his  great  political 
chief.  Well  might  these  ladies  exclaim 
with  Burke,  **  What  shadows  we  are,  and 
what  shadows  we  pursue !  "  Such  was 
Westminster  in  1841.  In  1847,  I  can 
particularly  speak  to  the  state  of  the  same 
borough  ;  for  it  so  chanced  that  I  was 
chairman  of  a  committee  assembled  in  the 
■west  end  of  the  town,  to  assist  the  elec- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
London,  and  the  other  Liberal  candidates 
for  that  city.  In  canvassing  Westminster 
for  the  London  votes,  this  same  unvarying 
feature  presented  itself — the  numbers  of 
men  who  refused  to  vote,  and  the  numbers 
who  had  refused  to  qualify  to  vote;  and 
the  reason  continually  assigned  was,  that 
they  had  suffered  from  voting  according  to 
their  consciences — had  grown  wiser — and, 
having  eachewed  that  error,  would  vote  no 


more.  "  Give  us  the  protection  of  the  bal- 
lot," said  they,  *•  and  we  will  vote  readily 
enough;  but  we  cannot  run  the  chance  of 
having  our  prospects  blighted  by  asserting 
our  political  opinions.'*  In  describing  the 
state  of  the  franchise  in  Westminster,  I 
am  describing  the  state  of  all  other  im- 
portant boroughs  in  England,  modified 
according  to  their  extent  and  wealth,  as 
proved  before  the  Committee;  and  without 
troubling  the  House  at  any  great  length, 
I  assure  those  who  are  not  acquainted  with 
the  evidence  that  such  is  the  fact.  Ips- 
wich, Exeter,  Leicester,  Marylebone,  Den- 
bigh, Ripon,  Bristol,  and  Birmingham, 
figured  conspicuously  before  that  Com- 
mittee. In  speaking  of  the  latter  city, 
the  evidence  of  a  Mr.  Phillips  was  remark- 
able, not  to  say  eccentric.  Mr.  Phillips 
reprobated  strongly  the  intimidation  exer- 
cised by  the  political  unions  in  Birming- 
ham, and  attributed  the  loss  of  Mr. 
Spooner's  election,  in  1835,  to  that  un- 
constitutional practice.  Being  asked  whe- 
ther he  would  not  desire  the  protection  of 
the  ballot,  he  replied  he  was  too  good  a 
Tory  for  that.  In  Ireland,  which  seems  a 
land  where  every  evil  is  exaggerated,  cor- 
ruption of  all  kinds  appears  to  have  flour- 
ished exceedingly.  There  were  two  ma- 
gistrates of  Tipperary,  Messrs.  Fitzgerald 
and  Wilcox,  who  gave  very  extraordinary 
evidence.  These  gentlemen  strongly  re- 
probated the  intimidation  practised  by  the 
priests,  while  they  applauded  and  defended 
intimidation  by  the  landlords.  Mr.  Wil- 
cox instanced  his  opinion  in  the  following 
manner : — 

"  I  have  a  tenant  living  under  me,  and  I  am 
kind  to  him ;  I  do  every  thing  I  can  for  his 
benefit,  and  the  benefit  of  his  family.  I  wish  the 
honour  of  being  a  Member  of  Parliament — ^that 
man  refuses  to  gratify  me  ;  and  then,  I  think,  all 
ties  are  severed  between  us." 

And  again  he  says — 

"  I  think  it  is  the  legitimate  right  of  the  land- 
lord to  have  the  vote  of  his  tenant." 

I  have  said  that,  occasionally,  honesty,  as 
regards  the  real  sentiments  of  men,  ap- 
peared to  be  stronger  than  policy — the 
above  is  a  strong  instance  of  it.  But 
Colonel  Bruen  came  out  still  stronger,  as 
regards  Carlow,  and  roundly  asserted  the 
right  of  the  landlords  to  keep  and  dis- 
charge servants,  or  eject  tenants,  for  not 
voting  according  to  their  wishes,  mention- 
ing instances  in  which  he  had  himself 
exercised  that  power  for  the  punishment 
of  the  refractory.  As  regards  Carlow,  a 
clergyman ^ave  this  evidence  :-t- 
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"  I  have  often  said  it,  and  I  have  heard  other 
clergymen  declare,  that  the  electors  have  reason 
to  curse  the  day  when  they  were  invested  by  a 
reformed  Legislature  with  the  dangerous  pri- 
vilege of  voting  in  Irish  counties  for  Members  to 
serve  in  Parliament.  I  could  give  instances  of 
farmers  who  are  now,  in  consequence  of  their 
votes,  reduced  to  the  condition  of  day  labourers, 
and  some  of  them  are  beggars." 

Being  asked  if  the  majuritj  of  the  people 
would  be  happy  to  be  deprived  of  their 
franchise,  he  replied — 

"  No  ;  but  I  say  the  Legislature  which  invested 
them  with  the  right,  ought  to  grant  them  pro- 
tection in  its  exercise,  and  that  is  what  they 
desire." 

Well,  Sir,  in  1837^  the  Election  Com- 
mittees showed  no  improyement  in  Ireland. 
In  1841  we  found  that  landlords  and 
priests  vied  with  each  other  in  the  work 
of  intimidation.  In  1847,  priestly  intimi- 
dation waxed  even  bolder,  and,  crossing 
the  Irish  Channel,  took  its  stand  in  our 
Committee^rooms.  There  was  a  strong 
instance  of  this  in  the  Kinsale  Committee- 
rooms,  where  such  was  the  effect  pro- 
duced on  one  of  the  witnesses,  a  woman, 
one  Bridget  Eeeley,  by  the  dark  and  omin- 
ous glances  of  one  Father  Murphy,  that 
the  Committee  took  strong  notice  of  it, 
and  desired  the  counsel  to  keep  him  out  of 
the  room.  Well,  then,  Sir,  I  have  endea- 
voured to  show  that  the  state  of  things  in 
1835  has  descended  to  1848,  and  that 
the  charge  of  exaggeration  is  but  a  "weak 
invention  of  the  enemy;*'  and  this  brings 
me  to  the  last  and  gravest  accusation  in- 
sisted upon,  and  recorded  against  the  bal- 
lot, namely,  that  it  is  productive  of  lying, 
deceit,  and  immorality.  In  1842,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Vernon  Smith)  said, 
that  the  **  ballot"  would  convert  "  the 
habits  of  the  electoral  class  into  one  con- 
tinued lie."  Before  I  say  one  word  in 
refutation  of  such  a  charge,  I  am  fairly 
entitled  to  inquire  into  the  system  by 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
abide;  and  it  is  fairly  open  to  me  to  draw 
the  inference  that  from  the  horror  he  ex- 
presses of  falsehood,  the  present  system  of 
open  voting  must  afford  a  brilliant  example 
of  truth.  Why,  Sir,  I  will  prove  that  the 
present  electoral  system  is  one  vast  lie 
composed  of  a  ramification  of  deceit  and  de- 
lusion. The  epithet  proper  to  that  system 
is  the  coarse  but  expressive  word  "buna- 
bug."  We  begin  with  it  in  this  House. 
Our  Sessional  order  in  reference  to  the 
interference  of  Peers  at  elections,  is  a 
glorious  specimen    of    humbug,    and  an 


example  to  candidates  and  electors  as  to 
the  course  they  should  pursue.  Why,  Sir, 
when  we  put  forth  that  Pharisaical  piece 
of  virtue  denouncing  the  interference  of 
Peers,  we  all  know  that  an  immense  ma- 
jority in  this  House  is  returned  by  the  di- 
rect intervention  of  Peers.  We  know  that 
in  boroughs  candidates  openly  canvass 
Peers  for  their  interest  and  assistance; 
and  as  to  counties  nobody  thinks  of  can- 
vassing the  tenantry  of  a  great  hereditary 
estate  unless  through  the  noble  owner.  In 
the  boroughs  the  Peer  deals  with  the  con- 
science of  the  tradesman  a  Id  Stamford. 
In  counties  a  mere  visionary  must  he  be, 
who  dreams  of  the  political  conscience  of 
a  tenant  at  will.  Don't  tell  me  of  exag- 
geration until  you  have  falsified  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  the  Committee  in  1835, 
backed  as  it  is  by  a  long  train  of  Election 
Committees  since.  Well,  but  if  we  really 
are  so  virtuous  in  this  House,  as  we  so- 
lemnly assert  we  are.  and  if  we  really  are 
shocked  at  the  interference  of  Peers,  why 
do  we  not  summon  one  Mr.  Dodd  to  the 
bar  of  this  House  for  flatly  contradicting 
us,  and  bringing  us  into  contempt  ?  Mr. 
Dodd  was  quoted  the  other  day  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Middlesex  (Mr. 
Osborne);  now  I  beg  to  give  you  a  speci- 
men of  Mr.  Dodd.  He  begins  wiUi  the 
Peer-ridden  boroughs,  and  introduces  them 
to  our  notice  in  a  tabular  and  alphabetical 
form:  thus  under  the  letter  A,  he  com- 
mences with  Arundel,  and  Rtates,  it  is 
under  the  influence  of  the  Duke  of  Nor- 
folk, and  so  on — then  B,  Buckingham,  the 
Duke  of  Buckingham,  and  so  on — ^then  C, 
Calne,  the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne,  and 
so  on.  Well,  Sir,  the  upshot  is,  that  a 
perusal  of  Mr.  Dodd  shows  that  there  are 
sixty-two  boroughs  in  England  and  Wales, 
containing  43,199  electors,  returning 
ninety-eight  Members,  all  under  inflaence 
of  some  kind  or  another.  Of  these  Mem- 
bers there  are  fifty-seven  returned  under 
the  direct  influence  of  the  aristocracy,  five 
under  the  influence  of  the  Government  of 
the  day.  Of  these  sixty-two  boroughs, 
thirty  were  contested  in  1837  ;  and  at 
the  next  election  in  1841— one  of  infi- 
nitely greater  political  excitement — only 
twenty-nine  were  contested.  In  1847, 
only  twenty-one  were  contested.  In  all, 
there  are  forty-nine  Peers,  and  eighteen 
wealthy  Commoners,  influencing  the  above 
returns;  and  the  gradual  decrease  of  con- 
tests is  an  index  to  show  the  futility  of 
any  independent  candidate  /presenting 
himself  in  the  face  of  intimidation  and  ex- 
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penditure  until  you  protect  the  franchise 
with  the  hallot.  Well,  Sir,  with  this  be- 
fore our  eyes,  what  a  farce — what  a  so- 
lemn mockery — what  an  insult  to  the  coun- 
try and  common  sense — ^is  our  Sessional 
order  against  the  interference  of  Peers — an 
order  by  which  we,  to  all  intents  and  pur- 
poses, damn  our  character  for  sincerity, 
and  set  an  example  to  those  who  return 
OS  of  hypocrisy  and  deceit;  and  admi- 
rably do  candidates  follow  our  example. 
The  candidate  commences  his  canvass  by 
soliciting  votes  (having  first  secured  his 
forbidden  Peer),  as  from  free  and  inde- 
pendent electors,  men  whom  he  knows 
to  be  no  better  than  mere  slaves,  and 
to  compd  whom  to  vote,  he  and  his 
agents  have  used  every  costly  seduction, 
and  put  every  screw  in  force  known  in 
electioneering  tactics;  and  when  this  can- 
didate has  purchased  and  screwed  him- 
self into  a  seat,  he  gravely  turns  to  the 
bought  and  bullied  electors,  and  thanks 
them  for  their  free  and  unbiassed  suf- 
frages, by  obtaining  which,  he  assures 
them,  he  has  become  the  proudest  man 
in  England;  and  when  this  proud  man 
takes  his  seat  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
he  is  sure  to  enact  the  British  lion,  he  will 
oppose  the  ballot,  and  tell  you  that  his  op- 
position to  it  is  founded  on  his  love  of. 
tmth,  and  hatred  of  deceit !  So  much  for  | 
the  truthfulness  of  your  present  electoral  | 
system !  Well,  then.  Sir,  one  word  for 
d^e  want  of  truth  charged  against  the  bal- 
lot; and  here.  Sir,  it  would  be  presump- 
tuous in  me  to  offer  one  word;  for  if  Mr. 
Grote's  triumphant  vindication  of  the  su- 
perior truthfulness  of  the  system  of  secret  J 
voting  has  fallen  upon  deaf  ears,  how 
can  I  hope  to  awaken  hearing  and  com- 

Srehension  ?     At  all  events  you  shall  hear 
[r.  Grote : — 

"The  ballot,  we  are  told,  will  lead  to  felse 
promiaes  and  fitlse  declarations  on  the  part 
of  voters.  How  or  why  should  it  produce 
this  effect?  Does  it  command  any  voter  to 
break  his  promise  ?  Does  it  hold  out  any  induce- 
ment or  reward  for  breaking  his  promise  ?  No 
nothiiig  of  the  kind — it  merely  enjoins  him  to 
perfonp  the  act  of  voting  without  a  witness,  and 
thus  indirectly  enables  him  to  vote  either  accord- 
ing or  contrary  to  any  previous  promise,  without 
being  found  out,  if  he  be  inclined  to  do  so.  Ccr. 
tainly  the  same  may  be  said  of  every  private  and 
solitary  act  of  every  man's  life.  But  why  are 
hon.  Gentlemen  so  very  much  afraid  lest  electors 
who  vote  by  ballot  should  break  their  promises 
the  moment  they  are  enabled  to  do  so  with  impu- 
nity ?  Sir,  it  is  but  too  well  known  that  the  pro- 
mise given  by  a  voter  is  in  a  thousand  cases  ex- 
torted and  compulsory — it  is  a  promise  neither 
consonant  to  his  own  free  will  nor  dictated  by  his 
own  conviction-^  promise  which  he  would  never 


have  made — except  to  one  who  took  an  ungenerous 
advantage  of  him,  and  who  possessed  the  power 
of  inflicting  a  penalty  upon  him  in  case  of  re- 
fusal. We  are  told  by  Milton,  that  *ease  will 
retract  vows  made  in  pain  as  violent  and  void.' 
But  wherever  the  vow  has  not  been  made  in  pain, 
wherever  ease  has  made  the  vow— ^ase  will  keep 
it  also.  This,  Sir,  is  the  whole  amount  of  the 
mischief  of  promise-breaking ;  and  I  entreat  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  it,  that  none  but  com- 
pulsory promises  are  in  danger  of  being  broken, 
when  votes  are  given  secretly.  Let  me  now  pnt 
the  question — what  mischief  would  ensue  if  these 
compulsory  promises  should  come  to  be  broken  ? 
A  voter  ought  not  to  make  such  a  promise  if  it 
be  at  variance  with  his  own  conscience.  Granted 
— ^but  assuming  that  he  has  been  guilty  of  the 
weakness  of  giving  such  a  promise,  are  we  to  ar- 
range our  system  of  voting  for  the  express  purpose 
of  compelling  him  to  keep  it  ?  To  do  this  would 
be  nothing  less  than  seeking  to  deprive  the  voter, 
by  our  own  act,  of  the  means  of  fiiithfully  dis- 
charging his  duty  to  his  country — ^a  duty  prior  to 
all  engagements  with  third  parties — a  duty  imj^ied 
in  the  very  possession  and  exercise  of  the  ntto- 
chise.  Why,  Sir,  when  the  choice  lies,  as  it  does 
in  this  case  between  breaking  a  wrongfiil  promise, 
and  violating  the  duty  which  the  elector  owes  to 
his  country,  can  there  be  a  moment's  hesitation 
which  of  the  two  we  ought  to  enforce,  and  which 
we  ought  to  condemn  ?  We,  who  sit  in  this  House, 
as  the  chosen  guardians  of  public  rights  and  fran- 
chises, we  who  derive  our  sole  title  to  confidence 
and  authority  from  assumed  purity  of  election ! 
— The  intimidator  begins  by  compelling  a  voter 
to  promise,  and  are  we  then  really  to  say,  '  Be- 
cause you  have  compelled  the  man  to  promise 
against  his  will,  therefore  you  have  acquired  a 
g^od  title  to  compel  him  to  vote  V  Sir,  I  say,  that 
this  would  be  no  less  monstrous  in  principle  than 
inconsistent  with  our  own  professions ;  it  would 
be  to  guarantee  the  last  stage  of  tyranny,  out  of 
respect  to  the  first.  Depend  upon  it.  Sir,  if  you 
wish  to  put  down  intimidation,  you  must  hold  a 
very  different  language  towards  the  intimidator ; 
you  must  show  him  plainly,  that  whatever  be  his 
power  of  extorting  promises,  he  will  not  be  allow- 
ed to  retain  the  smallest  power  of  extorting  votes, 
and  you  will  then  prevent  these  compulsory  pro- 
mises from  ever  being  demanded,  when  you  show 
that  they  afford  no  security  for  performance.  The 
evil  of  intimidation,  the  evil  of  mendacity,  and 
the  evil  of  promise-breakings  will  all  disappear  at 
the  same  time,  and  before  one  and  the  simple  re- 
medy— a  free,  a  secret  vote." 

Now,  Sir,  although  it  is  impossihle  to  add 
to  Mr.  Grote 's  argument,  I  may  venture  to 
offer  the  House  an  illustration  of  it,  by 
quoting  a  case  which  fell  under  mv  own 
observation.  In  the  election  of  1841,  a 
severe  contest  took  place  in  the  city  of 
Bristol,  and  party  ran  high.  I  had  can- 
vassed a  populous  parish  in  company  with 
a  party  of  gentlemen,  most  of  them  well 
experienced  in  election  tactics.  I  was 
assured  that  every  care  had  been  taken  to 
sift  the  promises  of  support  made  to  me, 
before  an  estimate  of  our  probable  numbers 
at  the  poll  was  made.  As  we  were  quit- 
ting the  ground,  we  met  a  party  of  our 
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opponents,  and  no  acrimonious  feeling  ex- 
isting, I  fairly,  in  reply  to  their  questions, 
told  them  the  successful  result  of  the  day's 
work.  To  this  they  good-humouredly  re- 
plied, "  Ay,  but  we  shall  6\ier  the  best  part 
of  a  hundred  of  your  promises  before  the 
night  is  over."  These  promises  the  House 
will  bear  in  mindi  were  voluntary,  not  com- 
pulsory; they  were  not  **  vows  made  in 
pain;'  and  I  was  curious  to  know  how 
many  of  these  promises  had  been  made 
••  void."  After  the  election  I  inquired  as 
to  the  fact,  and  I  found  that,  true  enough, 
about  sixty  of  my  promises  had  been  chan- 
ged. My  friends  calculated  (but  for  the 
correctness  of  that  calculation  of  course  I 
do  not  vouch)  that  about  twenty  votes  had 
been  bought,  and  forty  intimidated.  Now, 
if  there  must  be  a  lie  in  the  case,  I  ask  to 
whom  is  it  best  that  such  lie  should  be  ad- 
dressed? To  the  tyrannic  intimidator, 
the  base  suborner,  or  to  the  fair  and  con- 
stitutional candidate  to  whom  promises 
orginally  were  volunteered  ?  Now,  I  con- 
tend, that  the  ballot  in  this  case  would  be 
a  complete  remedy  for  the  evil.  Sir,  as 
regards  the  immorality  of  the  ballot,  I  need 
scarcely  dwell  on  that  charge,  for  it  seems 
to  me  to  be  merged  in  the  question  of 
truth,  and  that  I  have  attempted  to  deal 
with;  but  this  much,  with  submission  to 
the  House.  I  will  say,  that  although  I  have 
refrained  from  tracing  the  ballot  to  its  ex- 
istence among  the  Pagan  nations,  not  hav- 
ing referred  to  the  use  of  the  **  Tabella" 
among  the  Romans,  nor  to  the  secret 
voting  of  the  Athenians,  yet  I  may  remark 
that  the  first  election  that  ever  took  place 
under  the  Christian  dispensation  was  an 
election  by  way  of  ballot,  on  the  most  im- 
pressive and  awful  occasion.  The  House 
will  remember,  that  between  the  time  of 
the  death  and  ascension  of  Christ,  a  va- 
cancy occurred  in  the  number  of  the  holy 
Apostles  by  the  self-immolation  of  Judas 
Iscariot.  On  that  occasion,  about  one 
hundred  and  twenty  of  the  disciples  of 
Christ  met  in  solemn  convocation  to  elect 
an  Apostle.  Barsabas  and  Matthias  were 
the  candidates,  and  Matthias  was  elected 
by  a  plurality  of  votes.  Now,  although  I 
am  far  from  attempting  to  deduce  from 
this  fact  that  the  ballot  was  adopted  by 
Divine  command,  yet  I  have  a  right  to 
assert  that  the  election  I  have  referred  to, 
took  place  under  the  warrant  and  seal  of 
inspiration.  At  all  events,  I  think  on 
these  orthodox  grounds  I  have  a  right  to 
challenge  the  vote  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 


(Sir  Robert  Inglis);  and  whether  he  vote 
for  the  Motion  or  not,  he  will  hardly  dis- 
pute the  morality  of  a  mode  of  election  so 
instituted.  Sir,  I  shall  trespass  upon  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  but  little  farther. 
I  fear  I  must  look  for  the  opposition  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London ;  but  I 
trust  that  as  the  measure  has  hitherto  had 
the  support  of  many  Members  of  the  pre- 
sent Government,  so  it  may  still  be  deem- 
ed an  open  question  ;  and  I  would  pray 
the  noble  Lord  to  reflect  that  education,  of 
which  he  is  the  consistent  advocate,  is  most 
dangerous  in  a  community  whore  there 
are  grievances  to  redress.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  improvement  of  the  po- 
litical and  social  condition  of  mankind 
must  go  hand  in  hand,  or  education  alone 
will  only  cause  men  more  severely  to  feel 
their  political  degradation.  For  myself  I 
have  the  strongest  feeling  of  respect  for 
the  noble  Lord,  and  perfectly  agree  with 
him  that  reform  in  this  country,  to  be  safe 
and  constitutional,  must  be  gradual.  I  feel 
deep  gratitude  to  the  noble  Lord  for  the 
advances  made  in  civil  and  religious  liberty 
under  his  auspices;  but  if  there  be  any 
one  subject  calculated  to  interpose  between 
the  grateful  feeling  of  the  people  and  the 
noble  Lord,  and  to  make  them  oblivious  of 
his  meritorious  services,  it  is,  in  this  pro- 
gressive age,  that  he  should  attempt  to  ap- 
ply to  the  Reform  Bill  the  hateful  doctrine 
of  finality.  I  believe  the  noble  Lord  has 
disclaimed  that  doctrine;  but  it  is  indus- 
triously circulated  that  he  has  not.  The 
assumption  of  finality  for  any  measure,  is 
an  assertion  of  its  perfection;  and  the  as- 
sertion of  perfection  for  any  sublunary 
measure  whatever,  savours  of  arrogance 
and  presumption.  I  beg  distinctly  to  be 
understood  that,  in  laying  this  propo- 
sition before  the  House,  I  have  in  no  way 
been  induced  to  do  so  from  any  agitation 
on  the  subject.  I  am  aware  that  the  per- 
sons calling  themselves  Chartists,  consider 
the  ballot  one  of  the  points  of  their  Charter. 
I  consider  the  ballot  disgraced  by  their  ad- 
vocacy, because  I  have  ever  found  them  the 
propagandists  of  violence,  the  enemies  of 
reason,  and  the  opponents  of  all  reform 
but  that  included  in  their  own  peculiar  pro- 
ject; at  the  same  time  I  am  far  from  as- 
serting that  there  are  not  conscientious 
persons  to  be  found  amongst  them.  Sir,  I 
have  laid  this  important  question  before 
the  House  from  the  respect  I  entertain  for 
the  trading  and  industrial  classes  of  this 
country,  whose  welfare  is  deeply  concerned 
in  it,  and  who  suffer  severely  from  the  pre- 
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tent  electoral  system.  Will  the  House 
hesitate  to  take  off  the  chains  which  fetter 
those  men  who  have  lately  gone  through 
such  an  ordeal  ?  and  who  in  the  hour  of 
needy  with  convulsion  ahroad,  and  sedition 
at  home,  have  proved  by  their  loyal  and 
patriotic  conduct,  their  deep  devotion  to 
their  country — winning  for  their  order  im- 
mortal honour,  and  shedding  fresh  lustre 
on  the  land  of  their  birth  ?  I  am  not  asking 
yon  to  create  new  constituents,  but  I  im- 
plore you  to  do  justice  to  those  who  have 
sent  you  here.  Seek  no  longer  to  oppress 
them*— seek  no  longer  to  be  their  task- 
master—allow them  that  liberty  of  con- 
science and  aetion  which  in  your  own  in- 
stance you  prize  beyond  life;  and  as  the 
best  safeguard  of  the  Throne  is  to  be  found 
in  the  affections  of  the  people,  so  will  the 
'  best  security  for  the  institutions  of  your 
eountry  be  found  in  those  bonds  of  grati- 
tude which  you  will  weave  round  the  hearts 
of  your  fellow-countrymen  by  this  one  gra- 
cious act.  I  trust,  Sir,  then,  that  this 
House  will  pass  the  Resolution  which  1  now 
move— 

'*  That  it  is  expedient  in  the  Elections  for  Mem- 
ben  to  serve  in  Parliament,  that  the  votes  of  the 
ISleeton  be  taken  by  way  of  Ballot." 

Colonel  THOMPSON  seconded  the 
Motion.  He  said,  it  gave  him  great  plea- 
sure to  follow  the  hon.  Mover,  because  it 
removed  from  their  side  of  the  question  the 
charge  of  being  men  acting  in  defiance  of 
^e  unity  which  was  so  desirable  for  the 
country.  They  presented  themselves  as 
the  organs  of  no  insulated  party;  they  felt 
they  were  marching  under  their  proper 
i^cers,  and  rejoiced  in  the  union  with 
those  who  had  ancestral  connexions  and 
territorial  rights  to  pledge,  as  security  for 
not  engaging  in  anything  prejudicial  to  the 
safety  of  society.  He  would  take  the 
counsel  of  the  hon.  Mover,  and  not  go  into 
the  windings  of  the  question.  He  would 
attach  himself  to  one  argument  which  had 
been  advanced  from  high  authority  now 
before  them;  because  it  fell  in  with  the 
experience  of  his  life.  It  had  been  stated 
in  opposition  to  the  ballot,  that  the  exer^^ 
cise  of  the  franchise  was  a  duty.  With 
that*  he  and  his  friends  would  entirely 
close.  There  was  no  doubt  of  its  being 
both  a  duty  and  a  trust;  but  what  was  the 
inference  from  this  in  other  cases  ?  Both 
the  hon.  Mover  and  himself  well  knew, 
that  voting  as  a  member  of  a  court-martial 
was  both  a  duty  and  a  trust,  and  therefore 
-«^he  wanted  an  answer  to  that  therefore 
««-thja:efore  it  was  enacted  that  an  officer  j 


should  take  an  oath  not  to  disclose  the 
vote  or  opinion  of  any  member  of  the 
court;  and  in  the  case  of  a  medical  officer, 
in  certain  cases  the  obligation  was  speci- 
fically extended  to  not  disclosing  his  own. 
The  private  soldier,  then,  if  he  happened  to 
become  a  voter  in  his  native  borough,  was 
to  say,  •'  Here  were  my  officers  took  care 
to  be  sheltered  from  any  ill  consequences 
from  acting  honestly,  while  I  am  to  be  ex- 
posed  to  the  malevolence  of  any  powerful 
man  who  may  be  disposed  to  injure  me." 
The  great  secret  for  making  the  numerous 
classes  follow  their  leaders,  is  to  impress 
them  with  a  belief  in  the  justice  and  open- 
handed  fairness  of  those  they  are  to  follow; 
and  either  officer  or  civilian  who  breaks 
this  rule  will  end  by  discovering  the  con- 
sequence. Happily  at  this  moment  there 
is  no  wide-spread  quarrel  between  the  peo- 
ple and  their  Government.  It  was  from 
this  reason  that  the  celebrated  10th  of 
April  went  over  as  it  did;  and  in  a  later  in- 
stance, an  attempted  rebellion  has  passed 
away  like  a  morning  fog,  leaving  no  feeling 
in  the  country  so  strong  as  the  hope  that 
England  would  not  be  placed  behind 
France  in  the  exhibition  of  moderation 
after  resistance  was  at  an  end.  There  is 
in  truth  no  dissatisfaction  with  the  organic 
forms  of  our  Government.  The  monarchical 
principle  is  not  objected  to;  on  the  con- 
trary, modem  events  have  afforded  many 
proofs  that  we  were  better  as  we  are. 
There  is  no  jealousy  of  the  hereditary  aris- 
tocracy; on  the  contrary,  if  they  would 
only  lead  the  people  the  right  way,  the 
people  would  follow  them  in  preference. 
He  would  only  urge  one  more  point.  He 
should  like  to  know  how  much  any  ordi- 
nary man,  as  for  instance  any  ordinary 
Member  of  that  House,  was  to  gain  in  the 
aggregate  by  the  continuance  of  the  inti- 
midation desired  to  be  prevented.  There 
migh't  be  extraordinary  men  who  would 
say,  I  cannot  afford  to  see  my  neighbour's 
intimidation  put  down,  at  the  expense  of 
giving  up  my  own.  But  these  must  be 
rare  cases;  and  in  ninety-nine  instances 
out  of  a  hundred,  the  balance  of  intimida- 
tion was  a  thing  not  worth  fighting  for. 
With  these  views  he  would  earnestly  second 
the  Motion. 

Mr.  W.  FAGAN  vindicated  his  rever- 
end friend  Dr.  Murphy  from  the  animad- 
versions passed  upon  his  conduct  by  the 
hon.  Mover  in  this  question.  He  could  say 
that  considerable  exaggeration  had  existed 
as  to  the  transactions  previous  to  Kinsale 
election;  and  the  reverend  Doctor  had  never 
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practised  any  intimidation  whatever  to  in- 
duce the  voters  to  vote  for  Mr.  Watson; 
on  the  contrary,  he  had  never  spoken  to 
them  regarding  the  election  but  he  ear- 
nestly took  the  opportunity  of  impressing 
upon  them  the  solemn  duty  of  avoiding 
all  bribery  and  corruption. 

Mr.  p.  HOWARD  begged  to  offer  his 
humble  tribute  of  applause  for  the  inge- 
nuity displayed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Berkeley)  in  support  of  his  argu- 
ment ;  but  he  must  say  at  the  same  time 
that  he  could  not  depart  from  those  great 
constitutional  principles  which  had  recom- 
mended to  their  ancestors  the  principle  of 
open  voting.  He  thought,  widi  Grattan, 
that  national  justice  could  only  be  admin- 
istered through  the  power  of  public  opin- 
ion. A  trust  which  should  be  exercised 
for  the  benefit  of  the  whole  community 
should  be  exercised  under  responsibility, 
and  subject  to  the  safeguard  which  pub- 
licity offered.  Look  to  France  for  an  ex- 
ample of  the  consequences  of  secret  voting. 
Did  that  mode  of  voting  afford  a  safegua^ 
against  corruption?  It  was  not  tyranny 
which  led  to  the  recent  revolution  in  that 
country — it  was  the  progress  of  corrup- 
tion; and  he  would  maintain  that  under 
the  principle  of  open  voting,  the  power  of 
corruption  would  have  been  checked,  ow- 
ing to  the  appeal  which  could  have  been 
made  to  the  more  generous  sentiments  of 
human  nature.  For  himself,  he  must  say, 
that  no  man  could  detest  more  heartily 
than  he  did  that  system  of  intimidation 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  most  pro- 
perly held  up  to  public  reprobation;  and 
he  would  assert  that  those  persons  who 
were  guilty  of  such  practices  were  the 
worst  enemies  of  open  voting.  But  al- 
though there  might  be  some  persons  who 
acted  upon  such  utterly  unconstitutional 
and  reprehensible  principles,  yet  he  trusted 
he  might  say  that  the  great  majority  of 
Englishmen  were  not  open  to  the  accusa- 
tion. As  to  the  intimidation  of  trades- 
men, he  had  reason  to  believe  that  the 
man  who  openly  and  steadily,  and  without 
bitterness,  adhered  to  his  opinion,  seldom 
or  ever  lost  a  customer.  He  believed  that 
persons  who  had  displayed  bitterness  in 
upholding  their  opinions  had  suffered;  but 
as  regarded  the  borough  (Carlisle)  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  represent,  those 
tradesmen  who  openly  and  steadily  sup- 
ported their  opinions  were  respected,  and 
ultimately  lost  no  customers.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  concluded  by  expressing  his 
i»pinion,  that  if  the  number  of  the  electors 


was  increased  in  the  smaller  boroughs, 
less  temptation  would  exist  to  candidates 
to  resort  to  unconstitutional  practices. 
He  trusted  that  nothing  would  induce  the 
House  to  graft  such  an  exotic  as  the  bal- 
lot on  the  old  stem  of  the  English  consti- 
tution. 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  was  perfectly  in- 
different as  to  what  might  be  the  opinion 
of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  on 
this  question,  whether  it  was  for  or  against 
the  ballot.  He  was  resolved  to  give  a 
vote  neither  one  way  or  the  other.  He 
had  never  advocated  the  ballot,  and  he 
hoped  he  never  should  have  occasion  to 
ask  for  any  vote  to  be  given  to  him  in 
secrecy. 

Lord  D.  STUART  could  bear  testi- 
mony  to  the  accuracy  of  the  statements 
made  by  the  hon.  Mover  as  to  the  intimi- 
dation used  in  the  metropolis.  He  had 
always  felt,  however,  some  apprehension 
that  the  ballot  might  not  operate  so  effi- 
caciously as  its  greatest  admirers  seemed 
to  think.  He  was  afraid  that  the  ingeni- 
ous devices  of  those  who  were  determined 
to  be  corrupt,  would  be  such  as  to  evade 
the  operation  of  the  ballot.  But  when 
they  knew  how  great  an  amount  of  intimi- 
dation existed,  surely  it  was  their  duty  to 
endeavour  to  devise  some  measure  bj 
which  the  voter  might  be  protected. 

Mr.  URQUHART  said,  that  recent  ex- 
perience of  public  measures,  and  the  char* 
acter  of  public  men,  bad  tested  the  real 
value  of  past  reform.  If  they  were  to  go  on 
pottering  and  tinkering  with  our  institu- 
tions, raising  hopes  of  change  without  effect- 
ing any  practical  good,  but  doing  much  harm 
by  exciting  an  incessant  alarm  of  change, 
the  result  would  be  that  the  English  con- 
stitution would  become  a  caput  niortuum. 
With  a  reformed  House  of  Commons,  so 
called,  they  were  neglecting  the  real  busi- 
ness which  it  was  the  duty  of  the  House  to 
perform — the  control  of  public  men,  and 
the  reduction  of  needless  public  expendi- 
ture. The  arguments  he  had  heard  for 
the  ballot  only  established  a  conclusion 
which  he  had  long  ago  entertained,  that 
the  House  of  Commons  was  very  corrupt. 
The  hon.  Mover  had  adduced  an  argument 
for  his  scheme  from  the  form  of  election 
adopted  to  fill  up  the  place  of  the  apostate 
Apostle;  but  that  mode  of  election  had 
merely  been  used  because  it  was  the  cus- 
tom of  the  Greek  State  of  Judea;  but  the 
suffrage  of  the  Greeks  was  not  the  suf- 
frage of  Englishmen,  and  it  was  not  by 
such  arguments  that  the  opinions  and  prac- 
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tice  of  the  people  of  this  country  could  be 
regulated.  He  did  not  shrink  from  saying 
that  he  was  so  far  behindhand  as  to  ad- 
here to  the  old  opinion  that  the  ballot  was 
an  un-English  custom.  Arguments  in  fa- 
TOur  of  the  ballot  had  been  drawn  from 
social  practices  prevailing  in  this  country, 
and  reference  had  been  made  to  the  mode 
of  election  at  the  Carlton  and  other  clubs. 
But  it  was  strange  that  a  Gentleman  so 
well-informed  as  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
West  Biding  should  not  be  aware  that  the 
practice  of  the  ballot  was  fast  going  out  in 
those  yery  places,  and  that  in  the  Carlton 
it  had  been  quite  put  aside.  Did  not  the 
hon.  Gentleman  know,  that  in  all  the  clubs 
where  the  ballot  had  been  introduced,  ex- 
perience had  shown  that  it  could  not  go 
on;  and  that  the  fact  was  that  some  ten  or 
twelve  gentlemen  banded  together  did  as 
thej  liked,  and  ruled  the  whole  club  ?  And 
was  there  not  the  experience  of  America 
to  warn  us,  where,  so  far  from  purity  of 
election  bebg  the  result  of  the  ballot,  the 
reverse  was  the  fact  ?  The  hon.  Member 
eoncluded  by  exhorting  the  House  not  to 
be  led  away,  in  the  face  of  such  experience 
aa  they  possessed,  by  vague  theories  of 
reform. 

LoBD  J.  RUSSELL  :  I  think,  Su-,  it  is 
due  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  made 
this  Motion,  and  supported  it,  I  must  add, 
with  arguments  of  great  ability  and  inge- 
nuity, before  I  give  my  vote  contrary  to 
that  Motion,  to  state  some  of  the  gi-ounds 
which  induce  me  to  take  that  course.  I 
can  hardly,  however,  pretend  to  advance 
any  novelty,  because  it  has  been  my  fate 
to  speak  upon  this  subject  before.  I  will, 
however,  say,  and  I  consider  that  I  am 
supported  in  this  view  by  the  illustration 
advanced  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man who  seconded  the  Motion,  that  this  is 
a  proposal  to  make  the  exercise  of  the 
right  of  voting  an  act  in  direct  contradic- 
tion to  the  usual  policy  and  principles 
which  govern  this  our  Government  and 
conatitutioii.  That  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman remarked  that,  in  the  case  of  courts- 
martial,  the  members  of  the  tribunal  take 
an^oath  not  to  reveal  the  opinions  and 
votes  which  they  among  themselves  may 
give.  It  has,  no  doubt,  been  thought  re- 
quisite for  the  due  management  of  courts- 
martial,  and  for  the  preservation  of  military 
discipline,  to  introduce  that  rule  in  the 
proceedings  of  those  courts.  But  it  is  a 
special  rule,  a^ecting  those  military  bodies 
only,  and  is  at  variance,  with  that  general 
rule  which  governs  our  institutions;  and  it 


was  introduced,  as  I  imagine,  for  purposes 
special  to  the  discipline  of  the  Army  and 
Navy  of  this  country.  I  do  not  deny  that 
such  a  provision  may  be  right,  and  may  be 
necessary  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining 
military  discipline — for  the  purpose  of  in« 
suring  military  obedience — and  for  the  pur- 
pose of  insuring  a  due  subordination  to  mi- 
litary authority.  But  what  I  say  is  this — 
I  do  not  stand  here  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
troducing into  the  general  practice  of  our 
constitution  those  special  rules  which  are 
necessary  for  purposes  of  military  disci- 
pline and  subordination,  but  which  are  not 
necessary  to  preserve  the  open  and  free 
spirit  of  English  institutions.  And  look- 
ing, therefore,  to  the  example  of  that  open 
and  free  spirit,  I  do  not  find  that  there  is 
any  instance  in  our  political  institutions  in 
which  secrecy  is  made  the  rule.  In  the 
first  place,  you  have  trials  in  our  courts  of 
law;  and  it  is  thought  advisable,  nay,  it  is 
thought  necessary,  for  the  due  administra- 
tion of  justice,  that  your  courts  of  law 
should  be  open;  the  witnesses  appear,  and 
they  give  their  testimony  in  public;  the 
Judge  delivers  his  opinion  in  public,  before 
the  court — before  the  assembled  people— 
with  reporters  present  to  take  down  every- 
thing, he  says;  and  if  the  jury  do  some- 
times deliberate  in  secret,  yet  their  votes 
must  be  publicly  known,  because  their 
finding  must  be  the  unanimous  verdict  of 
twelve  men.  Therefore  in  courts  of  jus- 
tice publicity  is  the  rule.  I  can  under** 
stand,  indeed,  that  an  argument  might  be 
used,  running  somewhat  in  this  manner; 
and  if  you  introduce  your  principle  of  se- 
crecy into  the  right  of  voting,  I  do  not 
know  but  such  an  argument  would  have 
its  force  and  effect — that  it  would  be  bet- 
ter that  juries  should  not  be  subject  to  in-^ 
timidation  in  the  discharge  of  their  duties; 
that  the  Judge,  to  give  full  opportunity  for 
deciding  justly  and  impartially,  should  not 
become  obnoxious  to  public  censure;  and 
that,  therefore,  trials  at  law  should  be  se- 
cret. That  might  be  an  argument  fairly 
used;  but  it  would  be  an  argument,  as  I 
conceive,  opposed  entirely  to  the  genius 
and  spirit  of  our  institutions.  Then,  when 
our  representatives  deliberate  in  this  place, 
although  at  one  time  it  was  thought  that 
this  House  ought  not  to  permit  the  pre- 
sence of  strangers  ;  and  although  for  a 
long  period  of  years  strangers  were  not 
admitted,  and  the  deliberations  of  this 
House  were  only  partially  and  imperfectly 
known;  yet,  as  the  spirit  of  freedom  gained 
ground,  and  as   our  institutions  became 
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more  popular,  it  was  asserted  and  insisted 
upon,  and  $nallj  obtained,  that  the  deli- 
berations of  this  and  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  should  be  public.  And,  again, 
it  was  not  until  comparatively  lately  known, 
unless  by  private  memoranda  and  notes 
that  might  be  taken  by  individual  Mem< 
hers,  what  were  the  votes  of  particular 
Members  upon  the  subjects  decided  upon 
in  this  House.  But  an  hon.  Friend  of 
mine  thought  it  advisable  to  propose  that 
the  votes  of  every  Member  of  this  House 
should  be  known,  and,  to  that  end,  should 
be  regularly  taken  down  by  the  officers  of 
the  House,  and  printed  with  the  Votes; 
and  after  some  struggling  my  hon.  Friend 
succeeded  in  his  attempt,  so  that  the  votes 
of  every  man,  upon  every  subject,  are  now 
known  to  the  whole  country.  So,  again, 
in  this  example,  it  is  an  argument  that 
might  be  used  that  the  proceedings  in  this 
House  would  be  more  fairly  and  impartially 
conducted,  and  that  Members  would  have 
a  better  opportunity  of  consulting  their 
own  consciences  and  free  judgments,  if 
they  were  not  exposed  to  that  public  ani- 
madversion and  that  imputation  upon  mo- 
tives which  are  the  consequences  of  their 
votes  being  publicly  known.  But,  not- 
withstanding any  such  argument,  you  have 
decided,  and,  as  I  believe,  rightly  decided, 
that  publicity  shall  be  the  rule  of  your 
voting,  and  that  it  is  far  better  than  se- 
crecy; that  every  man  should  be  able  to 
stand  up  and  defend  his  vote — ^that  he 
shall  not  deny  any  vote — but  that  he  shall 
give  it  publicly  and  openly  according  to  his 
opinions.  Then  I  say  that  what  is  now 
proposed  is  at  variance  with  the  governing 
spirit  of  our  constitution.  The  popular 
spirit  of  our  institutions  is  that  all  these 
deeds,  that  the  exercise  of  every  political 
trust,  shall  be  carried  on  in  the  face  of 
the  country  and  in  the  face  of  day.  But 
now  you  say  that  there  shall  be  an  ex- 
ception, and  that  that  exception  shall  be 
with  regard  to  the  constituent  body  of  the 
people.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  brought 
forward  this  Motion  makes  no  proposal  for 
any  alteration  in  the  number  of  electors; 
he  leaves  the  state  of  the  representation 
open  to  the  charge  made  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman near  him  (Mr.  Hume),  that  only 
one  in  seven  of  the  adult  male  population 
has  the  right  of  voting.  Therefore  the  hon. 
Mover  proposes  to  place  in  the  power  of 
this  proportion  of  the  community — this  one- 
seventh  of  the  adult  male  population — the 
power  of  electing  Members  of  Parliament 
uncontrolled  by  any  knowledge  of  their 


proceedings,  by  any  exercise  whatsoever  of 
public  opinion;  and  completely  (if  the  ob- 
ject could  be  effected,  and  I  will  deal  with 
that  point  afterwards)  in  secret.  So  this 
one-seventh  of  the  adult  male  population  of 
the  kingdom  is  to  be  endowed  with  what 
the  constitution  of  Venice  enjoyed,  a  se- 
cret and  despotic  power  over  idl  the  affairs 
of  the  realm.  Because,  be  it  observed  that 
the  electors  of  this  country  are  ultimate 
judges  with  respect  to  any  political  changes 
that  may  be  made,  or  any  political  mea- 
sures that  may  be  adopted.  Whatever 
may  be  the  wishes  of  the  Crown,  or  what- 
ever may  be  the  opinions  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  such  are  the  powers  vested  in  this 
House,  that  if  the  Crown,  having  no  re- 
source but  to  dissolve  Parliament,  were  to 
appeal  to  the  great  body  of  electors,  and 
that  great  body  of  electors  were  to  send 
representatives  to  this  House  in  favour  of 
a  particular  change,  or  of  a  particular 
measure,  there  is,  so  long  as  the  House  of 
Commons  retains  the  whole  power  of  the 
supplies,  ai^d  holds  the  purse  of  "the  nation 
in  their  hands,  no  force  in  the  constitution 
that  I  am  aware  of  which  can  resist  the 
will  of  the  electors  as  expressed  by  a  large 
and  decided  majority  of  those  elected  by 
them  in  Parliament.  But  if  this  power  be 
great — if  it  be  in  fact  the  ultimate  and  su- 
preme power  of  deciding  upon  the  destinies 
of  this  country — so  much  the  more,  I  think, 
should  you  be  cautious  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  that  power  is  exercised;  and  while 
you  say  that  everything  else  shall  be  open 
and  public — a  distinguishing  feature  of  our 
modem  free  constitution  from  any  of  the 
institutions  of  ancient  republics — while  you 
say  this,  so  much  the  more  should  you  be 
cautious  how  you  make  a  change  by  which 
this  supreme  and  despotic  power  shall  be 
exercised  in  secret,  without  any  public 
opinion  to  review  it,  and  according  to  the 
mere  will  and  caprice  of  those  in  whose 
hands  it  is  vested.  In  democratic  States  I 
can  understand  that  they  may  say  the  only 
thing  to  be  done  is  to  ascertain  which  is 
the  majority,  and  if  they  choose  to  exercise 
the  power  of  so  doing  in  secret,  then  they 
should  have  that  privilege.  But  suclvgis 
not  the  nature  of  your  present  constitution. 
It  is  that  very  circumstance — ^imputed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  as  a  fault 
to  your  institutions — that  it  is  only  a  se- 
lect body,  a  portion  of  the  people  of  this 
country,  who  possess  the  elective  franchise, 
which  renders  th&t  franchise  a  trust  reposed 
in  them  which  they  are  bound  to  exercjse 
for  the  benefit  of  the  whole  community. 
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How,  then,  can  that  trust  he  exercised  in 
a  manner  roost  conducive  to  the  good  of 
that  community?  I  say  it  will  be  exer- 
cised best  if  votes  are  given  publicly — if  a 
man  ia  obliged  to  give  his  name,  and  say 
openly  whether  he  votes  for  the  one  side  or 
the  other,  and  is  obliged  to  stand  by  his 
act.  At  the  same  time  I  do  not  deny  that 
there  is  great  force  in  some  of  the  objec- 
tions which  have  been  urged  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  with  great  address.  He  has 
laid  great  stress  upon  the  intimidation  and 
corruption  which  occur  under  our  present 
mode  of  voting.  There  are  undoubtedly 
great  defects;  but  at  the  same  time  it 
.would  not  be  for  the  sake  of  defects  or  on 
account  of  abuses  that  I  would  surrender 
a  great  principle — that  principle  being  one, 
moreover,  which  I  consider  an  essential 
and  a  vital  principle  in  the  constitution. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  says  that, 
in  a  certain  case  at  Bristol,  he  had  a  great 
many  promises  made  to  him,  and  that  his 
opponents  said  they  would  turn  100  of  the 
votes  the  other  way,  and  that  they  did  turn 
50  of  them,  some  by  corruption,  and  some 
by  intimidation.  Well,  no  doubt  that  was 
a  very  great  loss  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member,  and  it  was  very  disgraceful  to 
those  who  were  concerned  in  the  transac- 
tion. But  the  question  is  whether,  sup- 
posing, in  order  to  stop  those  abuses,  we 
are  determined  to  try  this  new  method  of 
TOting,  and  sacrificing  all  the  advantages 
of  the  present  system,  by  a  certain  me- 
chanism, contrived  by  some  ingenious  car- 
penter, who  should  make  a  kind  of  box  for 
Toting  by  ballot,  we  should  thereby  secure 
completely  the  benefit  of  purity.  I  do  not 
believe  that  practically  you  would  obtain 
that  object.  I  believe  that,  by  some  means 
or  other,  persons  would  be  able  to  turn 
the  votes  of  electors,  and  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  would  still  find  that  those 
who  had  promised  him  their  votes  would 
Tote  against  him.  I  do  not  think  it  fol- 
lows, as  is  argued  by  the  advocates  of  the 
ballot,  that  those  men  who  had  received  a 
certain  sum  of  money,  and  who  had  for 
that  money  promised  their  votes  to  some- 
body, would,  under  the  system  of  the  ballot, 
vote  against  the  person  from  whom  they 
had  received,  or  expected  to  receive,  that 
Bum  of  money.  I  believe,  as,  according 
io  the  old  proverb,  **  There  is  honour 
•amongst  thieves,*'  that  the  same  principle 
of  honour  holds  amongst  men  who  are 
bribed,  and  that  if  they  have  received  5L 
ox  ^01.  to  vote  a  certain  way,  they  will  be- 
have handsomely,  as  they  term  it,  and 
VOL.  C.    {]X\ 


will  vote  for  that  party.  But,  generally, 
my  belief  is,  that  there  is  no  contrivance  or 
ingenious  method  of  taking  votes  by  which 
you  can  change  the  habits  of  the  people. 
This  is  not  a  theory,  I  believe  it  is  a  fact. 
I  do  not  believe  that  a  man  who  has  been 
corrupted  would  say,  *'  I  am  a  blue,"  or 
**  I  am  a  yellow,**  or  any  other  colour 
which  is  the  symbol  of  party,  or  "I  am  a 
Whig**  or  *'  a  strong  Tory,"  and  thus  en- 
deavour to  deceive  every  body,  to  keep  the 
favour  of  his  landlord  or  his  customer,  and 
then  change  at  the  moment  of  voting,  and 
give  his  vote  in  direct  contradiction.  I  do 
not  think  that  this  is  the  English  charac- 
ter, and  that  is  the  meaning  of  those  per- 
sons who  say  that  the  vote  by  ballot  is 
un-English."  I  do  not  think  that  it  is 
part  of  the  English  character,  in  the  midst 
of  the  excitement  of  an  election,  and  the 
talk  of  the  market-place — I  do  not  think 
it  is  the  English  character,  in  the  midst 
of  all  this,  for  a  man  to  profess  what  he 
does  not  feel,  and,  after  making  declara- 
tions of  the  course  he  intended  to  pursue, 
to  vote  in  direct  contradiction  to  it;  and  I 
believe  that  if  persons  took  the  pains  to 
find  out  the  vote  which  was  given,  it 
would  always  be  discovered,  and  never 
could  J)e  disguised  ;  and,  therefore,  there 
would  be  always  some  kind  of  intimidation, 
or  some  kind  of  influence,  used  at  elections; 
so  that  I  believe,  that  whilst  you  would  sa- 
crifice a  good  principle,  by  resorting  to 
secrecy,  you  would  not  obtain  the  object 
you  sought ;  that  in  spite  of  all  this  con- 
cealment and  all  this  ambiguity,  there 
would  be  some  means  found  of  attaining 
the  same  result ;  that  there  would  be  the 
same  influence,  the  same  corruption,  and 
the  same  intimidation,  as  at  present.  I 
know  that  it  was  the  opinion  of  Lord 
Spencer  (who  voted  for  the  ballot,  believ- 
ing that,  if  the  people  wished  for  the  bal- 
lot, they  ought  to  have  it),  that  the  result 
of  elections  under  the  ballot  would  be  the 
same  as  now.  But  if  the  result  would 
be  the  same,  surely  this  is  no  sufficient 
ground  for  adopting  such  a  change  in  our 
institutions.  But  I  think  that  those  who 
advise  the  adoption  of  the  ballot  as  a  judi- 
cious change  in  our  institutions,  ought  to 
show  us  some  instance  in  some  other  coun- 
try in  which  the  ballot  has  been  in  use,  and 
has  proved  beneficial ;  they  ought  to  adduce 
some  kind  of  example  and  precedent  to 
guide  us.  Now,  I  am  not  aware  of  any 
such  example  in  ancient  history,  nor  any 
writer  of  good  atuhority,  in  favour  of  the 
ballot.  It  is  unnecessary,  and  would  be 
2S 
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pedantic,  to  cite  passages,  and  none  could  *  entirely  different  case.  In  that  < 
be  cited  which  has  not  been  referred  to  in  Toter  is  to  choose  between  two  persons  of 
previoos  discussions.  The  representatire  one  side  of  political  principles,  and  two  ott 
system  of  Venice  has  been  cited  as  an  ex-  the  other — I  assume  that  there  are  four 
ample;  but  there  was  a  series  of  elections  candidates — the  question  is  not,  as  in  the 
in  which  the  choice  was  bj  ballot — ^fiye  or  ^  other  case,  whether  the  Toter  woold  like 
six  different  elections — a  body  choosing  45,    to  associate  with  them  as  joint  membefs 


and  45  choosmg  9,  and  9  choosing  15,  so 
that  nobody  should  know  how  his  rote 
could  bear  upon  the  ultimate  election. 
But  this  was  a  case  of  extreme  secrecy, 
and  of  an  extreme  aristocratic  despotism. 
In  the  case  of  France,  the  example  of  the 
ballot  is  not  calculated  to  encourage  any 
one  to  adopt  that  system  of  voting.  There 
is,  again,  the  example  of  the  baJlot  com- 
bined with  uniyersal  suffrage  in  the  United 
States  of  America;  but  no  one  who  under- 
stands the  effect  of  this  mode  of  voting  in 
the  United  States  of  America,  can  have 
any  doubt  that  it  is  attended  with  corrup- 
tion, and  influence,  and  treating,  and  a 
most  disgraceful  system  of  combination, 
which  places  power  in  the  hands  of  a  few 
parsons.     I  have  heard  of  a  little  set  of  |  member  of  a  clnb ;  it  is  a 


of  a  clnb,  but  whether  they  are  proper 
persons  to  represent  his  political  opinions 
in  Parliament.  It  is  a  thing  vefj  well  un- 
derstood, that  a  voter  at  an  election  will 
say  to  a  candidate  who  canvasses  him, 
"  You  are  a  person  for  whom  I  have  a 
great  respect,  but  I  have  promised  my 
vote  to  your  opponent;  you  and  I  have 
always  been  on  the  best  tenns  together, 
and  I  have  no  personal  aeqoaintanee  with 
your  opponent ;  bat  I  know  his  political 
opinions,  and  they  are  mine,  whilst  yovrs 
are  the  reverse  of  mine ;  be  wiD  represent 
my  sentiments  on  political  sobjects,  and 
therefore  I  will  give  him  my  vote,  and  not 
you."  No  man  would  take  oienee  at  tkb; 
and  therefore  it  is  not  like  the  case  of  a 


of  pnblie 
duty  and  public  trust  to  be  exerased  in 
the  great  councils  of  the  countfy,  1  hold 
that  the  cases  are  not  at  aH  paraBd.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  has  told  ns  of  an 
example  of  a  sacred  kind  in  the  choiee  of 
an  AposUe.  I  need  only  rder  to  this  ex- 
ample in  order  to  observe  that  I  bdieve  it 
was  not  a  question  in  which  a  dioiee  was 
made  by  a  majority  and  a  minority,  hot  of 
two  persons  one  was  chosen  by  lot  as  hong 
a  mode  of  interpreting  ^  will  of  Heaven. 
Upon  the  whole  subject  I  dBffer  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman  in  his  proposition.  His 
may  be,  I  bold  that  the  two  examples  of .  proposition  is  not  to  move  lor  leave  to 
chooMtiig  representatives  and  electing  mem-  \  bring  in  a  BiD,  and  to  go  thrm^  the 


seven  men  controlling  the  votes  of  40,000 
or  50,000  persons;  and  I  am  aware  of 
nothing  in  the  example  of  the  United 
States  of  America  which  should  induce 
me  to  think  that  we  should  make  {i  good 
(5ban;;e  by  adopting  their  system.  An  hon. 
Gentleman  behind  me  referred  one  day  to 
iUa  pra<;tice  of  the  clubs  of  London,  and 
charitable  and  other  institutions,  and  he 
rafitrred  particularly  to  the  Carlton  Club. 
The  hou.  Gentleman  who  spoke  last  has 
deniiid  that  the  ballot  is  practised  in  the 
Garlton    Club.      Hut   whatever  the    fact 


haru  u(  olufitt  are  entirely  different.  In  a 
<iluti,  coimiKting  of  200  or  300  persons, 
when  a  member  is  elected,  the  question  is 
not  wUiiiUer  he  sliall  be  the  sole  represen- 
tative of  the  club,  or  whether  he  or  another 


various  stages  of  the  BiD,  and  to  futshlinh 
by  law  a  new  mode  of  voting  lor  Members 
of  Parliament,  but  that  a  lesohnion  should 
be  passed  saying  that  such  a  change  is  ex- 
pedient. But  the  change  can  only  be  made 


slmll  represent  the  club;   but  whether  he   by  a  law  assented  to  by  Paihainent;  and 


be  a  companion  with  whom  the  club  would 
like  to  ttbsociato,  and  with  whose  conver- 
nutluu  tlioy  would  be  likely  to  be  pleased; 
and  whether  or  not,  for  tncse  reasons,  he 
tiliould  be  cboben  a  member  of  the  clnb. 
Now,  in  the  firHt  place,  it  is  not  a  very 
greut  (iibtinctioa  to  bo  chosen  as  one  of 
hniiU  a  feoeietv  of  300  or  400  persons;  and. 


I  think,  therefore,  that  it  is  very  inexpedient 
to  pass  such  a  resolution,  introdneing  a 
particular  mode  of  voting,  whilst  at  the 
same  time  the  hon.  Member  has  not  pro- 
posed any  Bill,  which  should  pass  thiXNigh 
its  various  stages,  by  whidi  sa^  a  chai^ 
b  to  be  effected.  That  change  must  be 
effected  by  a  Bill,  which  would  have  to  be 


uii  tUii  other  band,  it  is  not  very  agreeable  discussed  upon  its  second  reading,  when 
in  tbe  feeliiigtt  of  gontlomen  to  vote  openly  the  House  would  dedde  whether  they  would 
i,n  micb  till  ofiottbioii  fis  that  against  an  in-  agree  to  the  change.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
fliyidiml,  hikI  to  suy  they  do  not  choose  to  man^s  proposal  to  enter  upon  the  journals 
kAAHi.UUi  w'n\i  him.  Hut  the  case  of  an  a  resolution  that  it  is  expedient  that  the 
$iiiM\mi  of  i4  Moiuber  of  Parliament  is  an  j  voting  for  the  election  of  Memben  of  Par- 
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liament  should  be  bj  ballot,  is  not  very 
consistent  with  the  usage  of  Parliament, 
and  can  be  attended  with  no  public  advan- 
tage. If  the  hon.  Member  follows  bis  re- 
Bolution  up  by  a  Bill,  I  should  oppose  that 
Bill,  considering  that  the  change  would  be 
injurious  and  not  advantageous  to  the  com- 
munity. It  would  be  a  change  by  which 
we  should  profess  to  depart  from  that 
openness  ana  publicity  which  forms  a  part 
of  our  institutions,  and  to  adopt  secrecy  in 
the  discharge  of  one  of  the  most  important 
fonetions  of  our  civil  polity.  It  would, 
moreorer,  be  a  change  which  would,  I 
ihink,  utterly  fail  in  its  effect,  for  you 
oonld  not  by  a  mere  rule  of  law  make  so 
great  a  change  in  the  open,  manly,  and 
unresenred  habits  of  the  people  of  this 
ooantry.  But  I  do  not  tbink  the  change 
would  be  merely  nugatory.  I  think  if  you 
adopt  this  scheme,  and  find  it  fail,  discover- 
ing that  corruption  still  prevailed,  and  in- 
timidation was  rife,  I  think  it  would  be 
■aid  that  the  change  had  failed  because  it 
had  not  been  accompanied  by  other 
diaages,  and  that  it  would  be  necessary  to 
adopt  other  changes  as  a  complement  to 
ihu.  Then  it  is  admitted  tbat  the  change 
of  TOting  by  ballot  would  not  alone  be  suf- 
fieient.  If  such  is  tbe  case,  I  think  it  far 
better  that  we  should  have  such  a  proposi- 
tion as  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trote,  and  I  am  not  one  who  finds  fault 
with  the  mode  in  which  that  hon.  Member 
introduced  his  Motion.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  said,  let  there  be  a  change  in 
the  franchise,  and  let  there  be  vote  by 
ballot.  If  such  be  the  understanding,  you 
■honld  have  all  the  changes  proposed  at 
once  before  you.  I  beg  Gentlemen  who 
are  about  to  vote  in  favour  of  this  Motion 
to  look  at  the  changes  which  are  now 
avowed ;  that  this  change  is  only  with  a 
Tiew  of  producing  other  changes;  but  what 
those  changes  are,  and  what  their  charac- 
ter— whether  household  suffrage  or  uni- 
Tersal  suffrage — I  do  not  know.  Noticing 
this  avowal,  I  conclude  the  few  observa- 
tions I  have  offered  to  the  House  by  ad- 
vising the  House  not  to  adopt  the  propo- 
aition  as  it  stands,  but  to  vote  against  it. 

Ma.  COBDEN  reminded  the  noble  Lord 
that  when  Mr.  Hume  brought  forward  his 
Motion,  he  was  censured  for  including  so 
many  changes  in  it.  The  noble  Lord  now 
firand  fault  with  the  ballot  because  it  was 
calculated  to  give  to  one-seventh  of  the  peo- 
1^  the  power  of  the  Venetian  oligarchy;  but 
were  those  who  wished  to  extend  the  suf- 
frage beyond  the  seventh  of  the  population 


to  be  answered  by  that  argument?  He 
viewed  the  question  of  the  ballot  with  less 
interest  than  he  did  twelve  years  ago. 
Had  it  been  adopted  at  that  time  it  would 
have  done  much  to  put  an  end  to  that  cor- 
ruption in  the  boroughs  and  subserviency 
in  the  counties  which  they  had  now  to  de- 
plore; but  it  was  now  too  late  to  remedy 
the  evil,  excepting  by  an  infusion  of  new 
blood  into  the  constituency.  He  believed 
the  ballot  was  the  best  mode  of  taking 
votes  in  this  or  any  country;  and  he  should 
vote  for  the  question  by  itself  as  he  had 
done  when  it  was  proposed  in  connexion 
with  others,  because  he  believed  a  large 
portion  of  the  electors  were  favourable  to 
it.  The  question  must  be  on  its  last  legs 
when  no  better  answer  could  be  advanced 
against  it  than  that  which  they  had  heard 
from  the  noble  Lord.  The  noble  Lord  be- 
gan by  saying  that  secret  voting  was  con- 
trary to  the  open  and  free  constitution  of 
the  country.  It  was  true  the  mode  of  elec- 
tion was  open;  but  would  the  noble  Lord 
tell  him  it  was  free  ?  The  noble  Lord  had 
referred  to  the  practice  in  the  courts,  and 
had  quoted  the  case  of  the  jury  giving 
their  verdict  in  open  court;  but  that  was 
an  unfortunate  analogy,  for  though  the 
jury  must  be  unanimous  when  it  convicted, 
it  was  not  necessary  that  it  should  be  so 
when  it  did  not,  nor  were  the  votes  of  each 
juror  published.  Then,  as  to  the  grand 
jury,  which  was  the  first  tribunal,  that  was 
altogether  a  secret  tribunal.  In  Scotland, 
too,  when  the  verdict  depended  on  the  ma- 
jority, there  was  no  publicity  of  the  votes 
of  the  jurors.  He  denied  that  the  judge 
who  tried,  or  the  witnesses  who  gave  evi- 
dence, ever  incurred  obloquy,  as  the  noble 
Lord  had  inferred,  on  account  of  the  judg- 
ment and  evidence  given  in  a  court  of  law; 
but  no  class  of  voters  was  free  from  the 
obloquy  which  open  voting  brought  on  the 
electors.  Still  less  was  the  noble  Lord 
happy  in  the  analogy  he  had  drawn  from 
the  proceedings  of  that  House.  The  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  were  sent  there  to  per- 
form, by  delegation,  certain  duties  for  their 
constituents,  and  they  were  held  respon- 
sible for  their  acts;  or  why  were  they  sub- 
ject to  periodical  election  ?  And  how  were 
the  constituencies  to  form  a  judgment  upon 
them  if  they  did  not  know  what  they  had 
done  ?  But  were  the  electors  responsible 
to  non-electors?  If  they  were,  then  the 
non-electors  must  be  competent  to  judge 
of  the  way  in  which  the  trust  was  exer- 
cised; and  this  was  an  argument  for  ex- 
tending the  franchise  to  them.  But  the 
2S2 
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fact  was  they  were  responsible  not  to  the 
non-electors,  but  to  the  Marquesses  of  Exe- 
ter and  the  patrons  of  the  boroughs.  The 
noble  Lord  appeared  to  forget  the  theory 
of  the  constitution  he  lauded  so  much.  The 
theory  was,  that  every  freeman  and  house- 
holder should  be  entitled  to  vote.  The 
noble  Lord  argued  that  with  the  ballot  we 
could  not  maintain  our  institutions,  and 
then  he  went  on  to  show  that  the  ballot 
would  effect  but  little  change.  Then  where 
was  the  great  objection  ?  It  came  back  to 
this,  that  the  effect  would  not  be  merely 
negative,  but  that  it  would  create  a  de- 
mand for  the  extension  of  the  suffrage. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the  case 
of  the  East  India  Company,  where  the 
election  of  the  Directors  who  governed 
100,000,000  of  men  was  taken  by  the 
ballot.  With  regard  to  foreign  countries, 
the  ballot  was  adopted  in  almost  all  Conti- 
nental countries  where  the  representative 
system  of  government  prevailed;  but  he 
would  not  admit  the  analogy  of  countries 
fifty  years  behind  our  own  in  habits  of  self- 
government.  If  an  analogy  was  to  be 
drawn,  he  would  take  the  New  England 
States,  and  he  would  ask  what  had  been 
the  result  of  the  ballot  there  ?  In  every 
one  of  those  States  it  had  been  adopted, 
and  was  in  full  force.  He  denied  that  cor- 
ruption prevailed  at  the  elections  in  the 
United  States.  There  was  but  little  chance 
of  corruption  in  a  country  where  universal 
suffrage  was  the  rule — wages  were  high, 
land  cheap,  fortunes  were  nearly  equal, 
and  the  emoluments  of  the  Government 
low.  The  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the 
cases  of  Carlisle  and  Stafford  as  showing 
the  necessity  for  the  ballot  in  this  country; 
and,  referring  to  the  speech  of  Mr.  Urqu- 
hai^,  said  he  had  at  all  events  redeemed 
the  pledge  he  said  he  had  given  to  his  con- 
stituents, that  he  would  be  in  Parliament  un- 
like all  other  Members.  So  honestly  had  the 
hon.  Gentleman  carried  out  his  promise  of 
agreeing  with  nobody,  that  he  ought  to  be 
elected  free  of  expense  the  next  time  he 
offered  himself  as  a  candidate.  But  it  was 
not  so  much  for  the  boroughs  as  the  coun- 
ties that  he  wished  to  see  the  ballot  in 
operation.  It  was  a  question  of  vital  im- 
portance to  the  county  constituencies,  for 
he  believed  if  they  possessed  the  ballot  they 
would  send  some  of  the  best  representa- 
tives that  the  country  could  afford  to  that 
House.  How  many  contests  for  counties 
had  there  been  at  the  last  election  ?  That 
was  a  good  test  of  the  independence  of  the 
county  voters;  for  if  they  found  in  coun- 


ties with  5,000  or  6,000  or  7,000  nominal 
electors  on  the  list  that  there  was  no  con- 
test in  nine-tenths  of  them,  they  might 
make  up  their  minds  that  the  election  was 
settled  by  six  or  seven  gentlemen  sitting  at 
a  comfortable  fireside.  Indeed,  Lord  Stan- 
ley, with  that  frankness  which  distin- 
guished his  character,  told  them  that  the 
election  was  a  question  of  acres,  and  that 
they  had  only  to  find  out  the  politics  of  the 
great  proprietors  to  ascertain  the  person 
to  be  elected.  If  county  Members  would 
only  tell  the  House  what  they  knew  from 
their  own  experience  of  county  elections, 
what  tales  would  they  not  hear!  In  1835, 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment stated  that  when  he  was  a  candi- 
date for  Devonshire,  some  of  his  own  com- 
mittee, who  had  promised  him  their  votes, 
were  obliged  to  vote  against  him.  He  had 
seen  at  the  election  for  Lancashire  in  1837 
persons  in  the  Ormskirk  district  coming  up 
to  vote  with  blue  ribbons,  who  at  the  pre- 
vious election  marched  up  in  yellow  colours. 
In  1841  the  colour  was  probably  changed 
again,  if  the  property  had  changed  hands 
in  the  interim.  The  farmers  were  marched 
up  like  so  many  cattle  decked  for  the 
shambles.  He  wanted  to  see  the  farmer 
class  in  this  country  men  of  more  cha- 
racter, dignity,  and  self-respect  than  they 
ever  could  be  under  so  degrading  a  prac- 
tice. It  was  for  the  sake  of  the  counties, 
therefore,  in  particular,  that  he  wished  to 
see  the  ballot  carried  into  effect.  He  did 
not  believe  that  the  ballot  could  be  carried 
alone  now;  but  he  found  in  the  arguments 
adduced  against  it  additional  reasons  for 
the  changes  proposed  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Montrose.  He  was  glad 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Bristol  had 
brought  the  subject  of  the  ballot  before  the 
House,  because  it  answered  the  cavils 
brought  against  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend.  The  decision  of  the  House,  if  ad- 
verse to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bristol,  would  add  one  to  that  catalogue  of 
decisions  during  this  Session,  which  showed 
the  want  of  harmony  between  the  legisla- 
tion of  that  House  ancl  the  opinions  of  the 
great  body  of  the  people;  and  would  tend, 
amongst  other  things  which  they  now  wit- 
nessed, to  bring  about  that  change  in  the 
representation  which  the  noble  Lord  so 
much  deprecated,  but  which  be  thought 
would  be  for  the  interest  of  the  country, 
and  absolutely  necessary  to  enable  them 
to  get  out  of  that  dead  lock  in  legisla- 
tion to  which  the  present  system  had 
brought  them. 
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Mr.  HENLEY  had  heard  a  good  many 
speeches  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
spoke  last,  and  never  had  heard  one  which 
more  surprised  him  than  the  address  just 
delivered.  The  hon.  Member's  course  had 
latelj  been  somewhat  eccentric,  and  lacked 
the  steadiness  which  formerly  belonged  to 
bis  character.  The  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
altogether  to  forget  the  principles  of  the 
constitution,  though  he  had  been  reminded 
of  tbem  by  the  noble  Lord,  who  remembered 
tbem  much  better.  He  thought  it  was  for 
the  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Friends  to 
show  the  advantages  that  were  to  accrue 
to  the  country  from  the  use  of  the  ballot, 
80  opposed  as  it  was  to  the  constitution 
and  habits  of  the  people  of  this  country;  but 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  done  that,  and 
had  passed  very  lightly  over  the  continent  of 
Europe.  The  statements,  however,  which 
the  hon.  Member  previously  made,  were  to 
the  effect,  that  there  would  be  no  distur- 
bances, trouble,  or  discontent  in  the  coun- 
tries of  the  Continent.  [Mr.  Cobden  :  I 
said  nothing  of  the  kind.l  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  least  mentionea  France.  He  had 
told  the  House  that  the  ballot  was  to  be 
found  in  every  constitutional  country  of  the 
world;  but  he  had  not  explained  the  advan- 
tages to  be  derived  from  that  institution. 
In  Russia,  perhaps,  he  would  say  that  it 
had  been  productive  of  the  best  effects; 
and  if  hereafter  we  should  have  the  bene- 
fits of  a  very  liberal  Government,  England 
might  probably  suffer  under  a  tyramiy  as 
severe  as  any  that  prevailed  in  Russia. 
The  hon.  Member  went  to  America,  and 
though  he  said  he  was  not  a  republican, 
yet  he  enlarged  upon  the  great  advantages 
to  be  derived  from  a  republican  form  of 
government.  The  hon.  Member  did  not 
attempt  to  show  the  House  any  one  single 
advantage  which  America  derived  from  the 
use  of  the  ballot.  The  noble  Lord  said 
that  there  was  a  good  deal  of  corruption  in 
America,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  denied 
that  Btaten\.ent;  but  it  was  for  the  House 
to  decide  which  party  was  likely  to  be  the 
better  informed  on  that  matter.  The  hon. 
Member,  referring  to  the  small  salaries  of 
the  President  and  other  official  persons 
in  the  United  States,  did  not  say,  but 
wished  it  to  be  inferred,  that  where  this 
was  the  case  there  could  not  be  much 
bribery;  but  the  hon.  Member  might  have 
recollected,  what  had  certainly  been  pub- 
licly stated — how  truly  he  could  not  say — 
that  there  was  more  chaffering  of  offices, 
and  more  sweeping  away  of  all  public  offi- 
cers,   down   to  the   very   doorkeepers,   in 


America,  on  every  change  of  government, 
than  in  any  other  country;  and  that  had 
an  effect  in  influencing  men's  minds  as 
well  as  bribery.  It  was  not  because  there 
might  be  some  allegations  of  a  few  cases 
of  intimidation  that  the  country  should  be 
called  on  to  make  a  great  change  in  its 
constitution,  unless  the  advocates  of  the 
change  could  demonstrate  that  great  public 
beneflt  would  be  the  result.  The  hon. 
Member  said,  that  it  was  not  at  all  for 
the  boroughs  but  for  the  counties  that 
he  wanted  this  change.  It  was  most 
natural,  on  the  one  hand,  that  the  hon. 
Member  should  make  this  attack  on  the 
county  constituencies;  and  on  the  other, 
most  barefaced,  because  a  public  society 
with  which  the  hon.  Member  was  supposed 
to  be  intimately  connected,  if  he  was  not 
its  founder,  had  been  occupied  for  many 
years  in  creating  what  in  common  parlance 
were  called  faggot  votes — that  was>  votes 
made  for  a  special  political  purpose.  He 
(Mr.  Henley)  supposed  that  a  good  hdd  was 
kept  upon  all  these  votes;  and  therefore  it 
was  rather  strange  that  the  hon.  Member 
should  get  up  and  assail  with  sweeping 
and  degrading  charges  the  whole  of  the 
county  constituencies.  Men  who  were 
base  enough  to  coerce  and  bribe,  would,  if 
the  ballot  were  established,  not  be  found 
wanting  in  the  means  of  discovering  how 
parties  might  have  voted;  and  thus  they 
would  still  retain  the  power  of  coercing 
the  voters.  The  ballot,  so  fkr  from  giving 
security  to  any  person,  would  only  spread 
corruption  wider  without  affording  the 
means  of  discovering  it,  and  would  deprive 
the  House  of  instituting  any  scrutiny  into 
corrupt  proceedings  at  elections. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  agreed  that  if  voting  by 
ballot  should  not  be  really  secret  voting,  a 
great  deal  of  mischief  would  be  the  result; 
but  he  was  satisfied  that  it  could  be  made 
secret,  and  that  it  would  produce  much 
benefit.  The  noble  Lord  said  that  the 
supporters  of  the  ballot  were  bound  to  show 
where  it  had  worked  well.  Now,  he  (Mr. 
Muntz)  was  prepared  to  say  that  it  worked 
well  in  the  Netherlands,  to  the  satisfaction 
of  all  classes  and  interests.  What  cause 
was  there  to  prevent  that  which  was  well 
done  in  the  Netherlands  from  being  well 
done  in  this  country  ?  The  ballot  was 
said  to  be  un-English.  What  was  meant 
by  that  ?  He  was  as  open  and  as  English 
as  any  man  in  his  dealings;  but  still  he 
should  not  think  it  necessary  to  publish  all 
his  transactions  in  the  market-place.  It 
was  not  reasonable  or  wise  to  expose  the 
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whole  truth  at  all  times,  xlt  was  said, 
too,  that  the  ballot  was  against  the  spirit 
of  the  constitution.  What  was  meant  bj 
that  ?  The  constitution  was  really  the 
laws  of  the  country  as  they  existed  for  the 
time  being;  but  the  constitution  was  al- 
tered every  week  and  every  day  by  that 
House.  He  protested,  then,  against  the 
constitution  being  made  the  peg  on  which 
to  hang  objections  against  all  improvements 
that  might  be  proposed.  He  could  state 
that  in  Birmingham,  out  of  7,000  electors 
there  were  1,000  who  now  declined  to  ex- 
ercise the  franchise,  on  the  ground  that 
their  pecuniary  interests  had  suffered  in 
consequence  of  the  votes  they  had  given 
on  former  occasions.  In  his  opinion  every 
elector  should  have  an  opportunity  of  vot- 
ing without  any  other  person  knowing  how 
he  had  voted;  and  he  would  therefore  give 
his  support  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bristol. 

Mr.  page  wood  considered  this  to 
be  one  of  the  most  important  Motions  that 
had  been  submitted  to  the  House  during 
the  present  Session.  The  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  had  said  that 
the  principle  of  the  constitution  had  always 
been  open  voting;  and  he  had  observed 
that  if  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bristol  were  adopted,  a  new  principle  would 
be  introduced.  Before  the  passing  of  the 
Reform  Bill,  it  was  of  very  little  conse- 
quence what  the  principle  of  voting  was; 
but  since  the  adoption  of  that  measure,  by 
which  Parliament  declared  that  they  would 
place  confidence  in  the  mass  of  the  people, 
it  was  only  right  that  they  should  protect 

)  people  in  the  exercise  of  their  privi- 
leges. He  thought  the  House  would  feel, 
looking  to  the  events  which  had  lately 
occurred  in  Europe,  that  they  could  no 
longer  delay  a  decision  upon  this  question, 
**  Are  you  disposed  to  trust  the  people,  or 
are  you  not  disposed  to  trust  them  ?  *  He 
could  scarcely  believe  that  the  statement 
of  the  advantages  of  an  open  style  of  voting 
had  been  seriously  made.  Were  the  drunken 
voters  who  walked  noisily  to  the  poll  with 
music  and  flags  the  real  constituency  of 
England  ?  No  ;  the  real  constituency  of 
England  consisted  of  those   electors  who 

d  been  trained  to  self-government  in 
vestries  and  municipal  corporations,  and 
fho  exercised  their  privileges  quietly  and 
leliberately;  and  these  were  the  persons 
fhom  he  wished  to  protect  in  the  free  ex- 
pression of  their  opinions.  He  alluded  to  the 
middle  classes — take,  for  instance,  the  shop- 
keepers of  towns.      He  represented  a  city 


(Oxford)  where  the  influence  exercised  upon 
those  classes  had  been  most  grievously  felt; 
and  it  was  notorious  that  a  similar  influence 
had  been  largely  exercised  in  the  town  in 
which  the  sister  university  was  situated. 
He  had  regretted  to  hear  the  noble  Lord, 
in  speaking  of  the  evil  influences  of  secret 
voting,  ask  whether  they  were  to  trust  this 
great  and  irresponsible  power  to  the  will 
and  caprice  of  electors  who  voted  in  secret? 
He  (Mr.  Wood)  considered  that  the  term 
*'  caprice  '*  was  one  which  ought  not  to  be 
applied  to  those  to  whom  Parliament  had 
entrusted  the  franchise.  The  absence  of 
responsibility  in  the  electors  had  been  re- 
ferred to;  but  to  whom  were  they  to  be 
responsible  ?  It  had  been  said  they  were 
responsible  to  the  non-electors.  This 
argument  could  be  proved  to  be  falla- 
cious by  a  simple  dilemma.  Were  tboee 
non-electors  capable  of  forming  and  ex- 
pressing an  opinion  or  not?  He  pre- 
sumed the  House  considered  that  Uiey 
were  not,  because  they  were  excluded  from 
voting.  What,  then,  was  the  sort  of  in- 
fluence they  were  to  exercise  ?  It  would 
be  only  the  influence  of  democracy  in  its 
most  brutal  form,  and  from  such  inflaence 
the  voter  would  be  protected  by  the  ballot; 
but  if  the  non -electors  were  persona  the 
weight  of  whose  opinions  ought  to  be 
brought  to  bear  upon  the  electors,  surely 
they  were  persons  who  ought  themselves 
at  once  to  be  called  forth  as  an  additional 
body  of  electors.  The  real  influences  which 
were  now  brought  to  bear  upon  the  electors 
were,  first,  the  influence  of  bribery  and 
corruption;  and,  next,  the  influence  of  in- 
timidation, which  affected  not  only  shop- 
keepers, but  also  a  large  and  numerous 
class  of  tenantry.  He  held  in  his  hand 
the  report  of  the  Committee  which  had 
been  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  case  of 
the  borough  of  Stamford;  and  although 
that  Committee  stated  that  none  of  the 
charges  relatmg  to  the  Marquess  of  Exe- 
ter's direct  interference  at  the  tune  of  the 
last  election  had  been  proved,  and  that  no 
facts  had  been  proved  beyond  the  eject- 
ment of  tenants  in  1830  and  1847,  yet  he 
was  glad  to  find  that  the  Committee  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that,  looking  at  the 
fact  of  one-third  of  the  constituency  being 
tenants  of  the  Marquess  of  Exeter,  and  to 
the  fact  that  foui-teen  ejectments  had 
been  served  upon  tenants  in  1830,  and 
sixteen  in  1847,  an  undue  influence  had 
thereby  been  made  to  operate  upon  the 
constituency.  But  if  there  was  this  influ- 
ence upon  the  whole  constituency,  what 
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must  have  been  the  influence  over  that 
one-third?  The  question,  after  all,  came 
to  this,  whether  the  constituency  were  to 
be  trusted  ?  He  would  say,  trust  the  peo- 
ple of  England;  be  straightforward  with 
them;  put  your  whole  case  before  them; 
have  no  reserve;  and  you  have  nothing  to 
fear  in  regard  to  the  overthrow  of  Govern- 
ment. What  an  instance  we  had  of  their 
rallying  round  the  cause  of  order  on  the  10th 
of  April !  In  France,  the  Assembly  elect- 
ed by  ballot  even  upon  a  universal  suflrage, 
was  favourable  to  the  restoration  of  order. 
VHiere  the  people  were  free,  it  was  of  no 
use  attempting  to  govern  them  except  by 
persuading  them  that  you  were  in  the 
right,  and  honest  in  desiring  their  welfare. 
Let  the  noble  Lord  throw  himself  uppn  the 
whole  people  of  England  in  the  same  gal- 
lant and  hearty  manner  in  which  he  threw 
#  himself  upon  the  constituency  of  London. 
Mb.  NAPIER  agreed  that  the  true  way 
to  deal  with  the  people  of  England  was  to 
be  frank  with  them,  and  fair  and  above- 
board;  they  were  a  generous,  open,  manly, 
independent  people,  and  therefore  worthy 
of  being  entrusted  with  an  open  franchise 
to  be  openly  exercised.  But  their  virtues 
were  derived  from  their  conduct  being  al- 
ways public.  They  were  frank  because 
they  had  open  voting.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  West  Riding  (Mr.  Cobden)  had  al- 
hided  to  America;  he  (Mr.  Napier)  had 
foufnd  that  hon.  Member  a  bad  prophet,  a 
bad  historian,  and  apparently  his  allusions 
to  the  present  time  were  bad  also.  He 
had  in  his  hand  a  pamphlet  in  which  it 
was  stated  that  "  Old  John  Randolph,  the 
American  orator,"  being  asked  one  day 
whether  the  ballot  prevailed  in  Virginia, 
answered,  that  he  scarcely  believed  they 
had  such  a  fool  as  to  propose  it;  that  it 
would  make  a  nation  scoundrels  if  it  did 
not  find  them  so.  The  English  consti- 
tution knew  no  such  thing  as  an  English- 
man discharging  a  public  trust  or  duty  in  a 
secret  manner  known  only  to  himself.  In 
the  case  of  juries,  which  had  been  alluded 
to,  each  man  knew  his  fellow's  mind,  and 
the  world  knew  the  opinion  of  all.  Could 
it  be  pretended  that  there  were  no  public 
duties  that  we  were  bound  to  discharge 
under  the  constitution,  which  it  might  be 
ineonvenient  and  injurious  to  our  private 
interest  to  discharge  ?  Why  not,  at  this 
rate,  shut  up  all  the  avenues  by  which  the 
proceedings  of  the  House  became  public  ? 
Why  not  have  vote  by  ballot  in  the  House? 
It  might  save  a  man  from  the  frown  of  the 
Minister.     But  in  that  House  men  acted 


under  the  influence — the  genial  influence— 
of  public  opinion;  and  when  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  would  have  the  noble 
Lord^hrow  himself  upon  the  people,  he  but 
meant  that  he  should  harmonise  his  pro* 
ceedings  with  sound  public  opinion.  The 
vote  by  ballot  was  inconsistent  with  the 
British  constitution. 

Mr.  C.  p.  VILLIERS  would  trouble 
the  House  with  only  one  or  two  remarks, 
in  consequence  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin ;  who  seemed  to 
think,  as  well  as  his  Friends  around  him, 
that  he  had  answered  and  disposed  of  the 
very  able  and  impressive  speech  just  de- 
livered by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  city 
of  Oxford  (Mr.  Wood).  He  (Mr.  Villiers) 
could  not  allow  that  impression  to  go  forth. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Napier)  said,  that  when  the  Member  for 
Oxford  described  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try as  frank,  spirited,  and  independent, 
that  he  had  put  himself  out  of  court,  as 
this  character,  according  to  his  (Mr. 
Napier's)  judgment,  had  been  formed 
under  the  institutions  and  mode  of  acting 
directly  opposed  to  the  spirit  and  purpose 
of  the  proposition  before  the  House.  Now 
he  (Mr.  Villiers)  agreed  entirely  in  those 
qualities  which  had  been  ascribed  to  the 
people  of  this  country.  He  agreed  that 
they  were  spirited  and  independent;  but 
that  had  shown  themselves  so,  by  pre- 
cisely doing  before  what  they  were  now 
doing,  in  calling  upon  this  House  to  pass 
this  measure,  or  some  equally  effect- 
ive for  its  object.  It  was  just  because 
the  people  of  this,  country,  when  they  be- 
came conscious  of  some  great  evil  or 
abuse,  that  they  neither  tamely  submitted 
to  it,  nor  helplessly  believed  it  to  be  in- 
curable, that  they  had  earned  the  charac- 
ter the  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  them. 
They  were  now  fully  aware  of  the  extent 
to  which  bribery  and  intimidation  were 
carried  on  at  the  elections,  and  that  no 
remedy  had  been  devised  for  the  evil;  they 
will  now  not  endure  it  longer;  and  they  do, 
as  they  have  ever  done  before,  insist 
upon  the  known  and  proved  abuse  being 
abated.  They  believe,  moreover,  that  this 
is  the  remedy,  and  that  it  is  effective  in 
other  cases  where  men  would  otherwise 
abuse  the  powor  which  open  voting  confers 
upon  them.  Now,  then,  for  what  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  considers,  no  doubt, 
were  his  conclusive  replies  to  the  argu- 
ments opposed  to  him.  His  (Mr.  Villiers') 
hon.  Friend   the   Member  for  the  West 
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Riding,  had  alluded  to  those  States  in 
America,  where  the  hallot  was  in  force — 
where  slavery  did  not  exist — and  where 
those  lived  who  represented  our  people  in 
race  and  hahit  more  than  in  other  States; 
and  showed  that  it  answered  well,  that  the 
people  were  at  least  satisfied  with  it,  that 
nohody  had  ever  thought  of  abolishing  it; 
and  the  hon.  Member  thinks  he  gives  a 
sufficient  reply  to  that  example,  by  quoting 
Mr.  Randolph's  opinion  against  the  ballot, 
who  was  speaking  of  his  own  State,  name- 
ly, Virginia,  where  slavery  had  always  ex- 
isted, and  where  the  slaveholders  consti- 
tuted an  oligarchy,  and  were  extremely 
tenacious  of  their  power;  in  fact,  showing 
that  wherever  a  system  that  was  unjust, 
immoral,  or  inhuman,  was  to  be  main- 
tained, there  the  rich  people  felt  the  incon- 
venience of  the  ballot,  and  wanted  more 
complete  control  over  the  will  and  the  vote 
of  those  under  and  about  them  by  open 
voting.  Then  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, by  a  singular  confusion,  objects  to  the 
unfairness  of  any  reference  to  the  jury 
system,  and  contends  that  the  circum- 
stances are  by  no  means  similar ;  but  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  aware  that  no 
friend  of  the  ballot  had  referred  to  the 
jury  system,  where  people  do  not  decide 
matters  by  ballot,  but  that  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  London  had  mentioned  it 
as  one  of  those  instances  where  men  acted 
well  without  this  protection  of  the  ballot; 
and  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
West  Riding  himself  complained  of  the 
reference,  contending  that  it  was  not  a 
parallel  case;  and  this  really  was  the  sum 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member's  speech, 
which  seems  to  have  pleased  his  friends  so 
much  ;  and  he  (Mr.  Villiers)  thought  that 
something  rather  more  satisfactory  in  the 
way  of  argument  was  required  to  shake 
the  excellent  speech  of  the  Member  for 
Oxford.  The  fact  was,  nobody  denied 
that  the  tendency,  if  not  the  effect  en- 
tirely, of  the  ballot  was  to  stop  bribery, 
intimidation,  and  the  expense  at  elections 
— nobody  avowed  that  these  evils  ought  to 
continue,  and  all  professed  their  eager- 
ness, and  niany  wore  actually  propounding 
measures  of  another  kind,  at  this  moment, 
to  stop  them.  The  argument,  then,  found- 
ed OH  the  incompetency  of  the  voters  to 
jndgc  of  public  questions,  or  decide  on  the 
fittest  candidates,  was  not  in  place  here  ; 
for  that  was  an  argument  for  leaving  things 
as  they  were,  and  not  attempting  to  check 
by  any  means  those  corrupt  influences  whicli 
^prevented  the  exercise  of  an  honest  or  un- 


biassed judgment.  But  when  they  were  told 
not  to  adopt  the  ballot,  because  it  would 
make  the  constitution  more  democratic, 
that  was  assuming  that  the  ballot,  as  a 
mechanical  contrivance,  would  succeed  in 
enabling  the  voter  to  exercise  his  privilege 
as  he  though^  best.  But  if  the  fallacy  of 
this  objection  was  obvious,  then  it  was  at- 
tempted to  resist  the  ballot  on  the  totally 
opposite  ground,  namely,  that  it  would  not  be 
quite  successful ;  and  it  was  then  admitted 
that  open  voting  was  an  evil,  that  serious 
evils  followed  if  a  man's  vote  was  known; 
but  that  the  ballot  was  not  the  way  to  pro- 
tect him.  Then  this  objection  was  supported 
by  showing  that  by  some  ingenious  device, 
or  some  system  of  social  torture,  the  truth 
would  be  screwed  out  of  a  voter,  and  there- 
by an  approximation  would  be  made  to  that 
objectionable  system  that  exists  at  pre- 
sent, and  that,  if  a  man's  vote  was  once 
known,  he  would  be  exposed  to  all  the  evils 
which  tyranny  or  coercion  could  inflict 
upon  him.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Villiers)  could 
not  help  thinking  that  the  best  way,  after 
all,  of  resisting  the  ballot,  would  be  the 
candid  one,  and  fairly  to  state  that  of 
course  it  would  be  more  effective  for  its 
purpose  than  any  other  scheme  known;  but 
that  at  present,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  city  of  Oxford,  said.  Gentlemen  op- 
posed to  it  were  afraid  of  the  unbiassed 
judgment  of  the  electors.  Now,  he  did  not 
deny  that  opinions  had  been  broached  out 
of  doors  of  late,  that  might  give  a  colour  of 
reason  to  this  objection,  and  people  might 
think  that  it  was  important  to  leave  to 
property  all  the  influence  of  whatever  kind 
which  it  could  obtain;  but  he  firmly  be- 
lieved that  wild  doctrines,  such  as  he  re« 
ferred  to,  were  only  honestly  or  dishonestly 
entertained  by  a  very  small  number  of  peo- 
ple, and  that  if  they  appeared  to  prevail 
among  large  numbers  assembled  together, 
it  was  owing  to  men  being  under  the  in- 
fluence of  fear,  or  from  sympathy  with 
those  around  them,  and  that  if  left  to  their 
independent  judgment,  they  would  not  ap- 
prove of  or  act  upon  them.  However,  ho 
(Mr.  Villiers)  knew  well  that  people  of  pro- 
perty were  supposed  to  be  much  more  con- 
servative than  people  who  were  without 
property.  [Laitghter,]  Hon.  Gentlemen 
who  laughed,  however,  ought  to  be  ready 
to  show,  that  the  real  advantage  that  fol- 
low from  that  would  not  equally  attend  the 
system  that  was  proposed,  as  the  present 
one.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Mover,  had  ap- 
plied himself  to  this  point,  in  order  to 
show     that    property,    always    respected 
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in  this  country,  always  exercising  its  in- 
fluence upon  men's  minds,  would  have  all 
that  was  valuable  in  that  influence,  under 
the  ballot;  and  he  had  quoted  an  eloquent 
passage  from  one  of  Mr.  Grote*s  speeches 
on  this  subject,  to  show  that  the  natural 
and  legitimate  influence  of  property  would 
not  be  affected  by  the  change;  and,  on 
the  contrary,  would  then  be  no  longer 
confounded  with  the  corrupt  and  impro- 
per use  of  it  which  occurred  at  present. 
There  would  doubtless  be  this  material 
difference,  that  whereas  a  candidate  now, 
however  ignorant,  corrupt,  or  unprinci- 
pled himself,  can  if  he  have  only  pro- 
perty enough  feel  pretty  sure  of  his  re- 
turn to  Parliament ;  he  (Mr.  Villiers) 
verily  believed,  that  under  the  ballot, 
though  the  man  of  property  would  be 
preferred,  yet  that  without  character, 
and  without  some  previous  reputation,  he 
would  never  feel  sure  of  success;  and 
probably  these  latter  qualifications  in  the 
eandidate,  would,  in  general,  be  insisted 
upon ;  and  he  (Mr.  Villiers),  for  one, 
could  not  see  the  great  mischief  of 
that.  In  fact,  he  believed  that  one 
of  the  greatest  changes  effected  by  the 
ballot  would  be  that  upon  the  candidate, 
and  thereby  upon  the  Member  of  this 
House;  and  he  knew  no  more  important 
eonsideration :  at  present,  when  a  man 
entered  the  field  as  a  candidate,  he  knew 
that  the  votes  were  to  be  given  openly, 
and  if  he  had  property  or  great  territo- 
rial influence,  or  any  of  the  accidents  of 
fortune  in  his  favour,  that  he  could  pretty 
■urely  rely  upon  becoming  a  Member  of 
this  House.  Now,  be  (Mr.  Villiers)  did 
not  hesitate  to  say  that  if  the  electors  were 
known  to  give  their  votes  freely,  and  without 
immediate  hope  or  fear  from  so  giving  them, 
that  this  would  not  be  the  case.  A  can- 
didate would  feel  this  before  he  presented 
himself  to  a  constituency,  and  would  be 
under  the  necessity  of  being  able  to  point 
to  his  previous  character  or  reputation  to 
insure  his  election.  And  this  would  not 
only  strike  a  man  when  he  felt  the  desire 
at  the  moment  to  be  returned,  but  would 
operate  upon  him  early  in  life,  at  least 
upon  those  who  were  bom  to  station  and 
wealth.  A  seat  in  the  Legislature  is  ge- 
nerally desired  by  persons  of  influence  in 
this  country;  and  it  would  be  felt  to  be 
amongst  the  conditions  of  obtaining  that 
position  .that  a  candidate  must  deserve  the 
esteem  of  his  fellow-citizens.  Now,  he 
did  not  hesitate  to  say,  that  under  the 
present  system  that  was  not  the  im- 
pressioh  which   prevailed  ;  but  that  if  a 


man  inherited  property,  or  acquired  pro- 
perty himself,  that  one  of  its  advantages, 
in  his  mind,  was,  that  whenever  he  chose 
it,  he  could,  in  some  way- owing  to  that 
circumstance,  get  into  Parliament;  and  he 
6aid  that  this  arose  from  an  impression 
that  there  was  always  some  constituency, 
independently  of  other  circumstances,  to  be 
bought  or  coerced  into  giving  a  man  of 
fortune  a  seat.  Now,  he  asked,  if  a  man 
thought  that  the  Legislature  was  more  re- 
spectably or  usefully  composed  from  this 
circumstance;  or  whether  it  would  not  be 
for  the  advantage  of  the  aggregate  body, 
if  intellect  and  character  were  allowed  to 
enter  more  into  the  consideration  of  those 
who  had  to  choose  the  Members,  than  it 
had  at  present  ?  He  firmly  believed  that 
there  was  no  prepossession  in  the  minds 
of  men  for  a  bad  man,  and  against  a  good 
man,  nor  in  such  a  country  as  this  was 
there  any  difficulty  in  discovering  what  a 
man  who  put  himself  forward  was;  he  be- 
lieved, therefore,  that  if  men  acted  as  they 
liked,  in  the  great  majority  of  cases  they 
would  prefer  the  good  man  to  the  bad  one; 
and  that  it  would  be  therefore  perfectly 
safe  to  rest  it  on  no  higher  ground  than 
doing  what  they  preferred,  to  leave  to  a 
community  like  theirs  the  free  and  un- 
biassed choice  0^  their  representatives. 
They  must  reme^bber,  also,  that  though 
the  argument  is  generally  against  coercion 
from  above,  ai)d  by  men  of  wealth  and  sta- 
tion, yet  there  was  another  influence  to 
which  the  hon.  Mover  had  already  re- 
ferred, and  that  came  from  below  :  there 
was  such  a  thing  as  terror  from  actual 
violence,  or  indeed  tyranny  very  like  that 
which  is  used  now  by  greater  people,  in 
coercing  tradesmen  to  vote  as  their  cus- 
tomers directed.  This  was  not  an  influence 
less  likely  to  be  manifested  in  future  than 
it  had  been,  but  perhaps  the  contrary : 
the  lesson  had  been  taught — ^he  believed  it 
would  be  extensively  acted  upon.  There  was 
another  advantage  resulting  from  making 
candidates  more  dependent  upon  the  good 
opinion  of  the  people,  and  that  was  that  it 
gave  people  of  wealth  the  greatest  possible 
inducement  to  educate  the  people;  and  there 
was  a  great  want  of  some  influence  of  that 
kind.  The  people  were  much  neglected, 
and,  in  many  respects,  in  a  degraded 
state;  and  there  was  a  great  want  of 
something  to  excite  the  upper  and  wealthy 
classes  to  make  greater  efforts  for  tlie  edu- 
cation and  instruction  of  those  who  were 
lower  than  themselves  in  the  social  scale.  It 
was  right  that  the  wealthy  classes  should 
feel  there  was  some  danger  if  they  did  not 
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apply  themselves  to  the  instruction  of  their 
poorer  brethren;  and  they  would  not  feel 
this  danger  as  they  ought  to  do  unless  the 
ballot  were  adopted.  At  all  eyents  it  must 
be  admitted  that  what  occurs  now  in  the 
choice  of  Members  was  degrading  to  Par- 
liament; and  further,  that  those  practices 
that  had  been  so  often  pointed  to  as  so 
pernicious  and  objectionable,  never  were 
carried  to  a  greater  extent  than  they  were 
at  the  last  election ;  and  he  asked  if  it 
was  right  that  the  House  should  separate 
without  one  effort  being  made  to  check  or 
prevent  them.  He  believed  that  this 
House  could  not  leave  the  evil  untouched 
in  the  present  day,  without  losing  its  weight 
and  authority  in  the  country — than  which 
he  knew  no  greater  evil;  and  when  he 
considered  how  the  system  threw  the  Le- 
gislature into  the  hands  of  the  extremely 
rich,  or  those  who  made  everything  depend 
upon  rousing  and  exciting  the  passions  and 
prejudices  of  the  people,  he  could  not  but 
regard  it  as  extremely  unsafe.  The  pre- 
sent expense  of  obtaining  and  maintaining 
a  seat,  consequent  upon  open  voting,  was 
such  that  no  man  of  limited  means  could 
really  aspire  to  a  seat,  unless  the  circum- 
stances were  very  peculiar.  He  had  not 
overlooked  the  old  arguments  in  favour  of 
the  present  system,  which  he  knew  were 
plausible  enough:  such  as,  that  under  the 
present  system  the  majority  of  the  House 
were  men  of  property,  and  that  under  no 
system  can  the  country  be  so  safely  go- 
verned, as  when  the  people  of  property 
are  dominant;  and,  after  all,  that  the  bal- 
lot, if  it  did  not  produce  evil,  could  only 
promise  them  a  result  of  which  they  were 
already  at  present  assured  of.  But,  he 
contended,  that  the  men  of  property  ob- 
tained their  seats,  now,  under  a  system 
that  demoralised  the  people,  and  that  shook 
altogether  the  confidence  of  the  people  in 
the  morality  or  superior  character  of  per- 
sons who  pretended  to  legislate  for  the 
country.  There  was  an  inconsistency  in 
men  who  had  spent  their  thousands  in  cor- 
rupting or  debauching  sections  of  the  com- 
munity, coming  to  this  House  and  pretend- 
ing great  solicitude  for  the  religion  and 
morals  of  the  people.  It  was  not  trusted, 
and  people  smiled  when  the  piety,  or 
honesty,  or  benevolence  of  this  House  was 
in  question.  It  was  well  known  that  the 
way  in  which  a  man  spends  his  3,000^.  or 
5,000?.  in  getting  into  this  House  was  in 
corrupting  and  demoralising  so  many  fami- 
lies in  a  constituency:  by  asking  some — for 
a  bribe — to  break  faith  with  somebody;  or 
threatening  others  with  ruin  if  they  voted 


as  their  conscience  directed  them.  It  was 
known,  moreover,  that  by  degrees,  and 
after  many  contests,  a  borough  became 
criminal  in  its  general  character  where 
these  practices  prevail;  and  he  had  heard 
it  observed,  that  at  the  assizes  the  worst 
characters  usually  came  from  some  of 
the  borough  towns  ;  and  he  knew  that 
the  morals  of  some  places  that  used  to 
send  Members  to  that  House,  had  been 
greatly  improved  since  they  had  been  dis- 
franchised. He  said,  then,  that  they  were 
paying  too  high  a  price  for  men  of  property 
alone  to  sit  in  that  House,  if  that  was  to 
be  attained  only  by  vice  and  crime;  and  he 
believed  that  under  the  ballot  Members  as 
conservative,  and  higher  in  the  important 
qualifications  for  legislators,  would  be  re- 
turned. He  was  not  there  to  contend  that 
the  ballot  was  a  perfect  system;  and  ho 
was  ready  to  admit  that  he  wished  they 
could  dispense  with  it,  and  that  any  means 
equally  effectual  could  be  devised;  but  as 
he  knew  of  no  other  so  likely  to  succeed  in 
checking  the  vices  and  evils  of  the  present 
system,  and  believing  that  they  ought  not, 
aft^r  the  disclosures  of  this  year,  to  part 
without  proposing  some  change,  he  cordi- 
ally gave  his  vote  for  the  Resolution  of  his 
hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  H.  BERKELEY  replied.  The 
noble  Lord  had  objected  that  this  was  not 
a  Bill,  but  a  resolution.  Now,  he  (Mr.  H. 
Berkeley)  only  wished  to  obtain  the  assent 
of  the  noble  Lord  to  a  resolution;  for,  if 
he  could  do  that,  he  had  no  doubt  that  a 
Bill  would  soon  follow.  He  had  observed 
the  working  of  the  ballot  in  America,  and 
he  must  confess  he  had  never  known  of 
any  thing  like  intimidation,  or  had  heard 
of  any  thing  like  a. bribe  in  that  country. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  86;  Noes 
81:  Majority  5. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Anderson,  A. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C.  F. 
Bernal,  R. 
Bouverie,  hon.  E.  P. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Bright,  J. 
Brock  lehurst,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brown,  W. 
Clay,  J. 
Clay,  Sir  W. 
Cobden,  R. 
Collins,  W. 
Dawson,  hon.  T.  V. 
Devereux,  J.  T. 
Divett,  E. 


Duncan,  G. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Evans,  Sir  De  L. 
Fagan,  W. 
FoY.  W.  J. 
Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T. 
Glyn.  G.  C. 
Greene,  J. 
Grenfell,  C.  W. 
Hastie,  A. 
Headlam,  T.  E. 
Henry,  A. 
Ileywood,  J. 
HUl,  Lord  M. . 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hume,  J. 
Humphery,  Aid. 
Kershaw,  J. 


M. 


1269 


Bankruptcy  Bill, 


{Aug.  9 J 


Bankruptcy  Bill, 


1270 


Lofke,  J. 
Lasbington,  0. 
M'CuUagh.  W.  T. 
M*Gregor,  J. 
MftDgles,  R.  D. 
Milner,  W.  M.  E. 
IfitoheU,  T.  A. 
Morris,  D. 
Mowatt,  F. 
Muitz,  O.  F. 
Korrejs,  Sir  D.  J. 
Hfngent,  Lord 
O'Brien,  T. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Osborne,  R. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Paget,  Lord  G. 
Pearson,  C. 
I'eohell,  Capt. 
Peto,  S.  M. 
Pigott,  F. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Power,  Dr. 
Baphael,  A. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Ricardo,  0. 


Rice,  £.  R. 
Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Salwey,  Col. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Spearman,  II.  J. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Tancred,  H.W. 
Tenison,  E.  K. 
Thompson,  G. 
Thomely,  T. 
Townshend,  Capt. 
Tynte,  Col, 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Wakley,  T. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Westbead,  J.  P. 
WiUcox,  B.  M. 
Williams,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  W.  P. 

TELLERS. 

Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F. 
Thompson,  Col. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Anttey,  T.  C. 
AriLwright,  G. 
Ashley,  Lord 
Baldwin,  C.  B. 
Bentinok,  Lord  G. 
Biroh,  Sir  T.  B. 
BoariM,  R.  S. 
Bowles,  Adm. 
Broadley,  H. 
Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Bnrrell,  Sir  C.  M. 
Garew,  W.  P.  H. 
Chaplin,  W.  J. 
Codrington,  Sir  W. 
Coles,  U.  B. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H.  L. 
Govrtenay,  Lord 
Gowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Cubitt,  W. 
Denison,  J.  £. 
Dodd,  G. 
I>ancaft,  J. 
Bonne,  F.  P. 
East,  Sir  J.  B. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Edwards,  H. 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
FitzGerald,  W.  R.  S. 
FitiPatrick,  rt.  hn.  J.W. 
Floyer,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 

Forester,  hon.  G.  C.  W. 
Fox,  S.  W.  L. 
Frewen,  0.  H. 
Gaskell,  J.  M. 
Gladstone,  rt.hon.  W.E. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Granby,  Marq.  of 
Grey,  R.  W. 
HaU,  Col. 
Uamilton,  G.  A. 


Heald,  J. 
Heathcote,  G.  J. 
Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hobhouse,rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Howard,  P.  U. 
Howard,  Sir  R. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Lacy,  H.  C. 
Law,  hon.  C.  E. 
Legh,  G.  C. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Masterman,  J. 
Maunsell,  T.  P. 
Moody,  C.  A. 
Morgan,  0. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Noel,  hon.  G.  J. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmerston,  Visct, 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Plowden,  W.  H.  C. 
Price,  Sir  R, 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Rumbold,  C.  E. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Sandars,  G. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Shclbume,  Earl  of 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Somerset,  Capt. 
Stuart,  H.  G. 
Urquhart,  D. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Wellesley,  Lord  C. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 

TELLERS. 

Henley,  J.  W. 
Napier,  J. 


Adjourned  at  Twelve  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP  COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  August  9,  1848. 

MiiruTsa]  Pubuo  Bills. — !<>  Tolention  Aet  Amend- 
ment. 

I  so   Bankruptcy ;    Provident  Associations  Fraud  Preven- 
tion. 
Rtported,—Stotk  in  Trade  Exemption. 
30  and  passed:— London  (City)  Small  Debts;  Churches: 
Proclamations  on  Fines  (Court  of  Common  Pleas) ;  Poor 
Law  Union  Charges  (No.  f). 

PsTiTioNS  Prksbntko.  By  Mr.  Wilson  Patten,  from  In- 
habitants of  Matterdale,  Cumberland,  for  a  Better  Ob- 
servance of  the  Lord's  Day.— By  Mr.  Cardwell,  from 
Landowners,  and  Others,  of  Silverdale,  Lancashire, 
against  the  Highways  Bill— By  Lord  Robert  OroaveDor, 
from  the  Metropolitan  Sewage  Manure  Company,  fbr  an 
Alteration  of  the  Metropolitan  Commissions  of  Sewers 
Bill.—  By  Mr.  Corry,  trcm  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the 
Omagh  Union,  and  by  Mr.  Morgan  John  O'Connell,  ftom 
the  Ratepayers  of  Eunistymon  Union,  in  the  County  of 
Clare,  for  Inquiry  into  the  Working  of  the  Poor  Law 
(Ireland).— By  Mr.  Bouverie,  from  the  Parochial  Board 
of  Port-Glasgow,  against  the  Rc^gistering  Births,  fto. 
(Scotland)  Bill.— By  Mr.  Brotherton,  from  Ratepayers  of 
the  Township  of  Birtle-cum-Bamford,  Lancashire,  for 
an  Alteration  of  the  Law  of  Settlement.— From  the 
Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Poor  of  the  Staflbrd  Unioa, 
for  Repeal  of  the  Law  respecting  Audit  of  Union  Ac- 
counts. 


PIRACY  BILL. 

House  in  Committee;  but  on  the  Bill 
being  objected  to,  Mr.  M'Gregor  withdrew 
it. 

House  resumed. 

BANKRUPTCY  BILL. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  moved  the  Second 
Reading,  observing  that,  at  this  period  of 
the  Session,  he  could  not  expect  to  pass 
such  a  measure,  and  he  should  not  there- 
fore press  it  beyond  the  present  stage. 
Not  less  than  18,000,000^  a  year  was  lost 
by  bad  debts,  and  a  great  proportion  of 
that  loss  was  to  be  attributed  to  the  defec- 
tive state  of  the  bankruptcy  and  insolvent 
law.  The  great  and  leading  defect  of 
that  law  was,  that  no  real  line  of  demar- 
cation was  drawn  betwixt  the  honest  and 
the  dishonest  bankrupt.  When  a  bank- 
rupt had  been  fraudulent,  and  had  lost  that 
property  which  ought  to  have  been  divided 
amongst  his  creditors,  and,  often  not  till 
then,  he  came  to  the  Bankruptcy  Court  to 
be  relieved  from  his  debts.  For  that  evil 
this  Bill  professed  to  provide  a  remedy. 
The  Bill  contained  a  consolidation  of  no  less 
than  seventeen  Acts  of  Parliament,  which 
had  passed  in  the  course  of  the  last  twen- 
ty-three years.  He  hoped  the  Government 
would  take  this  subject  up  next  Session; 
and,  if  they  did  not,  it  would  be  his  duty 
to  bring  it  forward  again  at  an  early  pe- 
riod of  the  Session. 

Bill  read  a  second  time;  to  be  committed 
that  day  three  months. 
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SUPPLY— NAVY  ESTIMATES. 

House  in  a  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mb.  ward  after  referring  with  much 
approbation  to  the  proceedings  of  the  Se- 
lect Committee  on  the  Navy  Estimates, 
said,  as  the  best  mode  of  dealing  with  the 
subject  more  immediately  under  discussion, 
he  should  propose  to  take  the  report  of 
the  Committee  in  hand,  and  to  state  to  the 
House  what  were  the  recommendations  in 
that  document  which  the  Admiralty  agreed 
with,  what  were  those  it  dissented  from, 
and  what  were  those  which  it  wished  to 
modify.  Before,  however,  entering  on  that 
branch  of  the  subject,  the  House  would 
allow  him  to  remind  them  of  the  situation 
in  which  the  Navy  Estimates  now  were. 
Discussions  which  had  already  taken  place 
on  the  subject,  had,  he  thought,  cleared  away 
much  debateable  matter,  particularly  as  to 
tho  amount  of  force  for  the  present  year. 
When  it  was  recollected  that  that  question 
had  been  discussed  and  decided  by  one  of 
the  greatest  majorities  ever  heard  of  in 
Parliament,  he  hoped  that  there  would  be 
no  cause  seen  for  going  bver  the  ground 
again,  or  for  questioning  the  propriety  of 
the  House  providing  victuals  and  wages 
for  the  number  of  men  so  decided  upon. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  already  infoimed  the 
House  that  tho  amount  of  the  reduction 
made  from  the  original  estimates  was  about 
200, 000^ ;  that  reduction  would  be  effected 
under  Vote  8,  for  dockyard  wages;  Vote  10, 
for  Navy  contracts;  Vote  1 1 ,  for  new  works; 
and  under  Votes  13,  14,  15,  16,  and  19, 
the  latter  being  for  the  support  of  the  Bom- 
bay navy — the  total  reductions  which  they 
proposed  to  make  amounted  to  208,000?. 
This  arrangement  left  the  estimates  in  this 
position — that  instead  of  an  increase  in  the 
amount  required  for  this  year,  and  that 
granted  last  year,  of  216,0002,,  as  ap- 
peared in  the  original  estimates  to  be  de- 
manded, there  would  be  an  actual  decrease 
of  43,0002.  in  the  net  amount  to  be  voted  for 
1848-49,  as  compared  to  the  net  amount 
TOted  for  1847-4o.  So  much  for  the  ge- 
neral amount  of  the  estimates.  Now  as 
to  economy  in  the  administration  of  the 
Navy — the  Committee  admitted  that  eco- 
nomy did  not  ent'rely  depend  on  the  num- 
ber of  men  fixed  on  for  the  service  of  the  j 
year.  The  first  recommendation  come  to 
by  tho  Committee  was  a  revision  of  the 
foi^es  on  the  home  and  foreign  stations, 
1  Q  ^  I  seven  foreign  and  ^ve  home 
The  amount  of  force  employed 


instance,  been  decided  by  a  vote  of  the 
House;  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
would  admit  that  it  was  of  no  utility  now 
to  go  over  the  same  ground  again.  Under 
the  Votes  1,  2,  8,  10,  11,  13,  14,  15,  16, 
and  18  of  the  estimates,  there  was  a  saving 
of  200,0002.  The  reduction  on  Vote  1, 
was  in  the  wages  of  seamen  and  marines; 
that  in  No.  2,  was  in  provisions  for  the 
Navy;  that  in  No.  3,  was  in  the  Admiralty 
OflSce;  that  under  No.  8,  was  in  the  wages 
of  men  and  artificers  employed  in  dock- 
yards; that  in  No.  10,  was  on  Navy  con- 
tracts for  stores;  that  in  No.  11,  was  in 
new  works,  improvements,  and  repairs; 
that  in  No.  13,  was  on  the  miscellaneous 
items;  and  that  on  Nos,  14,  15,  16,  was 
on  the  half-pay  and  retired  allowance  of 
officers'  pensions  and  allowances;  that  on 
No.  18,  was  freight  on  account  of  the 
Home  Department.  The  total  amount  of 
reduction  proposed  to  be  made  for  the  year 
was  208,0002.,  which  left  the  estimates  in 
this  position.  The  increase  of  the  present 
year  over  the  last  was  214,6442.  on  the 
gross  votes.  The  sum  proposed  to  be  re- 
duced, namely,  208,0002.,  deducted  from 
this,  brought  down  the  increase  of  the  es- 
timates this  year  over  the  last  to  6,644/. 
If  the  net  votes  were  taken,  however,  it 
would  be  found  that  there  was  a  reduction 
of  43,0002,  on  the  estimates  of  1848-49, 
as  compared  with  those  of  1847-48.  The 
Committee  stated — 

"  The  expenditure  for  the  effective  services  of 
the  Army,  Navy,  and  Ordnance,  must,  ura  great 
measure,  depend  upon  the  amount  of  force  which 
the  advisers  of  the  Crown  may  consider  necessary. 
A  satisfactory  decision  upon  this  subject  could 
only  be  formed  after  a  careful  and  deliberate  sur- 
vey of  the  position  of  the  country  in  regard  to  its 
internal  resources,  its  external  interests,  the  state 
of  its  foreign  relations,  its  political  obligations, 
and  the  maintenance  and  fulfilment  of  all  the 
various  rights  and  duties  which  belong  to  the  ex- 
tensive and  long-established  dominion  of  the  Bri- 
tish empire." 

The  Admiralty  concurred  in  that  opinion. 
They  admitted,  upon  the  whole,  the  state- 
ment of  the  Committee  in  page  13,  though 
they  did  not  admit  all  the  facts  on  which  it 
was  founded,  when  the  report  alleged — 

"  That,  whatever  cause  might  have  led  to  the 
increase  of  force  upon  any  particular  station, 
when  once  the  force  had  been  augmented,  there 
was  too  frequently  some  unfortunate  hindrance  to 
its  subsequent  reduction  ;" — 

and  that — 

"  When  the  enemy  was  defeated,  and  hostilities 
were  at  an  end,  other  duties  were  found  for  the 
ships  employed,  and  the  force  which  was  required 
for  the  contingency  of  a  war  remained  as  the  per- 


i^iavy  for  the  present  year,  had,  for    manent  establishment  in  time  of  peace. 
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There  was  no  doubt  that  duties  for  ships 
of  war  grew  with  the  means  for  perform- 
ing them.  Eyerj  diplomatic  agent  asked 
for  a  ship  of  war,  in  case  of  any  disturb- 
ance when  ships  were  in  his  neighbour- 
hood, and  it  was  exceedingly  difficult  to' 
break  through  the  custom  that  had  ob- 
tained of  granting  assistance  in  such 
cases.  The  principal  foreign  naval  sta- 
tions were  the  Pacific,  the  Indian  Seas, 
and  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope.  On  all  these 
stations,  however,  the  amount  of  the  naval 
force  of  the  country  had  been  considerably 
diminished  this  year.  For  instance,  in  the 
East  Indies  and  China,  where  there  were, 
in  1843,  no  less  than  thirty-six  ships  of 
war,  there  were  now  only  twenty-five. 
The  number  of  ships  on  this  station  was, 
in — 


1844 
1845 


26  ^ips 
22     „ 


1846 
1847 


25  ships 
28    „ 


Of  those  now  afloat  in  these  waters,  none 
were  ordered  home.  In  the  Pacific,  there 
were,  in — 

1845  ...     14  ships     |     1847     ...     16  ships 

1846  ...     15     „         I      1848     ...     12     „ 

There  were  at  this  moment  only  seven,  and 
two  surveying  vessels,  in  that  quarter. 
At  the  Cape  of  Good  Ilope,  the  numbers 
were— 

1847  ...     11  ships     I      1848     ...     10  ships 

The  Rosamond  and  Devastation  were  or- 
dered home.  He  had  been  instructed  by 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  to  say  that  they 
had  no  objection  to  the  recommendations 
of  the  Committee  that  there  should  be  a 
general  revision  of  the  naval  stations  be- 
fore fixing  the  votes  for  next  year;  and 
they  were  willing  to  inquire,  in  the  spirit 
indicated  by  the  Committee,  and  with  a 
dne  regard  to  all  those  great  interests  upon 
which  these  votes  ought  to  depend,  how 
far  it  was  possible  to  effect  a  reduction 
either  in  the  number  or  the  size  of  the 
ships  employed.  He  came  then  to  Votes 
No.  1  and  2,  on  which  the  Committee 
dwelt  at  considerable  length.  The  first 
recommendation  upon  No.  1  was,  that  the 
two  bases  of  that  vote  ought  to  be  restored. 
The  Axlmiralty  agreed  with  the  Committee 
that  it  was  desirable  to  restore  the  two 
bases  of  that  vote,  and  to  adopt  Sir  James 
Graham's  plan  of  ascertaining  the  number 
of  ships  actually  in  commission  on  the  1st 
of  January  in  each  year,  and  the  actual 
nnmber  of  men  employed  on  board  of 
them,  and  upon  that  to  apply  for  the  vote  j 
of  the  coming  year,  as  the  only  means  of 
arriving  at  a  sound  conchision  as  to  the 


probable  expenditure.  If  that  basis  had 
been  adopted  this  year,  there  would  have 
been  a  difference  of  nearly  60,000?.  in  the 
estimates.  The  Committee  pointed  out 
that  much  of  the  excess  of  the  Navy  esti- 
mates, No.  1,  had  arisen  from  the  custom 
of  having  more  men  on  board  than  were 
actually  voted  by  Parliament.  That  pro- 
position was  undeniable.  After  giving 
some  details  of  the  number  of  men  em- 
ployed in  excess,  at  different  periods,  and 
subsequently  paid  off,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  as  the  Committee  stated,  there  was, 
on  the  1st  of  March,  1848,  the  old  excess 
of  4,146  men  more  than  had  been  voted. 
In  June,  that  excess  was  reduced  to  3,900; 
in  July,  to  2,812  ;  and  on  the  7th  of 
August  it  amounted  to  2,477.  As  the 
best  precaution  for  keeping  the  number  of 
men  on  board  strictly  within  the  Parlia- 
mentary vote,  the  Committee  made  a  per- 
fectly legitimate  recommendation,  namely, 
that  the  monthly  excess  should  be  re- 
ported to  Parliament,  with  the  estimates 
for  the  ensuing  year.  The  Committee 
observed  that  not  only  was  Vote  No.  1 
affected  by  this  irregularity,  but  that 
Vote  No.  2  was  also  equally  affected 
in  the  same  degree ;  and,  therefore,  the 
report  proposed  the  same  remedy.  On 
the  supplementary  grant  of  30,000Z.  in 
Vote  No.  1 ,  for  the  purpose  of  ameliorating 
the  condition  of  petty  officers  and  able 
seamen,  the  report  expressed  no  opinion. 
The  Admiralty  had  endeavoured  to  give 
effect  to  the  wish  of  the  House  and  the 
country  that  our  gallant  seamen  should  be 
better  provided  for;  and  their  plan  was  to 
assimilate  the  system  of  rewards  in  the 
Navy  to  the  good- service  warrant  in  the 
Army.  He,  therefore,  implored  the  House, 
for  the  sake  of  the  public  service,  not  to 
withhold  its  consent  to  this  grant.  He 
agreed  with  the  Committee  that  no  extra 
clerks  should  be  permitted  without  the 
sanction  of  the  Treasury,  and  that  the 
principle  of  extra  pay,  which  was  even  of 
a  more  demoralising  tendency,  should  be 
regulated  in  the  same  way.  Another  item 
of  increase  was  the  salary  of  the  se- 
cond secretary,  Captain  Hamilton.  After  a 
full  investigation  of  this  subject,  and  a  clear 
understanding  that  the  salary  three  years 
ago  was  fixed  under  a  misapprehension, 
the  Admiralty  had  stated  the  circumstances 
of  the  case  in  a  letter  to  the  Treasury,  and 
the  Treasury  at  once  sanctioned  an  addi- 
tion of  5001,  a  year  to  the  salary.  He 
came  next  to  the  Vote  No.  5,  which  re- 
ferred to  the  scientific  branch  of  the  pub- 
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lie  service.  The  increase  in  this  vote  was 
divided  into  two  parts,  the  one  permanent, 
the  other  temporary.  The  temporary  part 
had  reference  to  the  Arctic  expedition. 
That  had  not  heen  heard  of  since  its  de- 
parture. He  felt  certain  that  the  House 
would  unanimously  be  of  opinion  that  they 
would  only  consult  the  interests  of  human- 
ity and  justice  by  doing  everything  that 
could  be  done  for  the  relief  of  the  missing 
expedition.  Every  precaution  had  been 
taken,  so  that  at  whatever  point  of  the 
coast  Sir  John  Franklin  might  touch,  he 
would  there  find  immediate  relief.  That 
was  the  temporary  addition  to  the  vote. 
The  permanent  addition  was  for  the  sur- 
veying department.  The  Committee  had 
observed  that  a  railway  and  harbour  de- 
partment was  now  attached  to  the  Board 
of  Admiralty.  The  Board  of  Admiralty 
were  aware  of  this  inconvenience  of  the  in- 
quiries  connected  with  these  subjects  being 
carried  on  by  throe  separate  departments, 
and  they  had  been  in  communication  with 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  inquiring  how  they  could 
consolidate  the  inquiries  in  one  department. 
He  then  came  to  the  two  most  important 
votes,  namely,  7  and  8,  which  comprised 
the  amounts  paid  in  salaries  in  the  dock- 
yards. The  importance  of  properly  in- 
vestigating this  subject  could  not  be  over- 
rated, and  the  Committee  had  bestowed  a 
very  large  portion  of  their  attention  upon 
it.  The  Committee,  at  page  49,  made 
some  remarks  on  the  duty  of  the  superin- 
tendents in  dockyards,  in  every  syllable  of 
which  he  entirely  concurred.  It  pointed 
out  that  the  required  work  in  the  establish- 
ments being  performed  with  diligence  and 
economy,  depended  in  a  great  measure  on 
the  vigilance,  assiduity,  and  zeal  of  the 
superintendents;  for,  unless  they  exerted 
themselves,  enormous  waste  of  labour  and 
materials  must  take  place.  The  Commit- 
tee, therefore,  recommended  that  such  ap- 
pointments should  not  be  considered  as  ho- 
norary rewards,  but  given  to  men  perfectly 
competent  to  discharge  the  duty.  In  that 
he  entirely  concurred.  It  was  the  deter- 
mination of  the  Board  of  Admiralty  never 
to  bestow  those  appointments  on  men  who 
were  not  fully  competent  to  imdertake  such 
situations,  because  no  care  or  watchfulness 
on  the  part  of  the  Admiralty  could  supply 
any  want  of  activity  or  energy  on  the  spot. 
Allusion  was  made  in  the  report  to  the  sub- 
ject of  work  being  done  by  contract;  and 
the  Committee  did  him  the  honour  to  refer 
to  his  opinion  on  the  subject.     No  reduc- 


tion could  ever  be  obtained  by  transferring 
shipbuilding  from  the  public  to  private 
yards.  A  great  stimulus  had  been  given 
to  the  men,  by  the  improved  system  of 
promotion  which  had  been  applied  in  all 
the  dockyards;  and  he  believed  that  if  the 
plan  were  properly  administered  and  per- 
severed in,  and  honestly  crrried  out,  they 
would  live  to  see  a  vast  improvement,  and 
as  much  talent  and  industry  in  the  naval 
dockyards  as  in  any  private  establishment 
in  the  kingdom.  The  Committee  recom« 
mended  that  building  should  be  regulated 
according  to  the  exigencies  of  the  country; 
and  made  a  comparison  between  the  Navy 
of  past  times  and  the  Navy  of  the  present, 
which  he  thought  had  hardly  been  carried 
to  its  proper  extent.  The  decrease  which 
had  taken  place  in  some  of  the  first-elaas 
ships  was  most  extraordinary.  In  1814, 
there  were  199  line-of-battle  ships.  In 
1825,  there  were  117;  in  1835,  97;  and 
in  1848,  only  47;  three  of  which  had  been 
launched  during  the  present  year.  Many 
line-of-battle  ships  had  been  converted  into 
hulks  and  lazarettos,  and  various  other 
purposes;  and  at  present  there  were  not 
fifty  available  line-of-battle  ships  for  ser- 
vice. On  the  other  side  they  had  a  large 
fleet  of  steamers.  He  thought  the  Housd 
would  be  of  opinion  that  the  very  least 
amount  of  build ipg  for  future  years  was 
that  which  was  recommended  by  Lord 
Auckland.  He  recommended  that  three 
line-of-battle  ships  should  be  launched  each 
year;  that  in  addition,  from  twdve  to  fif- 
teen ships  should  be  on  the  stocks  ready 
for  launching,  and  that  the  timber  for 
twelve  to  fifteen  new  ships  should  be 
placed  under  cover.  In  the  year  1830, 
the  establishment  in  the  dockyards  was 
fixed  by  an  Order  in  Council  at  6,000  men. 
That  was  before  the  introduction  of  steam, 
and,  in  his  humble  judgment,  was  much 
too  low,  and  the  consequence  was,  that  it 
did  not  last  a  single  year.  Before  the 
year  was  over,  the  system  of  extra  men 
was  introduced,  more  labourers  were  em- 
ployed, and  the  system  had  been  growing 
with  the  growing  wants  of  the  country 
from  that  time  to  the  present.  The  Com- 
mittee recommended  that  the  establish- 
ment should  be  thoroughly  revised,  and 
that  no  extra  men  should  be  employed 
without  a  report  to  Parliament,  and  the 
sanction  of  the  Treasury;  and  in  that  he 
entirely  acquiesced.  Another  portion  of 
the  Committee's  remarks  had  reference  to 
the  steam  factories,  and  whether  it  would 
not  be  judicious  to  reduce  them.  He  could 
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not  agree  with  the  Committee  that  the  ma- 
nufacture of  steam-hoilers  ought  to  he  dis- 
continued in  the  dockyards.     The  rivets 
and  plates  of  which  the  boilers  were  made, 
were  not  made  in  the  dockyards.  The  only 
work  that  was  done  in  the  dockyards  was 
to  put  the  boilers  together.      If  boilers 
were  built  by   contract,  as  suggested,  it  | 
would  not  be  following  out  the  principle  of 
economy  to  build  them  at  Birmingham,  and 
then  have  to  remove  such  heavy  bodies  by 
railway  to  the  dockyards.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber referred  to  several  more  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee  on  matters  of  de- 
taiU  and  then  continued.     The  Committee  ; 
stftted,  that  a  large  expense  of   timber  I 
would  be  necessary  for  the  creation  of  our 
steam  navy;  but  they  hoped  a  large  reduc- ; 
lion  would  be  made  on  this  head.  He  should 
not  be  dealing  fairly  with  the  House  if  he 
did  not  say  that  he  did  not  think  any  large  \ 
reduction  (iould  be  looked  for.     It  must  be 
recollected   that  Lord  Auckland  said  we 
ought  to  build  three  line-of-battle  sl\ips 
every  year.  Now,  these  three  line-of-battle 
ships  yearly  would  require  18,000  loads  of 
timber.     That  was  not  a  vote,  however,  in 
which  he   could  hope  to   effect  any  very 
great  saving.     The  Committee   also   ex-  | 
pressed  a  hope   that   a  large    reduction 
would  be  made  in  the  item  of  steam  ma-  ; 
chinery  in  the  course  of  the  ensuing  year. 
The  Government  stated  that  they  would 
effect  a  reduction  of  180,000^.,  and  he  did  \ 
not  think  that  they  could  go  further.    Vote  \ 
No.  11  was  the  last  vote  of  any  importance  j 
connected  with  the  Navy,  upon  which  he  ; 
should  have  to  make  any  remarks.    It  was 
the  vote  relating  to  new  works,  and  it  had  | 
given  rise  to  long  inquiries  in  the  Commit- 1 
tee,  and   occasioned    great   difference   of 
opinion.     The  Committee   said,   this  was 
a  vote  to  be  judged,  not  by  a  comparison 
with  the  estimates  of  former  years,  but 
with  reference  to  the  expediency  of  the 
works  proposed,  and  it  then  went  on  to 
inquire  whether  those  new  works  were  in- 
dispensably necessary;  and  whether  pre- 
cautions were  taken   for  due  economy  in 
their  execution.     He  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  all  the  works  conducted  by  the 
Admiralty  department  were  indispensable. 
It  was  impossible  to  keep  the  country  in 
an  efficient  and  proper  state,  with  regard 
to  her  coast  defences,  without  such  works 
as  were  then  being  carried  on  at  Ports- 
mouthy  Chatham,  Woolwich,    <fcc.      Cer- 
tainly, if  more  time  for  reflection  and  pre- 
paration had  been  taken — if  they  had  been 
planned  ten  years  since — there  would  have 


been  more  system  in  their  operation,  and 
greater  economy  in  their  execution.  The 
hon. Gentleman  defended  the  proceedings  in 
regard  to  the  steam  factory  establiBhment 
at  Woolwich,  and  the  sawing  establishment. 
The  next  item  in  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee referred  to  the  basin  at  Devenport. 
That  was  begun  ten  years  ago;  but  since 
that  time  great  alterations  had  taken  place 
in  the  plan.  There  was  great  difference 
of  opinion — in  fact,  a  sort  of  local  feud 
had  been  created  about  it — so  that  it  had 
been  found  that  it  was  impossible  to  arrive 
at  the  best  plan  amidst  the  conflicting 
allegations  which  were  made.  With  re- 
gard to  the  works  at  Key  ham,  the  report 
had  it  in  contemplation  that  the  factory 
and  establishment  should  be  on  the  same 
scale  as  that  of  Woolwich,  and  the  machi- 
nery of  which  would  be  on  the  same  scale 
as  to  the  cost,  50,0002.  The  great  object 
would  be  to  build  these  factories  on  a  scale 
which  would  permit  of  a  sudden  extension 
of  their  operation  in  case  of  any  sudden 
demand  or  war.  If  there  were  not  ac- 
commodation for  constructing  on  immedi« 
diate  pressure,  Ihey  would  be  nearly  use- 
less. The  Committee  said,  if  these  works 
were  now  proposed  for  the  first  time,  they 
would  have  no  hesitation  in  recommending 
Parliament  to  withhold  its  sanction  from 
this  outlay  of  the  public  money;  but  con- 
sidering the  works  executed  at  Portsmouth 
and  Woolwich,  they  proceeded  to  observe 
that  the  question  was  very  different,  now 
that  400,0002.  had  been  already  sunk 
there,  and  that  it  would  be  the  height  of 
folly  and  extravagance  to  suspend  these 
works,  and  refuse  to  complete  them.  On 
a  division  only  two  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee were  found  to  recommend  that  the 
400,000/.  should  be  disregarded  and  thrown 
away.  The  Board  were  willing  to  act  on 
the  report  of  the  Committee,  so  far  as  to 
suspend  proceeding  with  the  Keyham 
buildings  during  the  present  year.  The 
subject  was  full  of  difficulties,  for  the 
Board  was  bound  by  engagement  with  the 
contractor,  Mr.  Baker,  to  an  expenditure  of 
250,0002.  during  the  present  year,  and  it 
was  only  by  his  consent  that  they  had 
succeeded  in  reducing  it  to  130,0002. 
The  Committee  recommended  that  the 
sum  of  20,0002.,  proposed  in  the  estimates 
for  the  barracks  at  Forton  should  not  be 
granted  during  the  present  year;  but  in  that 
he  could  not  at  all  concur.  The  old  marine 
barracks  at  Portsmouth  were  in  a  state 
that  would  have  rendered  a  very  large  ex- 
penditure for  repairs  necessary  in   a  few 
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;»fraiil   r.l»o  Committoii  and  ihe    Aihuiralty 
WM.iv.   moHt    'li?oijii.'dlv'   and    irn^parably  at 
i-cmio.     Mmt   n-latio'^   to   promotiun.      The 
f  fnnjn\U.".f'.  had  proposeil  that  the  Admiral's 
li^f.  wMrh  iva-i  fixnd  a  fow   vears  airo   ac 
I.V),    should    h^    roiluood    permanently  to 
lO'J,    hy    proTnot.lnif  only  one  captain  for 
f'V'ty  i\irrr  ih-ntU  vacancio-H,  and  stopping 
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tnnii*  ili'lliMi'^  III   liM'Iiiii;   (hull  that   nhown  ' 
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•i;-.7.  . :  ^id  -maiiy  "me.  -lowever,  that  the 
:.:,.::: a     ^    -nicii   i  .nan  went  into  the 
—    "ti    :i..:  ,e  -nouid  rise  to  a  flag  in 
.  '.^     Tii^e  -r  -p.'muiion.  and  not  be  cheated 
::     :     ::    Jiii    .e  oad  a   iuubie  right  at 
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.ui    "r-n  :-nL*e   mder  -.he  consideration  of 
:.-   Zl  Lie  .urn;;  -he  ".ast  four  years;    and 
:   -la  -TIL'-   T«ttied,  "jy  die  aaaent  of  two 
-'.v.-nx22ent5.    vimout   a  division   in   the 
"I_iat:    r       mmuna.     The  present  system 
.ati    Of  G.   -n'n .  ie*i  ind  •,'arriod  for  the  ex- 
■•■*'?'•  ■iir-'i.i^  ^r  jifennip  an  honourable  re- 
■.r-'^n-.-nz     j    ^usr?   .*ap tains  whose  age  was 
■  •.'    :— iL  -y    najie  :uem  to  remain  in  ef- 
-'•':' :-'i   "ir':'."i.  ind  :o  whom  their  country 
l:V--'M    ae   -ink   jt    retired  rear-admiral, 
:is-.oad  -r  ^?tai3in:r  :hem  on  the  active  list. 
7Le    ^I'jus^    .'f   '.'jmrnons  voted  oO,OOOZ. 
■'far:'-  r'jr  -.-jat   purpose:  and  what  would 
-  -\i*.'  -rfect  jf  the  recommendation  of  the 
."  muiittee  :     It  would  throw  back  every 
:nau   :aree  jears.  and    its   operation  was 
-ucii  '.nac  :uey  wuuid  cheat  themselves  of 
:inr  ~ory  l'o  aside  ration  they  expected  with 
-virini    :o    the    jU.OOOZ.,   for   they   were 
xiund  :o  pay  it  for  the  lives  of  the  me  < 
I : ready  promoted.     By  the  present  system 
:hcy  would  iu  the  course  of  a  year  have 
admirals  >jf  txfty-dve  and  fifty-four  years  of 
aj^e,  instead  ot^  men  of  the  age  of  seventy 
ami  upwards:  and  he  entreated  the  Houso 
to  L'ontiuue  the  grant,  and  to  pause  before 
it  committed  an  act  injurious  to  the  ser- 
vice, and  unjust  to  the  officers.     The  only 
part  of  the  recommendation  in  which  the 
Admiralty  did  concur  was  the  limitation  of 
first  entries.    They  agreed  that  the  limita- 
tion of  first  entries  was  the  keystone  to  all 
substantial  economy.     He  must  also  re- 
mind the  Ilouse  that  the  half-pay  lists  of 
the  Army  and  Navy  were  differently  ar- 
ranged. '  The  Navy  had  not  that  resource 
which  was  possessed  by  the  Army  of  dis- 
posing of  their  commissions  by  purchase. 
If  they  looked  at  the  payments  now  made 
to  general  oflicers  and  senior  captains,  they 
would  find  in  the  Army  that  the  pay  of  the 
general  oflicers  and  colonels  of  regiments 
amounted  in  the  whole  to  154,000^     The 
hnlf-pnv  of  general  officers  unattached  was 
70,000/.,  making  together  230,000^    The 
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half-pay  to  lieutenant  colonels  and  colonels 
being  83,6002.,  made  a  payment  to  gene- 
rain  and  colonels  in  the  Army  of  313,6002. 
The  total  amount  of  full  and  half-pay  of 
admirals  and  flag  officers  in  the  Navy  was 
232,5042.^  so  that  tliis  was  not  an  over- 
paid profession.  It  was  indeed  one  in 
which  those  few  great  prizes  were  looked 
to  by  those  gallant  officers  who  entered 
the  service.  .Then  another  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Committee  was  the  freight  of 
ahips  for  the  conveyance  of  convicts,  or  the 
services  performed  in  the  packet  service  that 
■hbuld  not  appear  in  the  Navy  Estimates, 
but  be  made  matter  of  account  elsewhere. 
Ax  present  the  public  saw  1,000,0002. 
charged  in  the  Navy  Estimates,  and  it  was 
now  considered  that  that  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  naval  service.  The  Govern- 
ment admitted  that  it  would  be  desirable 
to  adopt  this  suggestion.  He  had  now 
gone  through  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee,  which,  taking  them  large  and 
small,  amounted  to  thirty-three.  Of  these 
the  Admiralty  were  willing  to  adopt  twenty- 
ninei  and  he  thought  he  had  given  good 
reasons  when  they  thought  it  their  duty 
to  dissent  from  the  suggestions  of  the 
Committee.  He  had  now  only  to  state 
to  the  House  that  he  believed  the  Navy 
-was  in  a  most  efficient  state;  that  all  our 
foreign  stations  were  adequately  provided 
for;  and  at  home  we  had  a  large  force, 
which,  however,  was  not  larger  than  was 

a[uired.  Last  week  there  was  reason  to 
ieve  that  an  additional  naval  force  might 
be  required  in  Ireland.  On  the  27th  of 
July  orders  were  given  at  the  Admiralty 
at  one  o'clock  for  the  immediate  equip- 
ment of  four  vessels  of  the  steam  reserve. 
On  the  28th  of  July  at  ten  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  two  of  these  vessels  were  on  their 
way  to  Spithead,  manned,  armed,  pro- 
Tisioned,  and  furnished  with  everything 
except  their  gunpowder;  they  took  in  their 
powder  at  three  in  the  afternoon;  they 
SMled  an  hour  afterwards  to  Devonport, 
where  they  took  in  the  35th  Regiment, 
and  they  landed  that  regiment  on  the  30th 
in  Dublin.  That  was  an  instance  of  the  man- 
ner in  which  our  steam  reserve  would  en- 
able us  to  bring  the  whole  power  of  the  em- 
pire to  bear  on  any  particular  point.  He 
thought,  after  stating  that  the  Admiralty 
were  ready  to  adopt  twenty-nine  out  of  the 
thirty-three  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
mittee, he  need  not  give  another  pledge  of 
the  earnest  desire  of  the  Admiralty  to 
carry  out  every  legitimate  economy;  but 
in  staUng  the  desire  to  pursue  economy,  he 
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did  not  propose,  nor  did  he  wish  the  Com* 
mittee  to  imgine,  that  the  Government 
would  do  anything  to  cripple  or  impair  our 
most  legitimate  sources  of  power  in  case 
of  foreign  aggression.  The  Admiralty 
wished  to  be  prepared  with  ample  means, 
not  with  a  view  to  purposes  of  hostility  to 
any  party,  but  to  resist  aggression  from 
whatever  quarter  it  might  come.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  that  a 
sum  of  293,5602.  be  granted  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  complete  what  may  be  necessary 
for  the  cost  of  wages  to  seamen  and  ma- 
rines, now  in  course  of  payment. 

Mr.  HUME  thought  the  sum  of 
208,0002.,  the  retrenchment  of  which 
they  had  recommended,  might  have  been 
saved  before  the  appointment  of  the  Com- 
mittee. The  object  which  the  Committee 
had  in  view,  throughout  their  long  and 
arduous  investigation,  was  to  find  out  what 
mischief  had  taken  place  through  misman-» 
affement  or  want  of  system,  and  to  show 
what  course  ought  to  be  adopted  in  order 
to  remedy  the  evils  which  had  thus  arisen. 
The  Committee  had  discovered  mismanage- 
ment in  many  quarters;  and  had  ascer- 
tained, beyond  all  question,  that  during 
the  last  fifty  years  there  had  been  a  most 
lavish  and  extravagant  expenditure  of  the 
public  money  in  the  construction  of  ships 
for  the  Navy.  The  Admiralty  had  ad- 
mitted the  necessity  of  a  change;  and  had 
even  promised  that  there  shoald  be  hence^ 
forward  an  additional  check  oa  the  expen- 
diture of  money,  which  was  in  itself  a  great 
point  to  be  relied  on  for  the  future.  But 
m  other  respects  how  was  the  country  to 
benefit  by  the  exertions  of  the  Committee  ? 
Would  the  Government  curtail  the 'expen- 
ses of  the  Naval  Establishment  generally  ? 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  ihe 
Admiralty  had  assured  the  House  that  the 
Navy  was  at  present  in  a  highly  efficient 
state.  He  had  never  known  any  Secre- 
tary for  the  Admiralty  to  rise  in  that 
House  and  make  a  different  statement.  He 
entirely  concurred  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
in  thinking  that  the  Navy  ought  not  to  be 
crippled  or  impaired;  but  the  grand  ques- 
tions to  be  considered  were — ^first,  what 
was  the  aggregate  amount  necessary  in 
order  to  sustain  the  service  in  efficiency  ? 
and,  secondly,  was  that  aggregate  amount 
fairly  and  properly  apportioned  ?  At  an  early 
period  of  the  present  Session,  when  it  was 
proposed  that  the  number  of  men  in  the 
British  Navy  should  be  43,000,  he  moved 
as  an  Amendment  that  it  should  be 
36,000,  which  would  have  been  11,000 
2T 
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more  than  id  former  years,  wHen  the  Navy 
was  declared  to  be  quite  as  efficient  as 
they  were  led  to  suppose  it  was  at  the 
present  day;  hut  he  regretted  to  say  that 
out  of  a  House  of  380  Members,  he  could 
only  find  38  to  support  it.  Every  other 
country  in  Europe  had  its  hands  as  full  of 
business  as  they  could  possibly  be.  Every 
other  country  was  so  busily  engaged  with 
its  own  affairs  that  it  was  not  in  the  na- 
ture of  things  that  for  many  years  to  come 
they  could  meddle  with  the  affairs  of  Eng- 
land; and  such  being  the  state  of  Europe, 
was  this,  he  asked,  a  fitting  time  to  ask 
for  more  money,  in  order  to  increase  the 
Naval  Establishment  ?  There  was  no  ne- 
cessity for  such  a  measure,  and  as  it  would 
only  tend  to  aggravate  the  pressure  of 
taxation  on  the  people,  he,  for  one,  should 
not  hesitate  to  protest  against  it.  The 
number  of  men  now  in  employment  was 
43,000,  and  the  cost  of  their  maintenance 
was  7,961,000^.,  being  an  increase  in  the 
years  1847-48,  and  1849,  of  no  less  a  sum 
than  3,517,000L  Such  an  enormous  na- 
val force  was  wholly  uncalled  for.  All  the 
Committee  could  do  was  to  state  in  gene- 
ral terms  the  general  principles  on  which 
the  various  departments  ought  to  be  con- 
ducted. It  rested  with  the  Government, 
and  with  the  Government  alone,  to  carry 
out  those  principles,  and  to  adopt  such  im- 
provements as  the  circumstances  of  each 
case  miffht  appear  to  demand.  In  the 
year  1838  Sir  George  Cockbum  was  asked 
what  force  would  be  sufficient  to  guard  our 
commercial  interests  in  the  Navy  ?  He 
replied,  four  ships— one  large  frigate  and 
three  small — *'  but,"  he  added,  *•  I  do  not 
give  that  evidence  in  allusion  to  the  po- 
litical considerations.  I  merely  speak  of 
what  would  be  necessary  to  protect  our 
commercial  interests."  A  return  now 
upon  the  table  of  the  House  showed  that 
in  1841,  at  the  time  of  the  unfortunate 
Syrian  war,  there  were  51  pennants  in  the 
Mediterranean,  and  that  they  were  manned 
by  17,500  men.  Would  it  be  believed 
that  in  the  year  1793,  under  the  Premier- 
ship of  Mr.  Pitt,  the  total  naval  force  of 
Great  Britain — sailors  and  marines — did 
not  exceed  16,000  ?  They  kept  28  ships 
on  the  western  coast  of  Africa,  and  Go- 
vernment had  exhibited  no  willingness  to 
withdraw  them,  although  it  had  been  re- 
peatedly demonstrated  that  so  far  from  any 
good  being  effected  by  their  presence 
there,  evil  and  mischief  were  the  result. 
In  the  year  1847,  no  less  than  43  ships 
were  engaged  in  that  Quixotic  enterprise. 


11  at  the  Cape,  and  32  along  the  coast. 
Unless  the  House  resolved  to  interfere^ 
and  stop  the  supplies,  he  very  much  fear« 
ed  that  the  evil  would  continue  for  an  inde- 
finite period.  He  now  came  to  the  item  of 
half-pay.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Sec- 
retary for  the  Admiralty  had  declared  that 
he  would  never  consent  to  a^y  redaction  in 
the  number  of  admirals.  He  trusted  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  afford  him  (Mr. 
Hume)  an  opportunity  of  taking  the  sense 
of  the  House  on  the  jxHnt.  He  waa  re- 
solved to  put  it  to  the  House,  in  the  name 
of  common  sense,  whether  it  would  give 
its  assent  to  the  maintenance  of  a  perma- 
nent staff  of  more  than  one  hundred  ad- 
mirals at  a  period  when  they  could  not  find 
employment  for  more  than  thirteen  ?  The 
reasons  given  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  for 
the  continuance  of  such  an  anomaly  were' 
most  unsatis&ctory  and  inconclusive.  Ha 
said  that  a  number  of  young  men  were 
coming  up  in  the  service,  and  that  they» 
one  and  all,  looked  to  the  flag  as 
an  object  of  professional  ambition.  But 
what  a  state  would  society  be  in  if 
every  barrister  could  claim  to  be  made 
a  Lord  Chancellor,  and  every  clergy- 
man demand  to  be  made  a  bishop  ?  And 
yet  the  principle  was  just  the  same.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  instituted  a  compari- 
son between  the  two  services — the  naval 
and  the  military.  He  should  have  borne 
in  mind,  however,  that  the  Army  wa8»  nu- 
merically speaking,  four  times  as  strong 
as  the  Navy.  However,  he  waa  very  far 
from  saying  that  abuses  did  not  exist  in 
the  military  service,  as  well  as  in  the 
naval,  though  not,  perhaps,  to  quite  the 
same  extent.  On  the  contrary,  he  admit- 
ted that  the  people  had  just  as  much  right 
to  complain  of  the  superfluous  number  of 
generals  and  staff-officers  in  the  Army,  as 
of  admirals  in  the  Navy.  It  was  hia  opin- 
ion that  the  Committee  had  erred  on  the 
wrong  side.  He  did  not  hesitate  to  avow 
that  his  proposition  in  Committee  was» 
that  the  number  of  admirals  should  be 
fixed  at  75  instead  of  100;  but  he  waa 
overruled.  What  had  been  the  services 
of  the  naval  officers  now  on  half-hay  ?  The 
average  service  of  eighty-three  captains 
was  seventeen  years  and  four  months,  and 
the  period  of  their  half-pay  was  twenty-two 
years;  the  average  service  of  683  captains 
was  nine  years  and  ten  months,  and  the 
period  of  their  half-pay  twenty-two  years 
aud  ten  months;  there  were  318  captains 
who  had  never  served  a  day  as  captains^ 
having  been  shelved  the  day  after  their 
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.promotion;  and  there  were  sixty-eight  whose 
serriee  as  captains  did  not  ezeeed  one 
year.  With  respect  to  commanders,  the 
facts  had  been  elicited :  that  of  807,  the 
average  service  was  eight  years  and  four 
months,  and  the  period  of  their  half-pay 
twenty  years;  forty-nine  had  never  served 
as  commanders  at  all,  and  102  had  served 
in  that  capacity  for  less  than  a  year.  It 
was  also  proved  with  respect  to  lieutenants, 
that  there  were  no  less  than  2,879,  whose 
average  service  did  not  exceed  four  years 
and  one  month,  while  the  period  of  their 
half-pay  averaged  sixteen  years  and  eight 
montlis.  This  was  a  most  objeotionable 
BTStem.  He  contended  that  the  public 
ahonld  be  only  compelled  to  pay  for  ser- 
vice. He  should  never  cease  to  protest 
against  that  system  whereby  naval  officers 
on  obtaining  their  promotion  were  compel- 
led to  leave  the  service  in  their  full  prime, 
in  order  to  make  room  for  younger  men. 
The  officers  thus  promoted  were  generally 
perfectly  fit  for  service  at  the  time  they  were 
ahdved;  and  it  was  not  only  unjust  to  the 
jeoiintry,  which  was  saddled  with  their  half- 
pay,  bat  cruel  to  them  (all  their  tastes  and 
sympathies  being  in  favour  of  a  sea  life) 
to  compel  them  to  retire.  With  respect 
to  the  Army  he  entirely  disapproved  of  that 
imtem  whereby  a  man  after  serving  for 
wee  or  four  years  was  entitled  to  receive 
half-pay,  and  to  become  a  pensioner  for 
Ufe.  He  did  not  see  why  the  practice 
whicb  prevailed  in  France  should  not  be 
adopted  here,  which  was,  that  precisely 
the  same  riile  of  half-pay  should  apply  to 
officers  as  to  privates.  The  Government 
was  not  economising  as  had  been  recom- 
mended by  previous  statesmen;  but  he 
.  hoped  the  country  would,  after  it  had  re- 
covered from  its  delirium,  for  it  was  now 
^gfatened  at  some  groundless  chimerical 
idea  of  t^e  people  revolting,  insist  upon 
the  reduction  of  our  war  establishments. 
It  was  by  relieving  the  people  from  the 
cmshing  weight  of  their  present  taxation, 
that  their  contentment  and  tranquillity 
could  be  permanently  secured.  The  fleet 
upon  the  coast  of  Africa  was  not  only  use- 
less, but  seriously  aggravated  the  evil  it 
was  intended  to  check.  Why,  too,  should 
there  be  a  waste  of  public  money  in  the 
ohildish  usage  of  saluting  great  person- 
ages ?  Fifty  pounds  a  day  was  actually 
hued  away  in  gunpowder  upon  this  ab- 
surd practice.  After  a  few  words  on  the 
difficulty  of  procuring  medical  officers  for 
th6  fleet,  and  recommending  the  work  of 
the  dockyards  to  be  put  out  by  contract. 


the  hon.  Member  concluded.  By  these 
and  other  means  the  public  burdens  might 
be  considerably  lightened;  and  he  hoped 
that  before  they  met  again  for  the  next 
Session  the  Government  would  have  effect- 
ed a  careful  revision  of  all  its  establish- 
ments, and  be  prepared  to  grant  the  peo- 
ple a  large  and  substantial  relief  by  the  re- 
mission of  their  enormous  taxation. 

Admiral  GORDON  regretted  that  the 
Navy  Estimates  had  been  referred  to  a 
Committee;  for  he  believed  that  it  would 
hereafter  be  found  to  be  a  precedent  at- 
tended with  serious  injury  to  the  public 
service.  At  the  same  time  he  believed  the 
Committee  had  collected  a  great  deal  of 
valuable  information  that  would  be  service- 
able in  framing  future  estimates,  and  in 
conducting  the  general  business  of  the  dif- 
ferent departments. 

Captain  BERKELEY  thought  many  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose's  figures 
erroneous.  He  thought  it  better  that  it 
should  be  left  to  the  Executive  and  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  to  say  what  ships 
should  be  kept  up,  and  how  they  should  do 
duty,  than  leave  such  a  body  as  the  House 
of  Commons  to  decide  upon  such  matters. 
He  denied  that  there  was  the  difficulty  of 
getting  medical  officers  and  seamen  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  supposed.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  ought  to  remember 
that  the  half-pay,  of  which  he  so  loudly 
complained,  was  the  result  of  the  long  war. 
Seven  hundred  and  twenty-eight  ships 
were  commanded  by  captains  in  the  course 
of  that  war,  who  had  been  placed  upon 
half-pay  when  their  services  were  no  longer 
required;  and  it  would  be  extremely  hard 
if  no  account  was  to  be  taken  of  their  hav- 
ing spent  the  prime  of  their  lives  in  the 
subordinate  ranks  of  the  profession,  prior 
to  their  promotion  to  be  commanders.  It 
was,  therefore,  most  unfair  to  say  that 
they  were  receiving  half-pay  after  only  a 
few  years'  service,  and  to  cry  out  that  the 
country  was  robbed  by  their  being  paid 
extravagantly  for  doing  comparatively  no- 
thing. 

Mr.  COBDEN  wished  to  make  a  few 
observations  on  the  question  now  before  the 
House.  The  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
had  explained  to  the  House  what  the  Com- 
mittee had  themselves  stated  in  their  re- 
port, that  they  were  precluded  from  enter- 
ing on  the  question  what  should  be  the 
amount  of  our  naval  force.  The  Commit- 
tee were  told  that  this  question  must  be 
left  to  the  responsible  advisers  of  the 
Crown,  who,  taking  a  general  survey  of 
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^he  state  of  the  world,  and  of  our  relations 
with  foreign  Powers,  proposed  such  a  force 
as  should  be  agreed  upon  and  determined 
by  the  Queen  in  Council,  while  the  House 
afterwards  finally  decided  upon  the  amount 
of  force  which  should  be  maintained.  They 
all  knew  that  the  vote  with  reference  to 
the  amount  of  the  forces  was  proposed  and 
considered  as  one  of  confidence  or  no  con- 
fidence, and  that  it  became  a  Government 
and  a  Cabinet  question.  Now,  before  the 
House  met  next  February,  this  question 
would  be  again  considered  by  the  Queen 
in  Council,  and  the  amount  again  prepared 
and  submitted  before  the  House  would  have 
an  opportunity  of  expressing  their  opinion 
on  this  subject.  Whatever  the  amount  of 
naval  force  might  be,  he  might  assume  that 
it  would  pass  that  House;  but  before  the 
Government  took  the  matter  into  consid- 
eration, he  begged  to  offer  a  few  general 
observations,  the  result  of  his  experience 
in  the  Committee,  and  to  express  his  views 
upon  the  amount  of  naval  force  which  the 
Government  had  maintained  and  were  now 
maintaining  in  the  service  of  this  country. 
In  doing  this  he  did  not  pass  reflections 
upon  the  present  Government,  or  upon  any 
Government  that  had  preceded  it.  It  had 
been  said,  that  the  Government  had  been 
for  ten  years  successively  increasing  the 
Navy — that  there  had  been  no  one  division 
against  that  increase — and  that  all  Govern- 
ments and  parties  had  concurred  in  it. 
They  who  sat  there  had,  therefore,  no  right 
to  blame  the  Government  for  having  so 
augmented  the  naval  forces.  The  point  to 
which  he  wished  to  advert  was  the  opinion 
expressed  by  Lord  Auckland  and  other 
official  men  who  were  examined  before  the 
Committee,  that  the  increase  of  our  naval 
armaments  from  time  to  time  must  be 
governed  by  and  must  keep  pace  with  the 
armaments  maintained  by  other  Govern- 
ments, who,  it  appeared,  had  been  also  in- 
creasing their  naval  forces.  The  question 
appeared,  then,  to  be  only  one  of  relative 
force  between  difi^rent  Governments;  and 
that  if  other  Governments  and  our  own 
Would  unite  and  agree  upon  this  point,  and 
if,  instead  of  running  a  race  as  to  which 
should  have  the  largest  armament,  they 
would  bring  themselves  to  an  understand- 
ing that  no  comparative  increase  should 
take  place — then  it  seemed  agreed  they 
would  gain  all  the  objects  which  they  at 
present  gained  by  their  overgrown  arma- 
»,  and  each  country  would  stand  in 
le  relative  position  as  at  present.  It 
that  the  great  increase  in  our 


naval  force  had  been  in  our  steam  navy. 
The  Committee  did  not  appear  to  him 
fully  to  appreciate  the  vast  amount  of  ex- 
penditure which  had  taken  place  for  the 
steam  navy.  He  believed  he  should  not 
exaggerate  when  he  stated  that  at  this 
moment  there  were  either  built,  building, 
or  ordered,  a  steam  navy  equal  to  100  ves- 
sels, averaging  upwards  of  1,000  tons  each. 
In  addition  to  those  there  were  sixty  or 
seventy  smaller  steamers  nnder  the  deno- 
mination of  yachts,  tenders,  gunboats,  and 
the  like.  He  had  obtained  the  opinions  of 
men  practically  conversant  with  steamship 
building,  as  to  the  cost  of  this  vast  ar- 
mament. There  was  the  steam  fleet  of 
100,000  tons,  and  32,000  horse-powcr, 
the  expense  of  which,  taking  the  evidence 
given  before  the  Committee  as  to  the  cost 
of  building  per  ton,  he  pnt  down  at 
5,000,0002.  sterling.  The  smaller  vessels 
he  put  down  at  only  10,000  horse-power* 
and  the  cost  at  1,000,0002.,  making  a 
gross  total  of  6,000,0002.  for  steam  ves- 
sels. Would  the  Committee  believe  that 
there  had  actually  been  expended,  or  was 
being  expended,  in  steam  war  ships,  a 
larger  amount  of  money  than  was  invested 
in  the  merchant  steam  vessels  engaged  in 
the  whole  of  the  foreign  and  coasting  trade  ? 
['<No!*']  Thehon.andgailantAdmiFal(Ad* 
miral  Bowles,  we  believe)  might  well  receive 
that  statement  as  incredible;  but  he  had 
compared  all  the  returns  upon  the  subject* 
and  if  that  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
would  go  through  the  caleulations  with 
him,  he  would  undertake,  notwithstanding 
his  incredulity,  to  satisfy  him  of  the  fact 
that  there  was  now  invested  or  about  to 
be  invested  in  the  steam  navy  a  greater 
amount  than  was  invested  in  the  merchant 
steamers  altogether.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  could  not  believe  this  fact, 
nor  probably  had  the  country  ever  conceiv- 
ed it.  But  when  the  matter  was  better 
understood,  it  would  be  seen  what  a  race 
of  folly  and  extravagance  this  country  had 
been  running  with  others.  Why,  at  thia 
rate  it  would  have  been  positively  a  gain 
and  a  blessing  to  the  country  if  steam  na- 
vigation had  never  been  invented,  for  if  a 
fleet  of  war  steamers  was  to  be  kept  up 
greater  in  value  than  the  merchant  steamers 
themselves,  he  would  ask,  speaking  nation*^ 
ally,  what  possible  benefit  could  arise? 
And  it  was  the  same  in  other  countries. 
He  would  undertake  to  prove  that  the  war 
steamers  of  France  cost  more  than  all  her 
merchant  steamers.  He  could  show  that 
such  was  the  case  ia  Sardinia,  and  in  Den- 
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mark,  Russia,  and  Austria.  Then  if  all 
the  countries  of  Europe  had  heen  running 
^  ahsurd  a  race  of  competition,  in  the  in- 
crease of  their  war  steamers — England 
taking  the  lead — would  not  the  House  agree 
with  him  that  it  was  high  time  public  at- 
tention should  be  drawn  to  the  subject,  not 
onlj  in  this  country,  hut  in  all  the  countries 
of  the  world,  and  that,  if  possible,  wo 
should  invite  them  to  follow  the  example  we 
eurselves  should  set  of  reducing  this  most 
enormous  expense?  He  would  now  men- 
tion another  fact  which  would  probably  ap- 
pear to  some  hon.  Members  equally  in- 
credible with  the  last.  They  had  invested, 
or  had  already  agreed  to  and  committed 
themselves  to  invest,  in  steam  basins  and 
docks,  for  the  repairing  of  Government 
Bteam  vessels,  a  larger  amount  of  money 
than  was  embarked  in  all  the  yards  and 
^MStories  in  the  kingdom  engaged  in  build- 
ing merchant  steamers.  He  would  give 
the  items.  At  Woolwich  the  amount  was 
150,000^.,  at  Portsmouth  2/)0,0(K)?.,  at 
Keyham,  near  Plymouth,  1,225,000^,  so 
that  there  was  a  total  of  1,625,000Z.  either 
now  invested  or  estimated  for  operations 
which  would  have  to  be  completed,  as  the 
cost  of  works  for  the  repair  of  steam 
Tcsaels,  being  a  larger  amount  of  capital 
than  was  invested  in  the  yards  and  factories 
QtKm  the  Clyde  or  the  Thames  and  other 
places  in  which  were  manufactured  all  the 
nerchant  steamers  in  the  country.  And 
it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  con- 
struction of  a  single  steam  engine  was  not 
eontempUted  in  these  docks  or  basins; 
they  were  appropriated  to  the  making  of 
boiiers,  and  the  repairing  of  steamers  only, 
while  in  the  private  yards  and  factories  to 
which  he  had  referred  all  the  steam  engines 
were  made  that  were  used  both  in  the  mer- 
chant steamers  and  in  the  Royal  Navy. 
Now  the  question  was,  how  had  this  enor- 
moos  increase  taken  place  ?  Much  of  it,  he 
hdieved,  had  arisen  from  a  state  of  panic. 
This  country  had  been  frightened  by  some 
anticipated  invasion  by  the  force  of  other 
couitries;  and  upon  this  point  he  begged 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
the  evidence  that  had  been  given  before 
the  Select  Committee  by  certain  gallant 
Gentlemen.  He  did  not  wish  to  say  a 
irord  that  could  excite  anger  or  unpleasant 
fiselings  in  the  minds  of  professional  men; 
Imt  this  much  he  would  say,  that  there 
ksd  been  an  unanimous  opinion  in  the  Se- 
lect Committee  that  the  evidence  of  those 
gallttit  Qentlemen  was  characterised  by  a 
l|troDg  professional  bias  towards  great  un- 


dertakings in  the  way  of  armament.  Sir 
T.  Hastings,  the  President  of  the  Com- 
mission appointed  in  1844  to  prepare  our 
national  defences  against  some  imaginary 
peril  from  abroad,  was  examined  as  to  his 
views  upon  the  danger  of  the  country  and 
the  necessity  for  preparation,  and^this  was 
one  of  his  observations  : — 

'*  Take  the  Isle  of  Wight,  for  example;  a  large 
steam  squadron  comes  over ;  yoa  have  two  of  those 
ships  and  four  frigates  lying  in  Portsmouth  har- 
bour. We  will  assume  the  object  to  be  to  attack 
Grosport,  from  which  point  Portsmouth  might  be 
easily  destroyed;  about  that  there  is  no  doubt. 
Suppose  that  twenty  steamers  came  laden  with 
troops  into  Stokes  bay  for  the  purpose  of  landing ; 
they  would  be  there  just  a^t  the  back  of  Gosport." 

And  what  did  Sir  T.  Hastings  found  upon 
this  supposition  of  a  manceuvre  that  an 
enemy  might  accomplish  in  case  of  war  ? 
He  proposed  that  eight  line  of  battle  ships 
and  frigates  should  be  converted  into  screw- 
steamers  in  order  to  guard  against  an 
imaginary  act  to  be  done  in  this  imaginary 
invasion.  But,  mark  the  effects  which  your 
proceedings  had  upon  other  countries.  The 
next  thing  heard  of  was,  that  the  French 
Government  was  alarmed  at  these  pre- 
parations on  our  side,  and  recommended 
the  preparation  of  a  similar  force.  And 
what  had  been  the  result  of  all  this  ?  That 
only  one  of  these  screw-propelled  vessels 
had  been  made;  so  that  alarm  had  been 
excited,  and  corresponding  preparations  had 
been  induced  in  France,  by  the  accounts  of 
our  increased  armament,  while,  after  all,  lit- 
tle was  effected.  And,  in  truth,  if  we  looked 
at  the  armament  of  France  upon  paper, 
and  afterwards  compared  it  with  what  was 
realised,  it  would  often  be  found  that  we 
had  been  needlessly  frightened  about  pre- 
parations which  had  never  been  actually 
carried  out.  He  would  now  give  the  Com- 
mittee another  specimen  of  the  kind  of  pro- 
fessional argument  by  which  the  Govern- 
ment were  induced  to  incur  the  expense  of 
these  steam  dockyards.  Sir  T.  Hastings 
said — 

"  Supposing  you  had  an  equal  force  with  France, 
and  the  object  to  be  attained  were  the  defence  of 
the  Channel  Islands.  The  squadrons  assemble 
near  the  Channel  Islands.  The  object,  of  course, 
of  the  British  squadron  would  be,  which,  with 
steam,  they  would  easily  have  the  power  of  doing, 
to  place  themselves  between  the  islands  and  the 
enemy.  In  that  position  it  is  probable  a  great 
battle  woul^  be  fought.  I  will  admit  that  the 
battle  is  to  the  advantage  of  England ;  but,  as 
probably  would  be  the  case  in  the  opening  of  a 
war,  it  is  not  one  of  those  great  decisive  actions 
with  which  a  war  is  closed,  and  that  the  French 
are  enabled  to  retire  into  Cherbourg,  Brest » 
Nantes,  rOrient,  and  Roohefort." 
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Further  on  the  same  gallant  Officer  said — ^ 

"  We  supposed  just  now  a  battle  to  be  fought 
near  the  Channel  Islands ;  but  if  we  look  to  the 
Mediterranean,  we  shall  find  that  the  first  naval 
actions  would  be  probably  somewhere  to  the  west 
of  a  line  drawn  from  Toulon  to  Algiers.  There 
is  no  factory  at  Gibraltar ;  and,  if  you  wished  to 
have  one,  you  have  no  ground  on  which  to  build 
an  extensive  one." 

And,  further  on,  thej  had  another  assumed 
or  imaginary  sea  fight.  The  gallant  Officer 
said — 

"The  factory  at  Portsmouth  is  so  confined, 
that  admitting  you  were  to  throw  twenty-five 
steam-ships  in  there  after  a  battle,  to  repair,  you 
could  not  effect  it.  Take  it  that  there  were  forty 
vessels  engaged;  supposing  you  were  to  send 
fifteen  to  the  river,  and  twenty-five  to  Portsmouth 
— ^twenty-five  would  be  more  than  you  could  cal- 
culate on  the  power  of  Portsmouth  to  repair,  and 
consequently  I  think  it  would  be  wise  to  provide 
another  basin  and  factory  where  such  repairs,  in 
the  event  of  such  a  contingency,  depending  upon 
a  war,  may  arise.'' 

Upon  these  assumptions  of  invasions  and 
imaginary  hattles  followed  the  gallant  Cap- 
tain's idea  of  what  preparations  ought  to 
he  made  for  repairing  steam  vessels  and 
engines.  He  was  asked  (question  9,844) — 

"  It  has  been  stated  that  if  Woolwich  were 
worked  to  its  maximum,  and  nothing  was  done 
but  the  repair  of  steam  machinery,  it  would  be 
equal  to  the  repair  of  20,000  horse-power ;  what 
power  do  you  think  necessary  in  addition  to 
that  ?  " 

To  this  the  reply  of  the  gallant  Officer  was 
as  follows : — 

<*  Portsmouth  is  designed  for  25,000  horse- 
power, that  would  leave  me  25,000  for  Keyham ; 
also,  according  to  the  estimate  I  have  given,  I 
would  venture  to  say,  that  if  you  are  forming  an 
establishment,  admitting  my  data  to  be  right,  of 
70,000  horse-power,  the  materiel  of  the  establish- 
ment has  not  been  framed  on  too  extensive  a 
scale." 

The  House  would  remark  that  Sir  T.  Has- 
tings had  assumed  the  country  to  he  at  war, 
and  that  hattles  were  to  he  fought  in  parti- 
cular localities;  and  upon  such  assumptions 
he  had  gone  to  work  and  persuaded  the 
Government — and  the  Government  had 
acted  upon  his  suggestions — that  it  was 
necessary  to  have  1,225,000/.  expend- 
ed at  Devonport  for  the  repair  of  these 
steam  vessels,  and  upon  such  recommenda- 
tions the  House  stood  committed  to  a  vote 
for  the  repair  of  steam  vessels  amounting  to 
70,000  horse-power.  The  gallant  Officer 
was  asked  whether  he  regarded  such  pre- 
parations to  he  necessary  in  time  of  peace  ? 
and  his  distinct  answer  was,  '*  I  view  all 
these  questions  with  reference  to  a  state  of 
war.'*  Great, however,  as  were  these  pre- 
parations for  the  coming  war,  they  wera 


not  sufficient  to  satisfy  all  the  gallant  offi- 
cers who  had  given  their  opinions  upon  the 
subject.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Launceston  was  examined  hefore  the  Se- 
lect Committee —  [An  Hon.  Member  de- 
precated referenee  to  the  evidence  before 
the  Committee,  when  it  had  only  just  been 
printed.]  It  was  not  his  fault  if  the  Navy 
Estimates  had  been  broaght  forward  before 
hon.  Members  were  in  possession  of  the  evi- 
dence before  the  Committee.  He  could, 
however,  bear  his  testimony  to  the  great 
ability  with  which  the  report  had  been 
drawn  up  by  the  noble  Lord  who  was  Chair- 
man of  that  Committee.  Admiral  Bowles 
was  asked  what  ought  to  be  the  amount  of 
our  naval  force;  and  his  answer  ' 


"  I  believe  that  no  of&oer  in  the  Navj,  whose 
opinion  is  worth  anything,  would  say  that  the 
force  of  the  Navy  ought  to  be  so  low  as  at  the  pre- 
sent moment." 

He  further  said — 

"  My  opinion  is,  that  we  should  take  oare  to  be 
one-half  superior  to  the  French  navy,  whatever 
their  navy  is." 

And  the  gallant  Admiral  further  gave  as 
his  opinion — 

"  Our  Navy  must  be  kept  up  with  refamiee  to 
the  Navy  of  the  Power  with  which  we  may  be  at 
war;  so  that  if  the  other  Power  have  sUty  or' 
seventy  steamers  of  the  line,  we  ought  to  have 
eighty  or  ninety." 

[Admiral  Bowles:  The  hon.  Member  is 
not  quoting  fairly — my  evidence  referred 
to  ships  of  the  line,  and  not  steamers.]  He 
willingly  conceded  to  the  hon.  and  ffallant 
Admiral,  that  England  was  entiued  to 
have  a  larger  naval  force  than  other  coun- 
tries of  the  world  if  she  liked  to  incur  the 
expense.  Nay,  more,  no  country  would 
object  to  England  having  a  larger  naval 
force  than  others.  If  ships  of  war  were 
necessary  at  all,  no  one  would  deny  that 
England,  with  a  more  extended  commerce 
than  any  other  country,  was  entitled  to 
keep  a  larger  force  afloat,  without  exciting 
jealousy.  He  was  not  attacking  the  Go- 
vernment or  any  party  in  the  country,  but 
he  called  in  question  the  wisdom  of  this 
policy  throughout  the  world  of  constantly 
increasing  armaments.  At  the  same  time 
he  adhered  to  the  opinion  he  had  expressed 
before,  that,  when  gallant  admirals  and 
captains  were  called  upon  to  advise  as  to 
the  amount  of  armament  to  be  kept  up, 
they  were  likely  to  be  influenced  by  pro- 
fessional feelings  and  preposseesionB  in 
urging  increased  arming  without  reference 
to  the  expenditure.  The  House  would  find 
in  the  evidence,  that  when  these  gallant 
officers  recommended  this  increase  of  fbveer 
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mud  wben  they  were  asked  about  tbe  ex- 
pense, they  Bald,  '*  Ob,  we  never  thought 
aboat  that  at  all;  all  we  thought  of  was, 
how  the  country  was  to  be  defended."     It 
appeared  to  him  that  the  great  error  on 
the  part  both  of  the  Goyemment  and  of 
these  officers  was,  that  they  assumed  as  a 
physical  possibility  what  nobody  could  deny, 
that  there  might  be  an  attack  upon  some 
point  of  our  shores,  and  then  called  upon 
^6  country  to  act  upon  their  assumption 
••  if  it  were  a  moral  probability.     If  they 
were  to  carry  out  that  principle,  he  did  not 
know  whwe  they  could  stop  in  their  pre- 
parations  against  an  inyasion,    short    of 
ereeting  a  martello  tower  at  every  hundred 
yards  upon  the  coast,  and  even  then  there 
might  be  some  timid  old  ladies  who  felt 
themselyee  insecure.     At  the  same  time, 
it  appearod  to  him  that  we  had  shown  a 
little  want  of  what  was  called  English 
pluck.     He  had  seen  a  remark  in  an  Ame- 
rican paper  to  the  effect  that  England  had 
been  mcurring  expenses  all  over  the  world 
to  play  the  bully,  and  now  she  was  incur- 
ring expenses  to  play  the  coward;   and 
rei^y  there  appeared  some  force  in  the  ob- 
senra^on,  when  we  had  been  wasting  our 
money  to  defend    ourselves    from    these 
imaginary  dangers,  and  from  invasions  and 
attacks  which  nobody  ever  contemplated 
making  upon  us.     He  would  now  appeal  to 
the  Government  whether  it  was  utterly  im- 
possible for  something  to  be  done  to  stop 
tMs  enormous  expenditure?  Would  it  not 
be  practicable  and  rational  to  make  a  pro- 
posal— 4k  proposal  such  as  was  probably 
never    made   before — ^to  the   Continental 
States,  that  they  should  discontinue  this 
i^ord  principle  of  arming  ?  He  might  be 
ealled  Utoinan  for  entertaining  the  idea  of 
aneh  a  project,  were  he  not  sanctioned  by 
high  authority  in  that  House — by  a  states- 
man whose  opinions  commanded  respect 
both  in  the  Legislature  and  in  the  country. 
In  1841,  prior  to  accepting.office,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth 
•aid,  in  speaking  on  the  Amendment  to  the 
Address—- 

**  Is  not  tlie  time  come  when  the  powerful  coun- 
tries of  Europe  should  reduce  those  military  ar- 
msmeats  which  they  have  so  sedulously  raised  ?  Is 
not  the  time  come  when  they  should  be  prepared 
to  declare  that  there  is  no  use  in  such  overgrown 
establishments?  What  is  the  advantage  of  one 
l*€fwer  greatly  increasing  its  Army  and  Navy  ? 
Does  it  not  see  that  if  it  possesses  such  increase  for 
wl^^protection  and  defence,  the  other  Powers  will 
fiHow  its  example  ?  The  consequence  of  this  state 
imisi  be,  that  no  increase  of  relative  strength  will 
•eome  to  any  one  Power ;  but  there  must  be  a 
smivtrsal  oonsumption  of  tiie  resources  of  every 


country  in  military  preparations.  They  are,  la 
&ct,  depriving  peace  of  half  its  advantages,  and 
anticipating  the  energies  of  war  whenever  they 
may  be  required.  I  do  not  meto  to  advocate  any 
romantic  notion  of  each  nation  trusting  with  ween.^ 
rity  the  professions  of  its  neighbours ;  but  if  oaoh 
country  were  to  conunune  with  itself,  and  ask, 
<  What  is  at  present  the  danger  of  foreign  invasion 
compared  to  the  danger  of  producing  dissatisfiu^^ 
tion  and  discontent,  and  curtailing  the  comforts  of 
the  people  by  undue  taxation  ? '  the  answer  must 
be  this,  that  the  danger  of  aggression  is  infinitely 
less  than  the  danger  of  those  sufferings  to  which 
the  present  exorbitant  expenditure  must  give  rise. 
The  interest  of  Europe  is  not  that  any  one  country 
should  exercise  a  peculiar  influence ;  but  the  true 
interest  of  Europe  is  to  come  to  some  one  common 
accord,  so  as  to  enable  every  country  to  reduoo 
those  military  armaments  which  belong  to  a  state 
of  war  rather  than  of  peace.  I  do  wish  that  the 
councils  of  every  country  (or  that  the  public  voice 
and  mind,  if  the  councils  did  not)  would  willingly 
propagate  such  a  doctrine." 

Many  embassies  had  been  sent  abroad  to 
negotiate  for  various  objects  whether  re- 
lating to  peace  or  war.  Why  should  not  a 
messenger  go  forth  from  the  Foreign  Office 
to  the  Governments  of  France  and  Europe 
generally,  to  propose  that  there  should  oe 
a  partial  disarmament  ?  We  were,  in  fact, 
departing  from  the  practice  of  former  days. 
Formerly,  when  hostilities  ceased.  Govern- 
ments disbanded  their  forces,  and  the  peo- 
ple were  left  to  enjoy  the  fruits  of  peace. 
We  were  now  keeping  up  a  force  equal  to 
that  which  was  maintained  in  the  middle 
of  the  last  century,  when  we  were  engaged 
in  war.  And  had  hon.  Gentlemen  calcu- 
lated the  expense  of  this  ?  Let  him  not  be 
called  a  romantic  dreamer  possessed  with 
the  notion  of  universal  and  perpetual  peace. 
What  he  wanted  was  reduction.  He  asked 
again — had  hon.  Members  calculated  the 
expense  of  the  armament?  They  were 
voting  this  year  for  Army,  Navy,  and 
Ordnance,  18,000,000L  It  was  equal  to 
8,000,000  quarters  of  wheat,  and  to  the 
rental  of  1,800,000  lOL  houses.  He  did 
not  mean  to  say  that  circumstances  might 
not  require  a  large  expenditure  of  the  pub-  , 
lie  money;  but  every  shilling  that  was  ex- 
pended without  necessity  was  just  as  much 
wasted  as  if  it  were  flung  into  the  sea;  it 
produced  nothing  to  the  country;  and  he 
had  observed  in  the  inquiry  before  the 
Committee,  that  the  purpose  of  our  arma- 
ments was  not  always  properly  defined. 
Lord  Auckland  had  been  examined  before 
the  Committee,  and  he  seemed  not  to  know 
what  considerations  governed  the  disposal 
of  our  naval  force;  there  seemed  never  to 
be  any  rule.  He  appeared  to  consider  that 
there  was  a  necessity  for  some  of  our  ships 
to  be  in  every  quarter  of  the  world  where 


1295 


Supplf^ 


{COMMONS} 


Navff  EiUmaUi. 


1296 


there  were  ships  helonging  to  any  other 
Power.  There  was  the  miserahle  affair  of 
the  River  Plate;  what  a  waste  of  money 
at  Montevideo ! ,  And,  after  we  had  ahan- 
doned  the  affair,  and  given  it  np  in  despair, 
we  mast  have  ships  kept  there  to  watch 
the  French.  Then  there  was  our  trade 
with  Chifia;  there  were  twenty-five  ships 
of  war  on  the  East  India  and  China  station 
to  guard  our  trade;  whereas,  in  1835,  we 
had  only  fifteen.  Was  it  expected  that  our 
trade  with  China  could  support  such  an  ex- 
penditure? Was  a  trade  of  2,000,000Z. 
with  China  to  he  hurdened  with  700,000^. 
or  800,0002.  for  this  object  ?  If  we  had 
much  of  this  sort  of  trade,  it  would  be  the 
ruin  of  the  country.  Our  merchant  vessels 
were  now  exempt  from  the  danger  of  pi- 
rates; that  was  a  modem  advantage  which 
our-  forefathers  never  possessed.  He  knew 
there  were  Malay  prahus  in  the  Indian  Ar- 
chipelago; but  they  did  not  attack  our  ves- 
sels; they  robbed  each  other.  We  had 
now  no  Algerines  to  contend  with,  like  the 
Venetians  of  old,  who  were  obliged  to  send 
armaments  to  protect  their  ships  against 
pirates.  We  laboured  under  no  such  dis- 
advantages; we  were  fitting  out  armaments 
simply  and  solely  for  the  purpose  of  run- 
ning a  race  with  other  Powers  of  folly  and 
extravagance.  He  saw  nothing  in  the 
state  of  the  countries  abroad  to  prevent 
an  overture  from  this  country  for  a  partial 
disarmament;  on  the  contrary,  he  saw 
much  which  afforded  a  prospect  of  the  con- 
tinuance of  peace.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Henley)  last  night  said, 
he  (Mr.  Cobden)  had  not  been  a  true  pro- 
phet with  respect  to  the  state  of  France. 
He  was  charged  with  not  having  foreseen 
the  French  revolution,  which  neither  Mon- 
sieur Guizot  nor  Louis  Philippe  foresaw  at 
twelve  o'clock  of  the  day  on  which  it  ex- 
ploded; and  he  thought  he  ought  not  to  be 
excused,  for  if  there  was  any  person  who 
more  than  another  had  cast  discredit  upon 
those  who  presumed  to  indulge  in  predic- 
tion, it  was  he.  But  he  saw  nothing  in  the 
present  state  of  France  or  Europe  to  pre- 
vent a  reduction  of  armaments.  There 
was  no  symptom  of  war  between  the  great 
nations  of  Europe;  all  countries  seemed  to 
be  settling  down  according  to  their  several 
races  and  nationalities.  Germany  said, 
•'  We  want  to  be  Germans;  we  don't  want 
any  but  natives  of  the  German  race  to 
league  with  us;  we  want  no  Sclavonians 
and  no  French."  Austria,  indeed,  was 
trying  to  prevent  the  fulfilment  of  this  na- 
tional desire  in  Italy;  but  if  one  great  na- 


tion desired  to  conquer  other  nations  of 
different  race,  and  language,  and  religion* 
he  saw  no  advantage  in  its  so  doing;  ou 
the  contrary,  he  was  sure  success  would  be 
a  source  of  perpetual  weakness,  and  no  one 
who  knew  the  universal  feeling  of  the  Lom- 
bards would  deny  that  if  Austria  subjected 
them,  it  would  be  a  source  of  weakness  to 
her,  and  not  of  strength.  Sovereigns  no 
longer  disposed  of  the  destiny  of  nations. 
It  would  never  again  be  found  that  princes 
and  sovereigns,  sitting  in  Congress  at 
Vienna,  could  dispose  of  countries,  and 
races,  and  people  in  a  mass.  The  demo- 
cracy was  now  heard;  there  was  a  popular 
voice,  and  he  saw  in  the  influence  of  that 
popular  voice  an  obstacle  against  war,. a 
principle  that  would  control  dynastic  in- 
trigues, and  save  us  in  future  from  such 
misunderstandings  as  have  lately  arisen  out 
of  secret  arrangements  for  the  marriage  of 
princes.  Was  it  not  the  great  interest  of 
this  country,  or  of  any  other  country,  to 
reduce  its  expenditure?  The  remark  he 
had  quoted  from  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tam worth 
showed  that  the  consequence  of  increased 
armaments  must  be  increased  taxation. 
Look  at  our  condition  now.  Could  we  find 
any  parish  or  municipality  in  such  a  state 
we  should  be  ashamed  of  it.  We  had  an 
acknowledged  deficiency  of  1,700,0002.  a 
year,  and  yet  we  were  neither  ashamed  of 
it  nor  alarmed  at  it.  We  were  running 
the  same  course  which  all  nations  ran 
when  they  entered  upon  a  career  of  ruin; 
our  expenditure  exceeded  our  income;  and 
we  could  not  reduce  our  expenditure  unless 
we  reduced  our  armaments;  and  every  step 
we  took  to  reduce  our  expenditure  would 
not  only  reduce  taxation,  but  increase  the 
commerce  of  the  country.  A  reduction  of 
1,000,0002.  in  the  Naval  Estimates  would 
enable  them  to  take  off  one-half  the  tea 
duty,  which  would  augment  our  trade  with 
China;  and  the  reduction  of  another  mil- 
lion devoted  to  the  abolition  of  exoiae 
duties  would  relieve  and  encourage  various 
branches  of  trade.  Then  he  said  to  the 
House  and  to  the  country,  without  refer- 
ence to  party — he  was  not  treating  this 
as  a  party  question — ^this  was  the  moment 
to  invite  the  Government  to  exert  their 
utmost  efforts  with  foreign  countries  to  in- 
duce them  to  agree  with  us  to  reduce  our 
expenditure  by  reducing  our  armaments, 
that  they  might  reduce  theirs.  He  should 
like  to  see  this  country  set  the  example, 
and  others  to  follow  it;  but  France  had  al- 
ready set  the  example.    He  had  seen  i( 
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'  ■JiDaizkeBX£. 
BOWLES:  Sir,  ibe  Lwl 
Ifcaberltr  t^  Wen  Hidmr:  ite*  eddrEss»ed 
the  int  pan  of  lu§  ^keeeh  M  pATDeuiarlr  to 
me.  that  aiilKnigli  be  wu  safBmntlT  difi. 
tovardi  the  eoDcliuka,  asd  wab- 
■to  Taxiont  forngn  uipirs,  it  vcHild 
he  £MCipeetfil  towards  the  House,  axid 
not  eoerteosi  to  the  hoo.  Geotleman  him- 
aMt  if  I  did  BBt  iar  a  few  words  in  replj. 
The  Kicai  error  ieto  which  he,  and  all  the 
1  to  whidi  he  heloogs,  always  fall  in 
J  these  qnestions,  is,  that  from  an 
;  ieeapaeilT  to  eomprdieDd  the  im- 
interests  and  objects  at 
stake,  tkej  argue  as  if  the  matter  was 
■Mralj  peeuuarj — an  affair  of  pounds, 
sUDiBga,  and  pence— and  totallj-  lose  sif^ht 
of  the  higher  objecta  inToWed  in  it.  The 
'  stlemaa  brings  forward  his  ad  cap- 
iUastrationB,  to  show  ^ow  many 
of  wheat  may  be  bought,  or  how 
ten-poond  houses  built,  with  the 
which  our  Notj  costs  us;  but  he 
fofgeta  that  even  the  blessings  of  food  and 
dwcDingB  will  go  but  a  small  way  towards 
hoHMUi  hapfNness,  if  they  are  unaccompa- 
nied bj  a  tense  of  protection  for  life,  and 
aeeoritj  §or  property.  For  the  sake  of  a 
_  amile  in  the  course  of  his  speech, 
haa  quoted  garbled  extracts  from  cvi- 
not  yet  published,  to  represent  an 
of  lugh  rank  and  character,  as  en- 
ezai^rated  and  groundless  ap- 
and  suggesting  unnecessary 
nceeaationB;  but  I  assert,  from  my  own 
knowledge,  that  the  dangers  in  question 
imaginary  but  real — that  if  war 


na^j,  mart  esMieaJhr, 
wiiifi  mj£ic  iuxaumuie?'  rar^  ik  arv  mo- 
OEL  emeireufT'.     -^y  niK  wimic  saramM. 

ZSA  fTBE  ^ssmaot  ssaof  dnrmc  ^>^  iio* 
TnniitCTCuiL  of  xm  riris  hm..  Ikarnnn  aie 
Yeniiiir  ice  Tanrwfiru.  u*  jncTvaae  me-  sm^ 
-iarnt.  wen-  esrsvac^n:  ana  imziereManr 
fuie'ieE^:  i«ci  he  icerea  ihax  we  we^e  drH*ca 
*i-  iLaL  ij  aie  rnndnn  ic-  wLiriL  I  hare 
xJiBoec:  anc  whcL  he  qwnes  Sir  IL  Pech''s 
woe  askc  Kazesnuiz^e  mssvx^M  u*  f <racn 
P:<we%  tb  iJissaiL  from  war£ke  pr«para- 
iJazkK.  he  JLUgi  sbxt  he  aware  thai  all 
ihew  ohaerraxjun^  we«  es^ienaliT  addreiv- 
«d  tE*  Frukffc.  A2id  hc*w  was  hia  a|mal 
hotwerod. !  Why,  h  ajs^tcared  a$  if  the 
Gco-emiDent,  the  Cha2iXK-r&»  aiid  xhe  Na- 
tion were  riT-aHlnr  eac^  other  in  hwxile 
focJi&C%  and  demciB£i7axk4Ui«  and  press- 
ing forward  more  ea^n-jy  those  cmat 
naral  preparations  so  eridendy  direct^ 
against  n&,  and  which  neodered  ia£a- 
pen&able  corresponding  efToru  on  our 
pan.  I  tmst  that  cirramsUnces  hare 
now  changed,  and  better  feelings  may 
hare  arisen;  hut  I  am  anxions  to  show 
how  completely  the  hon.  Ilember  hat 
misrepresented  all  the  f^ts,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  suiting  them  to  his  own  argu- 
ment. Sir,  after  the  Tcry  satisfactory  state- 
.  ment  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Admiralty, 
by  which  we  are  informed  that  none  of  tho 
more  important  suggestions  of  the  Select 
■  Committee  are  to  be  adopted  by  llor  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  1  shall  abstain  from 
those  lengthened  remarks  upon  them  which 
would  have  otherwise  been  necessary,  ob- 
serving only  that  the  report  has*  betm 
drawn  up  with  great  caro  and  labour  by 
{ the  noble  Chairman,  and  that  it  will  bo 
I  found  very  useful  as  a  general  summary 
of  the  practice  of  the  dcpartniont.  if  tho 
Government  should  continue  to  divost  itself 
of  its  responsibility,  and  again  to  commit 
tho  revision  of  tho  Navy  KHtiinatcM  to  a 
Committee  of  this  Houmo.  Tho  rtvom- 
mcndations  to  whioh  I  proposo  to  advert 
aro  only  tho  most  important  onon,  and  I 

Iwill  take  that  with  roH))eot  to  Kt'^hnm 
iirHt,  hecauHO  it  far  cximmmIh  tho  nMiiuiiidor 
in  magnitude;    nnd,   if  i   havo  thu  good 
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§nfnmo0k  to  efMrinee  the  Ho<ls«  dttt  I  am 
rifl^*!  CA  tikis  pcitat,  I  tbaii  ipre  them  verr 
littfe  more  trovkle  vhh  respect  to  the  re- 
mmder.  Sir,  I  did  wii  iomgiae  mitil  I 
acteoded  diis  Committee,  dmc  a  doubt 
covld  ariie  ia  the  miad  of  anj  refleetiiy 
individoal  aa  to  the  ohvioos  aeeemitT  of 
pfepariag  in  doe  time  for  the  repairs  and 
eqoipmeot  of  that  steam  aavT  which  etr- 
ewDtitafiees  bejond  our  otni  cootrol,  and 
to  which  I  need  aoi  now  more  particoIarlT 
allude*  had  obliged  as  to  create.  OorBaral 
arsenals,  complete  as  thej  geaerallj  are, 
for  the  purposes  of  former  times,  were, 
with  the  exception  of  one  in  the  Thames 
( Wo<4wich;,  unprorided  with  the  means  for 
repairing  the  defects  or  injuries  of  a  single 
steamer;  and  it  was  clear  that  all  our  ef- 
forts would  have  been  thrown  awaj  except 
our  two  g^reat  western  arsenals — Ports- 
mouth and  Deronport — were  made  avaO- 
aUe  for  this  purpose.  The  former  is 
happily  nearly  complete,  and  beyond  the 
reach  of  the  Committee,  but  no  efforts 
were  left  unturned  to  orerthrow  or  retard 
the  completion  of  the  latter;  and  although 
the  evidence  of  almost  erery  witness  boro 
the  strongest  testimony  to  its  extreme  im- 
portance, and  the  impossibility  daring  war 
of  conducting  naral  operations  on  the  coast 
of  France,  Ireland,  and  the  Bay  of  Biscay 
without  a  sufficient  establishment  at  Ply- 
mouth for  the  immediate  refitment  and  re- 
pair of  our  steam  navy,  it  was  obviously 
impossible  to  convince  those  whose  minds 
were  apparently  previously  thoroughly  made 
up  on  the  subject  of  this  self-evident 
truth.  It  was  in  vain  urged  that  France 
had  already  made  these  preparations :  that 
at  Cherbourg,  Brest,  Indret,  and  Roche- 
fort,  all  was  complete.  Nothing  could  con- 
vince a  certain  number  of  the  Committee, 
and  it  will  be  seen  by  the  proceedings  that 
two  hon.  Members  actually  voted  fbr  the 
immediate  stoppage  of  these  great  and 
most  important  works !  Sir,  I  have  al- 
ready said  that  I  impugn  no  man's  mo- 
tives. I  trust  they  are  upright  and  ho- 
nourable; but  this  I  will  fearlessly  assert 
that  the  worst  enemy  of  his  country  could 
not  have  devised  a  scheme  more  calculated 
to  injure  our  naval  power  and  to  cripple 
our  moans  both  offensive  and  defensive. 
Sir,  with  respect  to  the  recommendation 
for  confining  the  number  of  men  actuaUy 
employed  strictly  within  the  limits  of  that 
annually  voted  by  Parliament,  it  sounds,  I 
acknowledge,  plausible.  I  know  it  was  an 
old  hobby  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Kipou;  but  it  has  one  great  objection — it 
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ia  impractieaUe.  In  the  vast  and  com- 
pfieated  a&irs,  foreign  and  domestic,  of 
this  might T  cflspire,  something  will  every 
year  oeeor  at  hoaie  or  abroad  to  create 
akrs  and  uafai'iifm — lo  impede  the  re- 
gakiitj  of  r^e^  and,  ia  short,  to  derange 
that  peffcet  accuracy  of  management  on 
which  this  soggeatioB  depends.  With  re- 
spect to  die  reeommendation  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  aanal  the  whole  of  those  regula- 
tiona  OB  the  £sitk  of  which  a  large  measure 
of  ictiicuNiul  and  gradual  promotion  was 
granted  to  lag  officers  only  a  year  and  a 
half  ago,  its  injustice  ia,  I  trust,  so  evident 
to  Her  Majesty's  Govmunent  that  I  will 
not  trouble  the  House  with  any  further  re- 
marks upon  it,  and  1  will  only  in  conclusion 
detain  the  House  a  very  few  minutes  with 
soDW  obaervatioDS  on  the  line  of  conduct 
which  might,  without  impairing  the  effi- 
ciency, secure  real  and  solid  economy  in 
our  naval  administration.  It  has  been 
more  than  insinuated,  in  the  course  of  this 
debate,  that  naval  officers  are  reckless  of 
expense— ^that  they  are  regardless  of  eco- 
nomy, and  only  desirous  of  maintaining 
large  and  unnecessary  establishments.  Sir, 
I  deny  all  these  accusations.  I  assert 
that  we  are  most  anxious  to  combine  effi- 
ciency with  eeonomy  in  its  true  and  l^ti« 
mate  sense;  but  real  economy,  Sir,  is  that 
which  produces  equal  results  at  a  unaller 
cost,  while  parsimony  and  injadieious  sav- 
ing only  render  inevitable  a  much  lai^er 
outlay  hereafter. 

My  gallant  Friends  opposite  will  allow  me 
to  remind  them  how  much  money  may  be 
saved  by  a  constant  and  careful  control 
over  the  large  sums  annually  expended  in 
our  dockyaids,  in  building,  repairing,  and 
altering  ships;  and  how  much  considera- 
tion is  necessary  to  guard  against  any  in- 
judicious expenses  under  these  heads.  I 
would  venture  to  suggest  to  them  a  much 
moro  detailed  and  serious  examination  of 
all  these  questions  before  the  whole  Board 
of  Admiralty  than  has  ever  hitherto  pre- 
vailed, and  to  recommend  that,  as  it  is 
now  finally  determined  that  the  Surveyor 
of  the  Navy  shall  in  future  be  an  officer  of 
rank  and  distinction  in  the  service,  he 
should  no  longer  be  considered  as  a  mere 
subordinate,  but  be  raised  to  a  seat  at  the 
Board,  and  thus  enabled  to  state  and  sup- 
port his  own  opinions  and  ideas  with  more 
freedom  and  effect.  I  am  convinced  that 
nothing  would  conduce  more  towards  real 
economy  than  the  adoption  of  this  plan. 

Mr.  CORRY  defended  the  increase  in 
the  salary  of  the  Second  Secretary  of  the 
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Admiralty,  Captain  Hamilton.  He  sup- 
posed that  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose, 
when  he  stated  that  the  number  of  ships  of 
the  line  was  at  present  reduced  to  fifty, 
oonld-  only  have'  alluded  to  such  ships  of 
the  line  as  were  ready  for  sea.  With  re- 
^)ect  to  the  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  reduce  the  number  of  flag  officers 
from  150  to  100,  he  was  glad  to  hear  that 
it  was  not  the  intention  of  the  GoTornment 
to  giye  effect  to  it.  During  the  course  of 
this  diseassion  it  had  been  assumed  by  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  that  all  the  recent  mea- 
sures of  the  late  Board  of  Admiralty,  and 
ihos6  Uiat  were  continued  by  the  present 
Board,  had  been  adopted  in  consequence 
<yf  some  imaginary  alarm.  A  more  absurd 
BOtion  it  was  impossible  to  conceive.  It  was 
quite  true  that  there  had  existed  ^me 
alahn  in  consequence  of  the  state  of  the 
relations  between  this  country  and  France; 
botp  without  reference  to  any  such  alarm, 
he  would  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  iiset  that  in  1844,  when  these  steam 
preparations  were  taken  in  hand,  the  war 
steam  navy  of  France  was  actually  larger 
than  that  of  England.  Had  this  country 
ever  been  content  to  remain  inferior  to 
France  in  naval  preparations  ?  He  there- 
fore hoped,  notwithstanding  the  pacific 
doetrines  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  West 
Riding  of  Yorkshire,  that  the  Government 
would  not  even  allow  France  to  equal  this 
eooBtry  in  steam  preparations.  That  hon. 
Member  had  said,  that  all  this  expendi- 
tore  had  been  imposed  on  the  country  be- 
eaitte  France  and  other  Powers  had  been 
raniung  a  race  of  most  absurd  competition 
in  nselesa  extravagance,  of  which  England 
■et  the  example.  That,  however,  was  not 
the  ease.  The  example  was  not  set  by 
Englaad,  but  by  France.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire,  re- 
ferring to  Sir  T.  Hastings'  evidence,  said 
that  idl  this  expense  had  been  incurred  for 
the  purpose  of  providing  against  an  imagi- 
nary danger.  But  that  was  not  the  pur- 
port of  Sir  T.  Hastings'  evidence,  which 
went  to  show  that  the  country  ought  to 
profide  in  peace  the  means  of  repair- 
mg,  in  case  war  should  arise,  the  horse- 
power which  it  at  present  possessed  in 
steam  vessels ;  and,  as  the  mercantile  and 
Royal  steam  Navy  of  this  country  equalled 
70,000  horse-power,  the  country  ought  to 
hate  ^e  means  of  repairing  that  horse- 
power. This  was  a  calculation  founded 
on  the  amount  of  steam  power  employed  in 
time  of  peace,  and  not  npon  a  reference  to 
aiiyiaerease  for  a  time  of  war,  and  he 


thought  that  it  would  not  be  denied  that 
the  country  ought  to  have  the  means  of  re- 
pairing ^  the  steam  power  now  available  for 
the  defence  of  the  country.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire 
said  it  was  absurd  to  enter  upon  prepara* 
tions  on  the  assumption  that  somebody 
was  going  to  attack  this  country;  but  upon 
what  other  possible  assumption  could  they 
regulate  their  proceedings  ?  He  hoped 
that  they  should  not  hear  in  that  House 
the  doctrine  that  this  country  should  not 
trust  to  her  own  resources,  but  to  the 
mercy  of  others.  England  ought  to  be  at 
the  head  of  all  other  nations  in  naval  pre- 
parations, in  consequence  of  her  extensive 
mercantile  relations.  When  the  evidence 
was  delivered  he  should  be  perfectly  ready 
to  enter  upon  the  general  discussion,  and 
to  have  the  naval  policy  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment inquired  into.  He  thought  that 
he  should  then  be  able  to  satisfy  the  House 
that  the  measures  adopted  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment were  necessary  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  naval  supremacy  of  this  coun- 
try, which,  he  trusted,  notwithstanding 
the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
West  Riding  of  Yorkshire,  no  Minister  or- 
Government  would  be  prepared  to  aban- 
don. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL :  1  do  not  rise  for 
the  purpose  of  entering  into  a  detailed  ex- 
planation of  the  Navy  Estimates,  for  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty, and  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
who  were  concerned  in  the  preparation  of 
the  estimates  of  the  late  Government,  have 
gone  into  those  details  very  fully,  and,  as 
I  think,  very  satisfactorily.  But  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  West 
Riding  of  Yorkshire  has  laid  down  certain 
principles  for  our  consideration,  at  least 
with  a  view  to  the  preparation  of  estimates 
for  a  future  year;  and  this,  in  fact,  does 
seem  to  me  to  be  the  chief  topic  of  diseoa- 
sion  for  the  present  occasion.  It  is  impos- 
sible that  we  can  now  discuss  the  report  of 
the  Committee;  and  no  one  wishes  to  re- 
duce the  actual  force  of  the  Navy.  But  cer- 
tain principles  have  been  laid  down  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding  of  York- 
shire, to  which  I  think  it  important  that 
the  House  should  give  some  consideration 
with  a  view  to  what  is  to  be  our  basis  in 
preparing  the  estimates.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber admitted  very  fairly  and  very  truly  that 
we  could  not  omit  from  our  consideration 
the  naval  force  of  other  countries;  and  not 
only  that,  but  that  no  one  in  this  country 
and  no  foreign  Power  ought  to  find  fault 
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if  our  Navy  were  stronger  than  that  of 
other  foreign  Powers.  So  far  I  quite  agree 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman.     1  do  not  think 
that  we  ought  to  say  so  much  as  was  laid 
down  in  the  Committee  of  1817,  that  it 
was  necessary  for  this  country  to  have  a 
force  equal  to  any  two  foreign  Powers;  hut 
I  think  that  what  the  hon.  Member  has 
stated,  that  we  ought  to  be  stronger  at  sea 
than  any  other  foreign  Power,  is  a  propo- 
sition to  which  the  House  may  very  fairly 
assent.      But   in   discussing  further  the 
question  as  to  what  that  force  should  be,  I 
own  that  I  think  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
laid  down  certain  principles  to  which  I 
cannot  possibly  assent.     He  stated  very 
fairly,  however,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  head  of  the  late  Government 
said  that  it  was  very  desirable  that   all 
countries  should  agree  not  to  run  a  race  of 
competition  as  to  the  amount  of  force  to 
be  kept  up,  and  that  the  several  Powers 
should  not  put  themselves  to  a  great  and 
extravagant  expense,  by  endeavouring  to 
get  before  each  other;  and  that  it  would 
be  far  better  and  far  more  rational  that  all 
should  agree  to  a  reduced  and  moderate 
\kmount  of  force,  than  to  seek  each  to  ex- 
ceed the  other.    So  far  I  quite  agree  with 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Cobden);  but  he  has 
entirely  omitted  to  notice  the  fact  to  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  last  spoke  has  ad- 
verted— that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  the  late  Government  found  it 
necessary,  when  in  power,  in  consequence 
of  the  increase  of  the  French  steam  navy, 
very  much  to  increase  our  force,  and  to 
lay  the  foundation  of  a  very  extended  force 
of  steamers,  and,  in  fact,  of  a  large  expen- 
diture,   in  conformity  with   principles  on 
which  he  found  it  necessary  to  act,   al- 
though they  were  not  the  principles  which 
he  stated  it  to  be  most  desirable  should  in- 
fluence the  course  both  of  this  country  and 
of  France.     It  is  obvious  that,  if  France 
had  been  willing  to  follow  the  suggestion 
thrown  out  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  had  made  a  great  reduction  of  force, 
then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  have 
acted  on  the  principle  he  enounced;    but 
as  France  acted  on  a  contrary  principle, 
and  would  make  a  great  expenditure  for 
her   naval   force,    and   especially  for  the 
force  of  steamers,   it   was   impossible  for 
any  Government  not  to  follow  the   same 
course,  and   to  maintain   a  proper   force 
here   to  defend   this   country  in   case  of 
danger.     The  hon.  Member  for  the  West 
Hiding  of  Yorkshire  having  referred  to  the 
evidence  of   Sir  T.   Hastings,   the   hon. 


Member  opposite  (Mr.  Corry)  explained 
that  he  had  only  in  contemplation  what 
was  necessary  in  time  of  peace.  But 
even  if  Sir  T.  Hastings  had  said  that  this 
country  might  be  exposed  to  war,  and  that 
if  war  should  break  out  probably  battles 
would  take  place,  I  do  not  think  that  he 
would  have  been  wandering  in  the  realms 
of  imagination,  or  that  he  would  be  liable 
to  the  charge  of  being  extremely  fanciful, 
if  he  said  that  what  had  occurred  six  or 
seven  times  in  the  course  of  the  last  cen- 
tury might  occur  again,  and  that  it  was  as 
well  to  be  prepared  against  it.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire, 
laying  down  certain  principles  of  calcula- 
tion, says  that  our  steam  navy  has  cost  an 
enormous  sum — a  greater  sum  than  the 
merchant  steam  marine  of  this  country. 
Without  going  into  the  particulars  of  that 
estimate,  I  should  be  inclined  to  doubt  the 
fact;  but  I  do  not  think  that  the  inference 
he  draws  is  well  founded;  for  he  says, 
*'  You  have  a  steam  navy  which  costs 
more  than  the  merchant  steam  marine — 
more  than  that  which  is  to  be  protected  by 
it. "  But  the  Navy  is  to  protect  not  only  that 
branch  of  the  merchant  shipping,  but  the 
whole  of  the  merchant  marine,  and  is  also 
required  for  other  purposes — ^for  war,  and 
for  the  assistance  of  our  fleets;  and  he 
could  have  no  adequate  notion  of  the  pur* 
poses  for  which  our  fleet  is  required  if  he 
fancied  that  it  was  merely  wanted  to  pro- 
tect the  merchant  steamers  belonging  to 
the  country.  The  hon.  Gentleman  says 
that  you  have  a  large  steam  and  other 
navy,  and  you  will  find  in  the  end  that  it 
will  cost  more  than  would  be  spent  in 
building  all  the  towns  on  the  coast.  Now, 
supposing  that  were  the  ease,  would  it  be 
wise  of  this  country*  in  an  economical 
point  of  view — as  a  question  of  how  yon 
can  spend  your  money  to  the  best  advan- 
tage— to  say  that,  rather  than  expend 
5.000,000^,  6,000,000^.,  or  10,000,0001., 
you  would  let  all  the  towns  on  your  Coast 
be  destroyed  ?  Suppose,  at  the  beginning 
of  a  war,  that  this  country  was  to  find  that 
the  French  steam  navy  had  gone  from 
Dover  to  Falmouth,  and  that  every  town  on 
the  coast  had  been  set  on  fire  and  destroy- 
ed, would  any  one  say,  "After  all,  we  are 
gainers  by  this,  for  those  towns  were  only 
worth  15,560,000Z.  19<.  lO^d.  and  it  would 
cost  us  at  least  500,000^.  or  1,000,000^ 
more  to  save  them  from  destmction  ?  ** 
It  is  quite  ovious  what  the  effect  would 
be.  The  whole  of  the  country  would  then 
be  in  a  state  of   real  panic.     It  would 
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-not  be  Buch  a  panic  as  the  lion.  Mem- 
ber for  the  West  Riding  has  said  was 
80  causeless ;  but  the  real  panic  which 
mriseB  when  a  country  finds  itself  inca- 
pable of  defence.  Regarding  this  sub- 
ject in  an  economical  point  of  view,  I 
would  «sk  the  House  to  consider  what  it  is 
ihat  causes  the  whole  security  of  capital  in 
this  country — which  has  led  people,  with 
the  greatest  confidence,  to  lay  out  within 
4he  last  few  years  upwards  of  300,000,000/. 
upon  railways — and  which  induces  them  to 
enter  with  such  confidence  into  commercial 
and  manufacturing  speculations  ?  It  is 
ihe  belief  that  this  country  is  secure  of  its 
independence;  that  it  can  maintain  order 
withm,  and  respect  without;  and  that  capi- 
tal can  therefore  be  safely  laid  out  and  in- 
Teited.  But  if  you  had  every  town  on  the 
«oast  burnt  and  destroyed  by  a  foreign 
fNiemy«  that  feeling  of  security  would  im- 
BM^tely  cease,  and  persons  who  had  in- 
Tested  tibeir  capital  here  would  at  once 
say,  "  Let  us  go  and  invest  our  capital  at 
Hew  York  or  Philadelphia,  and  fly  from  a 
•eoontry  which  has  not  courage  to  defend 
it.  '*  That  appears  to  me  to  be  the  pounds, 
shillings,  and  pence  view  of  the  question. 
Without  appealing  to  national  pride,  to 
high  feelings  of  patriotism,  or  even  to  the 
wgmt  of  the  **  British  lion,"  but  merely 
inaking  a  calculation  of  what  is  the  cheap- 
•est  way  of  maintaining  the  capital  and 
Tieiiea  of  this  country,  I  should  say,  it  is  a 
hr  cheaper  plan  to  follow  the  course  re- 
eommended  by  the  late  Prime  Minister 
^Sir  R.  Peel),  of  having  a  good  steam 
jMLTjf  and  a  sufficient  force  to  defend  our- 
selves, than  to  say,  "  We  will  calculate 
the  exact  value  of  what  we  have  to  defend, 
-and  it  does  not  much  signify  if  we  have  a 
lew  towns  burnt."  Now,  having  express- 
ed my  difference  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
'^e  West  Riding  in  that  respect,  I  have  to 
state  that  I  agree  with  him  in  much  that 
he  has  said;  and  I  think  that  if  the  pre- 
sent French  Government,  being  wiser  than 
the  late  Government  of  that  country, 
-should  deem  it  proper  to  reduce  very 
anueh  their  naval  expenses,  which  appear 
to  me  to  have  been  extravagant  of  late 
years,  it  would  furnish  a  good  occasion  to 
earry  into  effect  retrenchments  which  would 
not  otherwise  be  advisable.  I  think  that 
the  Committee  which  has  lately  sat,  has 
IKiinted  out  several  sources  of  expense 
-which  might  be  very  well  the  subjects  of 
inquiry,  and  of  careful  amendment  in  the 
course  of  another  year.  I  quite  disagree 
itam  juk  hon.  Gentleman  who  said  it  was 


not  fitting  to  subject  the  estimates  to  the 
consideration  of  a  Select  Committee.  I 
think  it  would  be  very  unadvisable  and  on- 
usual — it  would  be  shirkmg  the  responsi- 
bility of  a  Government — to  take  that  course 
every  year;  but  I  regret  that  such  a  course 
was  not  taken  in  1818  and  1828.  I  r^^t 
also  that  we  did  not  take  that  course  in 
1838;  and  I  think  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  was  quite  right  in  suggesting 
that  it  should  be  adopted  this  year.  I  be- 
lieve that  inquiries  by  such  Committees 
from  time  to  time— not  too  frequently,  but 
every  now  and  then— do  enable  the  Go- 
vernment, and  the  public  departments,  to 
reconsider  expenses  which  they  may  have 
incurred,  and  to  take  a  better  course  with 
regard  to  many  of  the  details  of  that  ex- 
penditure. I  perfectly  agree,  also,  that 
there  is  nothing  more  foolish  than  for  the 
Governments  of  different  countries  to  vie 
with  each  other  in  attempting  to  have  large 
armaments.  I  quite  agree  that,  as  a  gene- 
ral rule,  such  a  course  is  most  unwise.  I 
do  not  think,  however,  that  we  are  exactly 
in  the  position  of  the  United  States  of 
America.  We  are  naturally  more  involved 
in  all  those  questions  which  concern  the 
continent  of  Europe;  but  still,  I  think, 
the  Powers  of  Europe  would  all  do  well  if 
they  moderated  their  expenditure  for  the 
maintenance  of  armaments.  I  do  not  wish 
to  follow  the  hon.  Member  for  the  West 
Riding  into  his  view  of  the  state  of  foreign 
politics;  but  as  he  has  spoken  quite  fairly 
of  the  prophecy  he  made  with  respect  to  the 
probability  of  a  revolution  in  France,  I 
must  remind  him  that  he  made  another 
prophecy,  namely,  that  the  present  Govern- 
ment would  be  so  influenced  by  the  clubs 
and  coteries  of  London,  that  in  a  very 
short  time  it  would  become  involved  in  war 
with  the  French  Republic.  I  thought,  at 
the  time,  that  that  prophecy  was  most  un* 
just  to  Her  Majesty's  Government.  I 
can  assure  the  hon.  Member  that  it  never 
was  our  wish  to  quarrel  with  the  Govem<« 
ment  of  France;  and,  even  in  the  short 
time  that  has  elapsed  since  the  revolution 
of  February,  we  have  shown,  I  thinks 
that  it  has  been  our  desire  to  act  rather  in 
concert,  or  at  all  events  on  the  best  terms 
of  international  relation,  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  so  powerful  and  enlightened  a 
country.  1  am  glad  to  find  that  the  pre- 
sent Government  of  France  disclaim,  most 
wisely,  those  projects  of  ambition  which 
led  France,  under  the  republic  and  under 
the  empire,  at  first  to  brilliant  conquests, 
and  afterwards  to  as  signal  calamities;  tiiat 
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How  arose  the  war  which  occurred  dnrlug 

the  Administration  of  Sir  R.  Walnole*  fruiu 

the  case  of  Captain  Jenkins  and  his  ear» 

when  the  House  rose  in  tumult»  and  tlie 

most  powerful  Minister  who  ever  rulod 


England  was  obliged  to  succumb  to  popu- 
lar feeling,  and  to  engage  in  a  war  with 
Spain  ?  That  war  did  not  arise  from  the 
ambition  of  a  soToreign;  it  was  a  war 
created  by  the  prejudice  and  passion  of  the 
people;  and  I  have  no  douut  that  other 
wars  will  arise  from  a  similar  causo.  The 
hoB.  Oentleman  has  said,  in  a  most  extra* 
ordinary  manner,  that  our  security  fur 
peace  at  the  present  day  is  the  desire  of 
nations  to  ke^  at  home.  There  is  a  groat 
difference  between  nationality  and  race. 
Nationality  is  the  principle  of  political  in- 
dependenee.  Race  is  the  principle  of  pliy- 
simI  analogy,  and  you  have  at  this  moment 
the  prindiHe  of  race — not  at  all  of  nation- 
ality— adopted  by  Germany,  the  very  coun- 
try to  which  the  hon.  Member  for  tim  W«:iit 


Iv>gise  to  Truwia  fiU'  hHviug  iiumluimM  il 
as  a  ^vt^riiuk^ut.  I  MUi  «»\\>iui«ivvl>  gUd 
to  fiud  thai  thvro  U  a  iiuvvrMUiMUi  in 
Fram^-  a  (dov«)i'umoiit  thai  )m«  hMtMi  «li» 
scribe  t\>-ui>;ht  ma  a  |iuwitihil  ilnvtmiiuoii^, 
1  think.  aftiM'  this  auiitiuiuioiuiMii  IVuiii  au 
great  an  authority  as  i\w  Kli-ai  Miiiisiui,  U 
would  bo  but  wudiviivoiHliiig  iu  riHMiA|iiiiiii 
that  Uovernmont.  [hoidJ.  UiiMNiii.i.i  \Va 
buliovo  that  it  is  nHKigniHitil.  |  IIumII.v,  In 
duiuribo  that  as  a  |iuwurhil  UiivuiiiiiiiMi^ 
whieh  liad  nut  vitt  Immui  I'iiiMtuiiiiiiul  by  Him 
Quoon,  woultl  iHi  miiiinwhst  tii  aiiUitiimlH 
the  ooumu  of  ihiiiiiii,y,  llowiiviir,  Uuinm 
obsurvatitihH  liavo  bimit  iliiiwii  liiiiu  imm  lijf 
what  foil  from  tito  hon.  Mum  bur  hii  Ibn 
WiiMt  Kitling.  I  riiMa  htumuw  I  waiihiil 
to  know  from  somo  Mnmbnr  iif  tbi»  Muvmii 
niout  wiiat  fortm  they  bavn,  fur  liiMiamtu, 
at  this  momiint  In  llm  WMu.  I  Ami  MiMt 
ono  of  tint  fttiifiiiiKl  UUHtUmltm  n¥nt  |rMi 
claimftfl  lia»  now  Utum  lUmiMMl  U§  llo*t 
M;a;  and  fiitrtaJnly  with  our  umiti  u^immU 
tun;  fur  a  naval  wnut,  wtiU  a  fhmiH$tnHil, 
wUUiU  Wh  Mit  HUmtlfiA  UUtiH  «.»^#c  IUhI.  t,it.n 


Riding  referred.  What  must  be  the  unavoi<l^  *mr  tiouiriw.U'A  ifmUt  an^l  lioi»M  k4,ft,nit.fKh 

aUe  coBseqoeDee  of  that  principle  of  rac^-  with  China  %UouUi  U  ntiHUtt^hii^f  i^ttMptlul, 

to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  W»kn  a<»  th^;  it  wooM  \fh  n4mt»%  f^mtAt^Uhii  Uf  i\tn  ntf^p 

leenrity  lor  the  peace  of  Ewrfi^^  What  /;liar«t«  t4  (ht-M  hnik4$t  tt  tb^/  ^hk0  Utui 

he  the  eoose^ioence  <>f  th«  d«7<;U/p'  th';if  luU'.f^'t^u  W4'.»*i  kiUft4*jl  Uf  ih   ^*m 

» of  that  principle 'r  If  it  Li  t//  b^  4u>  yuktiMt.     'tit^  lUr***,    fuli  $KjjAU*~i   H,m4, 

1  as  a  great  pcLci^  trtith,  %aA<:t*^/r»/'>i  {f*:t$ftthfU   if«  tK^M 'UUusji    wm4^  *M,§i^A  ht 

W thehoB.  MeKber  i'sr  \kh  V/^t  iiiA.rr/^,  prvJ**//*  a  ^/Uf'.vk/U^  t^n*^  n^ttM,*.  m^h  tn 

ny  is  FrBBc«  to  l<e  I«f:  In  y/^t^^A/^^*  'A  \t^r  l>**K-^.,  »/«t  ff*A^  •>^.  fK*^  v^*  m«v4  ^a^ 

Lemineaaii  AlMdM  ;  WLj  U  li^MUbt//  /<;■  .*.  wm  k^t*4,p'/'A  .u  «»  h^4.ua4  ««(  „*ii^  ^/^/ 

c^le  is  «»  K  Mx^j^  a*  a  Vvv.,  yr.  e^v^    ...    0*^*4* '^a.  */*    **^    ./.'a^^^^a   />#   i'r/u*^ 
Bot  a  iccarCT  f-jc  jetit^.  >»«  ^  «>sr«A, «,'.  r '^   v/'.vv.a^-a,  -/  */-*.  /**-,^^  #r^/.>,  ;/aawwW> 

— -ui*«  v,mA  ^^  X 

MCia*  sac  «l   b%9'J  "^liV:   "J^^S^X    v   bt  >    lik»»;i, 

sry  Sir  a  fnniinr*  u^^iln^/  rd^::'  ;  \.yx 
mKtmmyrsugL,  jui^^sl  'Mui.  :ia  u/i  /v-^^^. 
Ifer  shvnic  m  uwAfWit  .^  *  jr*/.*^;.  n      '& 

CVWjflUQ^-    VIC  «IU  .    iur.j     li    /u»  o.m*^^ 
tMTfa    Hit    Wr    Vri     t^iuri:.      r   !      ««  »^«.    . 

k*  pn^nar  v:u  ^/:;    <.>&     /    ...:.    ■   /^^ 
Kw,  tur.  IM   b^MA  '>^'  '.^    T^»:. 
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harm;  but  they  acknowledged  the  justice 
of  the  cause  of  Denmark,  and  they  felt 
that  it  was  a  legitimate  arm  of  de- 
fence of  which  that  State  availed  it- 
self. The  merchants  were  satisfied  with 
the  declaration  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  and  they  refrained  from 
petitioning  this  House  or  appealing  to 
their  representatives.  They  have  waited 
with  the  greatest  interest  for  the  termina- 
tion of  his  interference;  and  the  only  re- 
turn, apparently,  which  they  have  received 
for  their  good  temper  and  patience,  and 
confidence  in  their  Government,  is  the 
declaration  to-day  of  a  much  more 
severe  and  stringent  blckade,  which 
must  prove  necessarily  most  injurious  to 
their  interests.  I  .  wish  to  have  some 
explanation  upon  this  subject  from  the 
Government,  and  some  account  of  the 
precautions  they  have  taken  with  this 
great  arm  of  England,  the  resources  of 
which  we  are  discussing,  for  the  protection 
of  our  commercial  interests  and  the  guar- 
dianship of  British  commerce  in  those 
waters.  The  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of 
State  told  us  once,  when  I  brought  the 
matter  forward,  that  he  had  accepted  a 
mediation  upon  the  subject ;  I  beg  to  re- 
mind the  House,  that  it  is  not  Denmark 
that  solicited  the  mediation  of  the  British 
Government.  Denmark  required  the  ful- 
filment of  a  guarantee  on  the  part  of  the 
British  Government.  It  was  Prussia — 
Prussia,  speaking  on  behalf  of  the  new 
Germanic  Confederation,  that  required 
that  mediation.  The  mediation  took 
place;  Prussia  agreed  to  an  armistice, 
which  has  never  been  completed,  and  Den- 
mark has  been  forced  to  the  step  that  has 
this  day  been  announced.  I  want  to  know 
what  protection  has  been  afforded  to  Bri- 
tish interests  endangered  by  these  circum- 
stances. I  want  to  know — I  shall  not 
press  it  now,  but  it  would  be  gracious  on 
the  part  of  the  noble  Lord  to  tell  us — whe- 
ther Prussia  still  remains  an  independent 
State  ?  Because,  then,  the  merchants 
would  be  able  to  form  some  calculation  of 
the  chances  of  redress  they  have.  The 
Prince  of  Leiningen,  I  perceive,  a  most 
able  and  accomplished  man,  has  become 
Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  for  the  Ger- 
manic Confederation.  I  want  to  know 
whether  there  is  to  be  another  mediatised 
prince;  I  hope  he  will  not  become  a  Min- 
ister for  Foreign  Affairs.  But  these  are 
circumstances  which  require  some  explana- 
tion from  the  noble  Lord.  There  is  ano- 
ther blockade  of  very  great  importance,  to 


which  1  must  also  call  the  attention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government;  and  I  want 
to  know  what  steps  they  have  adopted  to 
take  care  of  British  interests  in  that  quar- 
ter; for  what  is  the  use  of  voting  millions 
for  the  Navy  if  we  are  not  attending  to 
these  interests  in  moments  of  war  and  in 
remote  regions?  I  can  understand  very 
well  the  hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding, 
who  calls  our  attention  to  the  fact,  that  our 
commerce  in  a  particular  quarter  does  not 
justify  from  its  amount  the  expenditure  we 
are  incurring  in  order  to  guard  it;  it  is  a 
subject  which,  if  pursued,  would  give  rise 
to  many  considerations  which  I  do  not 
mean  now  to  follow;  at  the  first  bldsh  it  is 
a  position  that  cannot  easily  be  impugned; 
but  I  think  all  will  admit  that  a  nation 
that  has  a  Navy,  and  a  nation  that  is 
celebrated  for  two  things — the  most  ex- 
tensive commerce  and  the  most  powerful 
Navy — should  take  care  that  that  extensive 
commerce  is  protected  where  foreign  war 
is  raging.  Now  I  want  to  know  what  is 
the  state  of  our  force  in  the  troubled  wa- 
ters of  La  Plata.  I  have  the  best  reason 
in  the  world  for  asking  that  question;  I 
have  a  letter  here  which  I  received  to-day, 
but  will  not  now  read,  from  a  member  of  a 
most  eminent  Liverpool  firm,  and  I  am  in- 
formed by  it  that  one  of  the  most  impor- 
tant houses  connected  with  our  trade  with 
the  regions  of  La  Plata,  has  been  obliged 
to  suspend  its  payments  in  consequence  of 
the  state  of  affairs  in  La  Plata;  and  my 
informant  says  very  candidly  that  he  does 
not  see  why,  unless  some  settlement  of  the 
affairs  of  those  countries  takes  place,  every 
other  house  connected  with  that  trade 
should  not  be  prepared  for  results  equally 
disastrous.  We  have  had  now  for  five  or 
six  years  in  those  waters  a  force  of  unpre- 
cedented amount  for  those  regions;  the  re- 
sult has  been  very  unsatisfactory  JFor  some 
time;  the  accounts  that  have  reached  ns 
have  not  been  such  as  have  encouraged 
British  enterprise,  or  compensated  in  any 
degree  for  the  losses  of  our  fellow-country- 
men; but  the  most  remarkable  circum- 
stance of  this  protracted  blockade,  anu 
this  increased  expenditure,  is  that  of 
late  we  have  had  no  accounts  whatever 
from  that  quarter.  Here  is  a  district 
of  country  in  which  British  enterprise  has 
been  most  active — in  which  the  establish- 
ments of  our  merchants  have  been  on  a 
very  great  scale — in  which,  besides  the  en- 
joyment of  a  considerable  present  com- 
merce, there  has  been  a  very  great  prospect 
of  novel  adventure  of  that  kind  in  coontries 


1313 


S^y- 


{Ar«.  9} 


Satv  EitimaUs, 


1314 


never  explored — ^for  ther  were  oclv  w- 
cently  opened  to  os,  and  almost  as  imme- 
diatdy  shut;  the  attention  of  oar  Govern- 
nent  and  the  resources  of  oar  Xarr  have 
1>een  particolarlj  addressed  to  this  rich  and 
ihis  diBiarhed  district;  and  I  want  to  know 
what  this  force,,  for  which  we  are  ahout  to 
TOte  these  large  sams,  has  done  for  the 
vindication  of  our  rights  and  the  protection 
of  our  interests  in  those  parts.  I  asked 
the  nohle  Lord  (Lord  Palmerston)  at  the 
aommencement  of  the  Session  whether  he 
would  lay  on  the  tahle  the  mstructions  he 
had  addressed  to  an  EnToy-extraordinary 
whom  he  had  himself  sent  thither  in  order 
to  terminate  the  misconception  and  the 
diaturhances,  and  open  these  new  avenues 
to  English  commercial  enterprise;  hut  who 
had  failed  in  that  special  mission;  but  the 
noble  Lord  objected,  because  though  that 
Envoy  (Lord  Howden)  had  failed,  there 
waa  another  special  mission  just  sent  out; 
and  he  thought  the  production  of  the  in- 
Btmetions  might  prevent  the  happy  termi- 
nation of  the  new  negotiations.  That  new 
£nvoy  has  also  failed  in  his  attempt;  but 
I  suppose  it  would  be  useless  for  me  to  ask 
for  his  or  for  the  former  instructions  again, 
because  a  third  special  mission  since  Par- 
liament met  has  been  sent  out.  Let  me 
remind  the  House  of  this  circumstance,  un- 
precedented in  the  diplomacy  of  any  coun- 
try, that  we  have  employed  six  Envoys- 
extraordinary  in  that  part  of  the  world  on 
missions  which  probably  nobody  under- 
stands, for  purposes  which  we  all  feel,  be- 
eaase  British  interests  are  greatly  at  stake; 
and  there  is,  I  believe,  at  this  moment  not 
the  slightest  prospect  of  this  country  ob- 
taining any  satisfaction  whatever;  as  far 
as  we  know,  we  are  as  distant  from  a  ter- 
mination of  the  matter  as  ever.  I  am 
obliged  to  form  my  opinion,  in  the  absence 
of  any  information  from  the  Government, 
from  that  which  I  read  in  the  foreign  jour- 
nals of  the  country  in  question;  but  is  it 
not  specially  the  duty  of  the  House,  in 
voting  these  immense  sums,  to  inquire  how  | 
it  is  that  the  experienced  Mr.  Mandeville,  | 
onr  If  inister  at  Buenos  Ayres,  received  in- ! 
stmetions  which  did  not  attain  the  desired  ' 
resolt,  and  was  summoned  back  to  Eng- 
land; that  Mr.  Onseley  was  sent  out  on  a 
speeial  mission  and  recalled;  that  the  ad- 
ventoroos  Mr.  Hood  was  despatched,  and 
theehivalric  Lord  Howden,  and  our  friend 
Mr.  Gore,  and  now  a  new  Minister  is  at 
tbis  moment  on  his  way  not  to  Montevideo, 
\nA  to  Baenos  Ayres;  and  there  ib  not  the 
■lightest  information  given  to  the  British 
VOL    C.     {JSi}  ' 


nation  bv  the  Minister,  while  moronntilo 
houses  of  great  im|H)rtanco  are  failing  in 
conseouence  of  these  matters  not  being 
settled  t  The  expenses  of  six  missions 
have  been  voted  by  this  House;  surely  this 
is  a  time  to  ask  what  prospect  thoro  is  of 
a  satisfactory  termination  of  these  nego- 
tiations—of our  rights  being  vindicated, 
and  our  interests  protected  in  that  quarter; 
what  amount  of  force  we  have  there,  whe- 
ther it  is  of  that  extraordinary  amount  that 
ships  that  were  cruising  on  the  coast  of 
Africa  have  been  sent  to  carry  on  warlike 
operations  there  ?  These  are  questions 
which  I  think  Her  Majesty's  Government 
ought  to  answer.  I  trust  that  before  we 
pass  this  vote,  the  merchants  of  this  coun- 
try  will  have  some  satisfactory  explanation 
on  the  subject  of  these  two  blockades, 
which  have  occasioned  them  so  much  loss. 
I  see,  from  an  ofiScial  French  source,  that 
France  has  resolved  to  enforce  a  most 
stringent  blockade  of  Buenos  Ayres  in- 
stantly, which  cannot  fail  to  have  a  most 
injurious  effect  on  the  interests  of  our 
commerce.  Up  to  a  recent  period,  although 
these  blockades  have  been  established,  our 
merchants  have  had  the  means,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  of  carrying  on  their  commer- 
cial operations;  but  if  these  blockades  in 
the  Baltic  and  at  Buenos  Ayres  should  be 
strictly  enforced,  the  consequences  to  our 
commercial  interests  will  be  most  grievous; 
and  upon  an  occasion  like  this,  when  we 
are  about  to  vote  money  for  the  naval  force 
of  this  country,  ^  think  we  are  entitled  to 
ask  for  an  explanation,  and  I  hope  we  shall 
receive  it. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON:  With  re- 
gard to  the  first  of  the  two  blockades  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat 
down  has  directed  his  observations.  I  am 
sure  that  both  he  and  the  House  will  see 
that  it  was  not  a  blockade  which  we  im« 
posed,  and  therefore  that  we  are  not  en- 
titled to  force  it.  I  should  say,  in  the  £m 
place,  that  the  origrinal  blockade  by  the 
Danish  fleet  of  the  German  ports  was  af- 
terwards relaxed  to  a  great  degree,  and 
that,  owing  to  the  hopes  which  prevailed 
that  an  armistice  would  be  signed,  that 
blockade  had  nearly  ceased.  Aceount«« 
however,  have  since  been  receiTcd.  thai  if 
the  armistice  is  not  signed  by  the  loih 
inst.  the  Danish  Government  will  feel  ob- 
liged to  reimpose  that  blockade.  Now. 
no  one  will  deny  the  right  of  Deamark  to 
impose  this  blockade  as  a  measure  of  addi- 
tional retaliation.  The  ohIt  func:;..HiJs 
therefore,  which  British  ships  of  war  wv^nU 
2U 
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have  to  perform  in  the  Baltic  and  the  North 
Sea  would  be  to  take  care  that  the  block- 
ade was  enforced  in  conformity  with  the  law 
of  nations;  and  we  have  the  best  assurance 
that  the  Danish  Government  ¥rill  not  do 
more  than  what  the  law  of  nations  autho- 
rises, and  therefore  there  is  no  necessitj 
ibr  the  presence  of  any  of  our  ships  of  war 
on  that  coast.  The  hon.  Member  wishes 
to  know  what  prospect  there  is  of  that  ar- 
mistice being  signed.  It  is  not  very  si^e, 
when  so  many  parties  are  concerned,  to 
indulge  in  any  predictions;  but  I  still  en- 
tertain hopes  that  the  armistice  may  be 
concluded.  The  main  difficulty  is  that 
which  I  stated  the  other  day,  the  difficulty 
occasioned  by  the  Diet  having  ceased  its 
functions,  and  having  transferred  its  autho- 
rity to  the  Administrator  of  the  Empire, 
whose  sanction  to  the  armistice  it  is  con- 
sidered must  be  obtained.  There  are  other 
matters  of  minor  detail  which  probably  may 
be  settled  between  the  parties;  but,  how- 
ever, I  am  in  great  hopes  that  there  is  a 
fair  disposition  on  both  sides  to  come  to  an 
armistice,  and,  if  so,  I  should  hope  that 
the  material  questions  at  issue  will  be  put 
in  a  train  for  an  early  and  satisfactory  ad- 
justment. With  regard  to  the  affairs  of 
the  Rio  de  la  Plata,  nobody  regrets  more 
than  I  do  that  they  have  been  so  long  un- 
settled; and  perhaps  it  would  not  be  pru- 
dent to  indulge,  at  present,  in  hopes  of 
a  satisfactory  solution  of  that  question. 
Every  one  knows  that  we  are  not  answer- 
able for  the  original  movement  which  led 
to  the  present  state  of  things  there.  The 
late  Government,  in  conjunction  with  the 
Government  of  France,  entered  into  an 
undertaking  which  we  have  been  obliged 
to  take  up,  but  for  which  we  are  not  re- 
sponsible. The  hon.  Member  said  that  six 
different  Envoys  had  been  sent  out  to  con- 
duct negotiations;  but  he  has  somewhat 
overcalculated  the  number.  Neither  Mr. 
Mandeville  nor  Mr.  Ouseley  had  been  sent 
out  from  this  country  for  that  purpose. 
[Mr.  Disraeli:  I  did  not  say  **  sent  out," 
but  **  employed.*']  Mr.  Hood  was  un- 
doubtedly sent  out  by  the  Earl  of  Aber- 
deen, and  his  mission  did  not  succeed. 
The  reason  was,  that  the  two  Governments 
had  not  given,  as  it  was  intended  to  do, 
instructions  to  their  respective  agents. 
Lord  Ilowden  then  went  out,  and  his  mis- 
sion did  not  succeed  either,  though  with- 
out any  blame  being  imputable  to  Lord 
liowden,  for  no  man  could  have  shown 
more  discretion  or  judgment  than  he  dis- 
played.    There  was   unfortunately  a  dif- 


ference of  opinion  between  him  and  the 
French  representative,  on  a  question  which 
was  not  provided  for  by  their  joint  instruc- 
tions; and  that  difference  ended  in  Lord 
Howden  raising  the  British  blockade,  while 
the  French  representative  did  not  feel  him- 
self justified  in  raising  the  French  block- 
ade. Captain  Gore  then  went  out,  and  his 
mission  cannot  be  said  to  have  been  alto- 
gether unattended  by  success.  Since  his 
departure,  however,  the  French  revolution 
has  broken  out,  and  a  question  has  arisen 
whether  the  powers  of  the  French  repre- 
sentative have  not  ceased,  and  whether 
they  do  not  require  to  be  confirmed.  With 
regard  to  the  amount  of  the  squadron  em- 
ployed, the  Admiralty  will  be  able  to  state 
the  exact  figures;  but  I  know  that  the 
number  of  vessels  engaged  on  that  coast  has 
been  diminished,  in  consequence  of  the 
hope  which  was  entertained  that  hostili- 
ties would  altogether  cease.  There  is  do 
doubt  that  there  has  been  a  great  inter- 
ruption to  the  trade  of  this  country  in  con- 
sequence of  this  blockade.  There  has,  in- 
deed, been  an  arrangement,  though  not  a 
very  regular  one,  that  merchant  vessels, 
notwithstanding  the  blockade,  should  be 
allowed  to  go  to  Buenos  Ayres,  after  pay- 
ing import  duty  at  Montevideo.  At  the 
same  time  there  is  no  doubt  that  grievous 
inconvenience  has  been  suffered  by  the 
trade  of  this  country  in  consequence  of  the 
blockade;  and  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber and  the  House  that  no  effort  will  be 
spared  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  bring  this  unfortunate  trans- 
action to  an  honourable  conclusion.  I  be- 
lieve the  Government  of  England  and 
France  are  both  agreed  on  the  subject  of 
terminating  the  existing  state  of  things  aa 
speedily  as  ponible.  I  should  explain, 
however,  that  it  does  not  form  any  part  of 
the  arrangement  between  the  two  Govern- 
ments to  open  up,  as  the  hon.  Member  ex- 
pressed it,  any  fresh  communications  with 
Paraguay;  and  I  am  afraid  that,  even  if 
this  were  done,  any  expectations  that  Pa- 
raguay would  afford  a  great  and  fruitful 
field  for  British  commerce,  would  be  greatly 
disappointed.  The  population  of  Paraguay 
is  exceedingly  small,  and  their  productions 
very  small  also.  They  want  very  little  of 
that  which  we  can  produce;  and  they  have 
nothing  to  give  us  in  return,  except  some 
very  bad  bark.  With  regard  to  the  right 
of  navigation,  we  are  prepared  to  acquiesce, 
in  America,  in  that  principle  of  public  law 
which  we  maintain  in  Europe,  namely, 
that  countries  through  which  rivers  pass — : 
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if  they  be  really  riyers,  and  not  arms  of 
-the  sea — are  entitled  to  command  the  nayi- 
gation  of  those  rivers;  and  that  if  a  river 
Tuns  between  two  conntries,  it  belongs  to 
them  to  make  such  regulations  for  its  navi- 
-gation  as  they  may  think  fit.  It  forms, 
therefore,  no  part  of  the  arrangement  be- 
tween England  and  France,  to  interfere 
with  any  regulation  made  with  reference  to 
the  Parana  and  the  Paraguay. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  observed,  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  named  ^ye  out  of  the  six 
agents  who  had  been  employed  to  nego- 
tiate, but  he  had  not  said  a  word  about 
Mr.  Southern,  who  had  just  gone  out  to 
Buenos  Ayres.  The  House  would  recol- 
lect that  we  were  in  a  state  of  quasi  war 
with  General  Rosas,  and  that  we  were  in 
possession  of  the  fleet  of  the  Argentine 
Republic.  The  noble  Lord  had  omitted  to 
inform  the  House  what  was  the  change  in 
the  prospects  of  our  commercial  interests 
which  had  induced  him  to  alter  the  course 
xj^  diplomatic  negotiation.  The  noble  Lord 
had  said  that  Paraguay  had  but  a  small 
population,  and  that  our  trade  with  that 
country  would  be  insignificant.  The  House 
liad  also  been  informed  that  China,  with  a 
population  of  350,000,000,  was  not  likely 
to  take  much  of  our  manufactures,  from 
which  he  drew  the  conclusion  that  it  would 
be  as  well  not  to  relinquish  idly  our  home 
and  colonial  markets. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  it  was 
true  that  the  fleet  of  the  Argentine  Re- 
public had  been  detained,  but  the  squadron 
was  to  be  given  up  the  moment  matters 
were  settled  between  the  contending  par- 
ties in  the  River  Plate.  Notwithstanding 
this,  the  intercourse  between  General  Rosas 
and  Lord  Howden  had  been  of  the  most 
friendly  description,  and  Mr.  Southern 
merely  went  out  to  replace  the  former  ne- 
gotiator. With  regard  to  the  trade  with 
China,  he  must  remind  the  hon.  Member 
that  our  trade  with  Shanghae  was  of  great 
importance,  and  of  an  increasing  character. 

Mr.  URQUHART  said,  the  Committee 
were  much  indebted  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Buckinghamshire  for  having  asked 
these  questions  about  Denmark  and  Buenos 
Ayres.  With  respect  to  the  first,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  we  had  not  prevented 
an  evil  that  was  raging ;  and  in  the  other 
case,  we  had  caused  an  evil  that  was  in- 
tolerable. That  Denmark  was  entitled  to 
our  protection  there  could  be  no  doubt; 
but  it  was  not  given,  and,  if  any  danger 
arose  to  us  from  the  present  conflict,  he 
laid  it  to  the  charge  of  the  Government  of 


this  country  in  abstaining  from  a  just  and 
proper  exercise  of  its  power.  With  re- 
spect to  Buenos  Ayres,  we  had  been  guilty 
of  acts  of  commission  and  offence.  Since 
1841  we  had,  in  combination  with  France, 
been  guilty  of  criminal  acts  in  the  Rio  de 
la  Plata.  The  noble  Lord  had  justly  said, 
he  was  not  responsible  for  the  commence- 
ment of  those  acts;  but  he  (Mr.  Urquhart) 
spoke  not  of  those  who  held  the  office,  but 
of  the  office  or  the  Government  itself.  He 
must,  however,  remind  the  noble  Lord, 
that  if  he  were  not  directly  responsible 
for  the  offences  that  had  been  committed, 
instructions  from  himself  were  at  the  foun- 
dation of  them.  He  would  ask  the  Go- 
vernment whether  they  had  submitted  the 
transactions  that  had  taken  place  in  Buenos 
Ayres  to  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown,  and 
whether  they  had  assented  to  them  ?  The 
Government  had  refused  to  say  whether, 
in  the  event  of  a  contest  in  Sicily,  they 
would  employ  the  forces  of  this  country  on 
the  one  side  or  the  other.  If  they  were 
going  to  interfere  in  the  affairs  of  Italy,  as 
last  year  they  did  in  Portugal,  then  they 
would  again  expose  this  nation  to  the  in- 
famy of  committing  unlawful  acts.  He 
asserted,  that  every  officer  who  drew  his' 
sword  in  a  wrong  cause,  or  obeyed  an 
order  that  was  unlawful,  was  himself  a 
criminal.  Such  was  the  law  of  this  coun- 
try, and  such  was  the  view  taken  by  the 
Duke  of  York,  when  he  was  Commander 
in  Chief.  No  order  to  shed  blood  could 
protect  the  man  who  obeyed  it  unless  there 
had  been  a  proclamation  of  war.  But  these 
ideas  were  not  acted  upon,  and  the  result 
was,  that  the  very  idea  of  war  was  now 
associated  with  crime.  He  called  upon 
the  House  not  to  sanction  estimates  that 
would  enable  the  Government  to  act  in  re- 
gard to  other  foreign  countries  as  they 
had  done  in  the  case  of  Buenos  Ayres  and 
Montevideo,  and  to  prevent  British  of- 
ficers from  being  reduced  to  the  position 
to  which  they  had  seen  them  brought, 
through  the  illegal  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Without  a  formal  declaration  of 
war  they  could  not  send  troops  against  a . 
foreign  Power.  He  had  received  a  letter 
from  General  D*Aguilar,  the  officer  who 
had  commanded  in  China,  adverting  to  a 
statement  which  he  was  reported  in  the 
Times t  of  the  25th  ult.,  to  have  made, 
that  no  just  comparison  could  be  drawn 
between  the  operations  in  Caffreland  and 
the  operations  in  Canton,  because,  in  the 

'  one  they  were  according  to  superior  orders, 
but  no  such  orders  had  been  given  in  the 
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Protection  of  Females,  3R.  388 
Standing  Orders,  Res.  3 

Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Right 

Hon.  Sir  C.  Wood),  Halifax 
Incumbered  Estates  (IreUnd),  3R.  add,  el.  767 
Legacies  and  Charitable  Institutions,  Leave, 

1223 
Public  Works  (Ireland),  2R.  484 ;  Com.  el  \, 

776 
Rum  Duties,  Comm.  534,  560 
Sugar  Duties,  Comm.    Res.   7i   20,  45,  346, 

339,  374  ;  Rep.  503 
Sugar  Duties,  Informality  in  the,  578,  579 
Sugar  Duties  BUI,  Com.  648,  el  1,  649,  656, 

657,  658 
Sugar  Duties  (No.  2),  Comm.  Res.  1042,  1114, 

1116,1117:  Rep.  1159 
Taxation,  1191 

Chancery,  Court  of.  Fees  Bill, 
e,  1R.»  1073 
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CkarUahle  ImtUuUofu,  Legacies  to,  BiU, 
e.  Leave,  1222 ;  1R-*  1225 

Charity  Trusts  Regulation  Bill, 
I.  !&.*  4e3;  2R.  898;  Com.   1135;  Amend. 
(Lord Stanley),  1136,  [o.q.  Contents  21, Non- 
contentB  17,  M.  4]  1142 

Christopher,  Mr.   R.  A.,  lAneolnskire, 
Parts  of  Lindsey 
Bighwhjt,  Com.  571 

Church  Property  9 
c.  Address  moved  (Mr.  Horsman),  1075;  Mo- 
tion withdrawn,  1094 

Churches  Bill, 
e.  1B.»  1073;  2R.*  1113;  Rep.»  1213;  3R.» 
1270 

Clanricarde,  Marouess  of 
Evicted  Destitute  Poor  (Ireland),  C^ommons' 

Amends.  1016, 1018 
PubUc  Works  (Ireland)  (No.  2).  2R.  1127 
Railroad  and  Steamboait  Companies,  1072 

Claridge,  Sir  J.  T.,  Case  of, 
e.  Address  moved  (Right  Hon.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone), 812 ;  Motion  withdrawn,  816 

Clay,  Sir.  W.,  Tower  Hamlets 

Remedies  against  the  Hundred,  2R.  1095 
Sugar  Duties  (No.  2),  Comm.  Res.  1047 

Clements,  Hon.  C.  S.,  Leitrim 
Ireland,  Remedial  Measures  for,  1003 

Clerk,  Right  Hon.  Sir  6.,  Dotor 
Sugar  Duties,  Comm.  Res.  290 

Clerks  of  the  Peace  (Dublin)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  902  ;  2R.*  1041 

Cleveland,  Duke  of 
Copyhold    Enfranchisment    Extension,    Com. 
162 

Clubs  (Ireland), 
I,  Observations  (Lord  Brougham),  804 

CoBDBN,  Mr.  R.,  Yorkshire,  W.  E, 
Ballot,  The,  1253.  1257 
National  Representation,  181 
Navy  Estimates,  1286 

Cochrane,  Mr.  A.  D.  R.  W.  B.,  Bridport 

Sugar  Duties,  Comm.  Res.  19 

ColebroOke,  Sir  T.  E.,  Taunton 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  Com.  1157 
Ovans,  Colonel,  Case  of,  Comm.  moved  for, 
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Colonial  Government, 
e.  Motion  (Sir  W,  Molesworth),  816 

Colonisation, 
e,  Question  (Earl  of  Lincoln),  307 


Commoms  Emeloture  BiU, 
I  3K^  1 ;  Royal  Assent,  696 

Consolidated  Fund  (3,000,000^.)  Bill, 
e.  IR.*  501  ;  2R.»  510  ;  Rep.*  574  ;  3R.*  583 
I  1R.»  581;  2R.*  615;  3R.*  t5. ;  Royal  As- 
seirt,696 

Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  BiU, 

c.  Rep.*  1041 ;  3R.*  1073 
/.  IR.*  1069 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement  Extension  Bill, 
L  Com.  152 ;    Com.  put  ofl^   153 ;   Question 
(Bishop  of  London),  1016 

Com  MarkeU  (Ireland)  BiU, 
e.  IR.*  153;   2R.*  306;   Rep.*  481;   3R.* 

510 
I.  IR.*  581 ;  2R.*  1015 ;  8R.*  119S 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections  Bill, 
e.  Leave,  470 ;  IR.*  473 ;  2R.  604 ;  Amend. 
(CoL  Sibthorp),  605,  [o.  q.  A.  216,  N.  9, 
M.  207]  609 ;  Com.  915  ;  Amend.  (Col.  Sib- 
thorp)  916,  [o.  q.  A.  96,  N.  2,  M.  94]  921  ; 
d.  2,  922 ;  Amend.  (Bfr.  Henley),  [o.  q.  A, 
110,  N.  22,  M.  88]  t5. :  Amend.  (Bfr.  C.  An- 
stey,  [r.  p.  A.  2,  N.  117,  M.  115]  t5.  ;  [o.  q. 
A.  79,  N.  16,  M.  63]  1119,  1154;  cl  15, 
Amend.  (Mr.  Hobhouse),  1155,  [o.q,  A.  117» 
N.  19,  M.  98]  i&. ;  S€hedule,  1156 

CoRRT,  Right  Hon.  H.  T.  L.,  Tyrone, 
Navy  Estimates,  1300 

CoTTBNHAM,  Lord,  $00  Chakcsllob,  The 
Lord 

County  Cess  (Ireland)  Bitt, 
e,  2R,*4;  Rep.*  236.;  3R.*306 
/.  IR.*  380 ;  2R.*  463 ;  Rep.*  480 ;  3R.*  504 ; 
Royal  Assent,  696 

County  Courts, 
c.  Observations  (Sir  J.  Graham),  240 

Crawpord,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Rochdale 

Business  of  the  Session,  528 
'    Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  Leave, 
Amend.  725 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Com.  402 
Ireland,  Remedial  Measures  for,  925 
Landed  Property  (Ireland),  Com.  Amend.  1094 , 
Parliamentary  Proceedings  Adjournment,  2R. ' 
Amend.  136 

Criminal  Justice,  Administration  of.  Bill, 
e.  Rep.*  481 ;  3R.»  510 
I,  IR.*  581;   2R.  922;  Rep.*   1015;   3R.* 
1069 

Criminal  Law,  Administration  Amend- 
ment Bill, 
I.  Com.  465 ;   Amend.  (Lord  Denman),  468 ; 

3R.*  504 
c.  1R.*1113;  2R.*1163 

Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention  BiU, 
I,  3R.*  463 
c.  IR.*  480,  574 
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Beht^  Imprisonment  for  (Ireland)  Bill, 
I,  Rep  *  1 ;  3R.*  229 ;  Royal  Assent,  696 

Debts,  Payment  of,  out  ofBeal  Estate  Bill, 
I.  1R.»  150  ;  2R .•  304  ;  Rep .•  580  ;  3R.»  463 
t.  IE.*  480  ;  2R.»  683  ;  3R.*  1163 

DehU,  Smcdl  (City  of  London)  Bill, 
•c.  IR.*  902;   2R.»   1041;   Rep.  1113;   3R.* 
1270 

Declaratory  Suits  Bill, 
L  2R.»  923 

Denisok,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Malton 

Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2),  Com.  cL  I, 
1145 

Denhan,  Lord 

Criminal    Law    Administration    Amendment, 

Com.  466  ;  Amend.  468 
Protection  of  Females,  3R.  382 
Protection  of  Women,  IR.  464 

Derby t  Borough  of, 

'  €.  New  Writ  moved  for  (Mr.  A.  Stafford),  241 ; 
Amend.  (Lord  J.  Russell),  242 

Desart,  Earl  of 
r  Ireland,  State  of,  Address  moved,  1110 

Devon,  Earl  of 

Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Commons' 
Amends.  1025 

Disraeli,  Mr.  B.,  Buckinghamshire 
Germanic  Confederation,  The,  1151 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  Leave, 
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Navy  Estimates,  1307, 1315, 1817 
Schleswig-Holstein,  808 
Sugar  Duties,  Comm.  Res.  65 
Sugar  Duties  Bill,  Com.  649 
Sugar  Duties  (No.  2),  Comm.  Res.  1056 

Distilling  from  Sugar  Bill, 
c.  Rep.»  1113 
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Army  Estimates,  Amend.  (Mr.  R.  Osborne), 
[A.  21,  N.  69,  M.  48]  766 

Ballot,  The.  Motion  (Hon.  F.  H.  F.  Berkeley), 
[A.  86,  N.  81,  M.  5]  1268 

Beer,  Sale  of.  Bill,  3R.  Amend.  (Hon.  C.  Ber- 
keley), [o.  q.  A.  69,  N.  24,  M.  35]  1096  ;  cL 
4,  Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  [o.  q.  A.  34,  N.  44, 
M.  10]  1097 

Charity  Trust  Regulation  Bill,  Com.  Amend. 
(Lord  Stanley),  [o.  q.  Contents  21,  Not-Con- 
tents  17,  M.  4]  1143 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections  Bill,  2R.  Amend. 
(Col.  Sibthorp),  [o.  q.  A.  216,  N.  9,  M.  207] 
609 ;  Com.  Amend.  (Col.  Sibthorp),  [o.  q. 
A.  96,  N.  2,  M.  94]  922  ;  cl.  2,  Amend. 
(Mr.  Henley),  [o.  q.  A.  110,  N.  22,  M.  88] 
%h. ;  Amend.  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  [r.  p.  A.  2, 
N.  117.  M.  115]  ib. ;  [o.  q.  A.  79,  N.  16,  M. 
63]  1119  ;  ch  15  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Ilobhouse), 
[o.  q.  A.  117,  N.  19,  M.  98]  1155 
}  Farmers'  Estates  Society  (Ireland)  Bill,  Com. 
d.  13,  [A.  61,  N.  3,  M.  48]  1042 
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Habeas    Corpus    Suspension    (Ireland)    Bill, 
Leave,  Amend.  (Mr.  S.  Crawford),  [o.  q.  A* 
271,  N.  8,  M.  263]  743 
Highways  Bill,  Com.  [A.  88,  N.  34,  M.  54] 
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Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland)  Bill,  Com.  el,  7, 
[A.  64,  N.  8,  M.  56]  477 ;   d.  63,  [A.  166, 
N.  30,   M.   185]  479;    Rep.   Amend.  (Mr. 
Napier),  [o.  q,  A.  197,  N.  52,  M  145]  603  ; 
3R.  add.  d,  (Mr.  MonseU),  [A.  55,  N.  114, 
M.  69]  773;  Commons'  Amends.    Amend. 
(Lord  Stanley),  [o.  q.  Contents  28,  Not-Con-* 
tents  10,  M.  18]  1040 
Ireland,  Remedial  Measures  for.  Motion  (Mr. 
S.  Crawford),  [p.  q,  A.   100,  N.  24,  M.  761 
1014 
National  Representation,  Motion  (Mr.  Hume), 

[A.  84,  N.  361,  M.  267]  226 
Ovans,   Colonel,  Case  of,  Comm.  moved  for 
(Mr.  G.  Thompson),  [A.  8,  N.  77,  M.  69]' 
447 
PubUc  Works  (Ireland),  (No.  2)  Bill,  Com.  d, 
1,  [A.   108,   N.    42,  M.   66]  778;    Lord*'. 
Amends,  d.  33,  [A.  55,  N.  35,  M.  20]  1177  ; 
d,  119.  [A.  47,  N.  52,  M.  6]  1180 
Railway  Commission  Bill,  Leave,  [A.  62,  N.  73, 

M.  11]  126 
Rum  Duties,  Comm.  Amend.  (Mr.  W.  Fagan), 
[A.  76,  N.  168,  M.  93]  658  ;   Amend.  (Col. 
Dunne),  [A.  48,  N.  125,  M.  77]  561 ;    [o,.q. 
A.  116,N.  37,  M79]t6. 
Sites  for  Places  of  Worship  (Scotland)  BUI, 
Com.  d.  1,  Amend.  (Hon.  J.  Elliot),  [o.  a, 
A.  58,  N.  65,  M.  3]  139  ;  add.  d.  (Hon.  J. 
Elliot),  [A.  46,  N.  58,  M.   12]  140  ;    3R. 
Amend.  (Sir  J.  Graham),  [o.  q.  A.  59,  N.  98, 
M.  39]  613 
Sugar  Duties,   Comm.   Res,   Amend.  (Sir  J, 
Pakington),  [A.   169,  N.  231,  M.  62]  78 ; 
Amend.  (Lord  G.  Bentinck),  [r.  p.  A.  80^ 
N.  211,  M.  131]  302  ;  [o.  q.  A.  180,  N.  124, 
M.  56]  371 ;  Amend.  (Hon.  E.  P.  Bouverie), 
[A.  34,  N.  142,  M.  108]  379 
Sugar  Duties  Bill,  Com.  d.  1,  Amend.  (Right 
Hon.   H.  Goulbum)  [A.  28,  N.  73,  M  45] 
657 
Sugar  Duties    (No.   2)   Comm.    Schedule    2, 
Amend.  (Lord  G.  Bentinck),  [o.  q.  A.  87, 
N.  34,  M.  63]  1065  ;   2nd  Amend.  (Lord  G. 
Bentinck),  [A.  29,  N.  99,  M.  70]  1114 ;  add, 
d.  (Lord  G.  Bentinck),  [A.  31,  N.  78,  M.  47] 
1116  ;   2nd  add.  d.  (Lord  G.  Bentinck),  [A. 
41,  N.  73,  M.32]  1118 
Sunday  Trading  Bill,  Com.  Amend.  (Mr.  B. 

Wall),  [0.  q.  A.  75.  N.  47,  M.  28]  460 
Trials  for   Sedition  (Ireland),  Comm.   moved 
for,  Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  [A.  22, 
N.  156,  M.  133]  696 

Drummond,  Mr.  H.,  Surrey,  W, 

Births  and  Marriages  Registration  (Scotland), 

2R.  1170 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),   Leave, 

732 
Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2),  2R.  909 
Public  Health,  Lords'  Amends.  Smoke  Clause, 

1179 
Sugar  Duties,  Comm.  Res.  11 

Dublin  Police  Bill, 
c.  1R.»924;  21l.»  1041 
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Duncan,  Mr.  6.,  Dundee 

Births  and  Marriages  Registration  (Scotland), 
'      3R.  Amend.  1168 

DuNNB,  Lieut.  Col.  F.  P.,  Portarlington 
Habeas  Ck>rpas  Suspension  (Ireland),  Leave, 

742 
Incumbei^d  Estates  (Ireland),  Com.  403 ;  d. 

63,  Amend.  479  ;  Rep.  591 
Ireland,  Remedial  Measures  for,  1001 
PttbUc  Works  (Ireland),  2R.  495 
Rum  Duties,  Gonmi.  Amend.  561 

Ebrington,  Viscount,  Plymouth 

Poor  Law  Union  District  Schools,  Com.  1222 

Ecclesiastical  Districts^  Assignments  of^ 

Bill, 
c.  2R.»  130  ;  Rep.*  885  ;  3R.*  510 

Ecclesiastical  Jurisdiction  Bill, 
e.  IR.*  448;   2R.*  481;   Rep»  574;   3R.* 
642 

Ecclesiastical  Patronage  Suits  Compro- 
mise {Ireland)  Bill, 
I.    1R.»  804;   2R.*  748;   Rep.»  894;   8R.» 
922 

Ecclesiastical    Unions  and  Divisions  of 
Parishes  (Ireland)  Bill, 
1 8R.  150 ;  Amend. (Lord Stanley),  ib.;  Amend. 

withdrawn,  152 
e.  1R.»  286 ;  2R.»  469 ;  Rep.»  588 

Edinburgh  Police  Amendment,  dsc.  Bill, 
/.  1R.*581;   2R.*1015;   Rep.*  11251   3R.* 
1198 

Elections,  Corrupt  Practices  at. 
See  Corrupt  Practices  at  EUctians  BiU 

Electric  Telegraph — False  News, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  liCackinnon),925 

Ellenborough,  Earl  of 

Incumbered     Estates    (Ireland),    Commons' 

Amends.  1026 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  IR.  753 
PubUo  Works  (Ireland),  (No.  2),  2R.  1127, 1138 

Elliot,  Hon.  J.  E.,  Roxburghshire 

Births  and  Marriages  Registration  (Scotland), 

2R.  1171 
Ovans,  Colonel,  Case  of,  Comm.  moved  for, 

408,  412,  414,  417,  426,  427,  428,  430 
Sites  for  Places  of  Worship  (Scotland),  Com. 
el  1  Amend.  138 ;  add,  el,  140 
Emigration, 
c.  Question  (Viscount  Ashley),  1172 

Encumbered  Estates  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  Com.  87 ;  Instruction  (Sir  L.  O'Brien),  ib.; 
Adj.  Debate,  385  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  403  ; 
cl.  2,  473 ;  cl  7,  477,  [A.  64,  N.  8,  M.  56] 
t6.;  el,  34,  Amend.  (Sir  J.  Graham),  t&.; 
el.  63,  479,  [A.  165,  N.  30,  M.  135]  t6.; 
Rep.  583 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Napier),  t6.,  [o,  q, 
A.  197.  N.  52,  M.  145J  603 ;  3R.  767 ;  add, 
cl.  (Mr.  MonseU),  ib.,  [A.  bb,  N.  114,  M.  57] 
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I,  Commons'  Amends.  1019 ;  Amend.  (Lord  Stan- 
ley), 1020  ;  [o.  q.  Contents  28,  Not-Contents 
10,  M.  18]  1040 
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Enfranchisement  of  Copyholds,  Extension 
Bill, 
I,  Com.  152  ;    Com.  put  off,  153 ;    Question 
(Bishop  of  London),  1016 

Entail,  Law  of.  Amendment  (Scotland) 
Bill, 
I,  Com.  507;   Amend.  (Earl  of  Haddington), 
t^.;  Amend,  neg.  509;  8R.*581 

Eyans,  Major  General  Sir  De  Lacy,  West- 
minster 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  Com.  1154 
Parlismiientary  Electors,  Rep.  580 
Sunday  Trading,  Com.  458 

Evicted  Destitute  Poor  (Ireland)  Bill, 
e.  Lords'  Amends.  481 
h  Commons'  Amends.  1016 ;  Protest,  1321 

EwART,  Mr.  W.,  Dumfries 
Taxation,  1181,  1191 

Exchange  of  Ecclesiastical  Patronage  be- 
tween Her  Majesty  and  the  Earl  of 
Leicester  Bill, 
I.  IR.*  150 ;  2R.»  304 

ExcHEQufeB,    Chancellor    of    the,    see 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

Faoan,  Mr.  W.,  Cork  City 
Ballot,  Tie,  1242 
Business  of  the  Session,  529 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  Leave,. 
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Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Rep.  591 
Ireland,  Remedial  Measures  for,  955 
Juries  (Ireland),  Conmi.  moved  for,  757 
Rum  Duties,  Amend.  541 

Farmers'  Estate  Society  (Ireland)  Bill, 
e.  Rep.*  786 ;  Com.   978 ;   d,  13,  1041,  [A. 

51,  N.  8,  M.  48]  1042;  Rep.»  1118;8R.» 

1143 
I.  IR.*  1169 

Fees — Court  of  Chancery  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  1078 

Females,  Protection  of,  BiU, 
1, 3R.  880  ;  Amend,  (Earl  of  Minto),  884, [o,  m. 
Contents  21,  Not-Contents  28,  M.  7]  ib. 

Fisheries  (Ireland)  BiU, 
e,  IK.*  902 ;  2R.*  1041 ;  Rdp.*  1168 

Forbes,  Mr.  W.,  Stirlingshire 
Rum  Duties,  Conmi.  558 

Foreian  Affairs,  Interference  in, 
c.  Amotion  (Mr.  Urquhart),  127 ;  House  oounted 
out,  130 

Foreign  Sheep, 
I,  Returns  moved  for  (Duke  of  Richmond),  563 

Fortescue,  Earl 
Ecclesiastical  Unions  and  Diviiioiif  of  Pafiibet 
(Ireland),  SR.  150,  152 
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Fox,  Mr.  R.  M.,  Longford 

Ireland,  Bemedial  Measures  for,  1003 
Parliament  (Ireland),  878 

* 

Free  Church  (Scotland), 
I.  Petition  (Marquess  of  Breadalbane),  305 

Frewen,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Sussex,  E, 

Derby,  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved  for,  241 
Foreign  Affiiirs,  Interfenoe  in,  130 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Com.  87 

Galwat,  Viscount,  Betford,  E. 

Parliamentary  Electors,  Rep.  Amend.  581 

Oame  Certificates  for  Killing  Hares  Bill, 
I  Sa.*  81  ;  Royal  Assent,  696 

Oame    Certificates   for    Killing    Hare$ 
(Scotland)  Bill, 
h  3R.*  150  ;  Royal  Assent,  696 

Oermanic  Confederation,   The, 
e,  Question  (Mr.  Disraeli),  1151 

Gibson,  Right.  Hon.  T.  M.,  Manchester 

Beer,  Sale  of,  3R.  Amend.  1097 
Sugar  Duties,  Comm.  Res.  51,  61 
Sugar  Duties  Bill,  Com.  649 

Gladstone,  Right  Hon.  W.  E.,  Oxford 
University 
Claridge,  Sir  J.  T.,  Case  of.  Address  moved, 
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Farmer's  Estate  Society  (Ireland)  Com.  978 
Railway  Commission,  Leave,  119 
Sugar  Duties,  Comm.  Res.  249,  374 
Sugar  Duties  Bill,  Com.  cl.  1,  661 
Sugar  Duties  (No.  2),  Comm.  1061 

Glengall,  Earl  of 

Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  IR.  755 
Incumbered  Estates  ( Ireland),  Commons' Amends. 

1028,  1040 
Ireland,  State  of.  Address  moved,  015,  616 

Godson,  Mr.  R.,  Kidderminster 
Sugar  Duties,  Comm.  Res.  24,  299 

Gordon,  Roar  Adra.  Hon.  W.,  Aberdeen- 
shire 
Navy  Estimates,  1286 

GouLBURN,  Right  Hon.   H.,    Cambridge 
University 
Business  of  the  Session,  515 
Church  Property,  Address  moved,  1092 
Incumbered    Estates  (Ireland),   3R.  add.   cl. 

773 
Parliamentary  Proceedings  Adjournment,  2R. 

134 
Public  Works  (Ireland),  2R.  490  ;  Com.  cL  1, 

774 
Rum  Duties,  Comm.  565 
Sugar  Duties,  Comm.  Res.  366 
Sugar  Duties  Bill,  Com.  648  ;cl.\,  656 
Sugar  Duties  (No.  2),  Com.  Res.  1048,  1053, 

1057 


Graham,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  R.  G.,  Bipan 
County  Courts,  240 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Com.  890 ;  d, 

2,  476;  cl.  34,  Amend.  477,  478 
PubUo  Works  (Ireland),  2R.  487 
Sites  for  Places  of  Worship  (Scotland)  Bill,  Com. 

137;  3R.  Amend.  610 

Granville,  Earl  of 

North  Wales  Railway,  86 

Railroads  and  Steamboat  Companiet,  1069 

Rum  Duties,  &o.,  2R.  1163 

Grattan,  Mr.  H.,  Meath  County 
Juries  (Ireland),  Conmi.  moved  for,  760 
Parliament  (Ireland),  880,  882 

Greene,  Mr.  T.,  Lancaster 
Parliamentary  Proceedings  Adjournment,  2R. 
151 

Gret,  Earl 
Canada  Union  Act  Amendment,  3R.  509 
Juvenile  Offenders,  84 
Roman  Catholic  Prelates,  Titles  to,  Correspon* 

dcnce  moved  for,  1211 
Sicily,  Interference  in  the  Afikirs  of,  1207 
Standing  Orders,  3 

Gret,  Right  Hon.  Sir  G.,  Northumberl.  N. 
Business  of  the  Session,  529 
County  Courts,  240 
Electric  Telegraph — False  News,  925 
Evicted  Destitute  Poor  (Ireland),  Lords' Amends. 

481 
Highways,  Com.  572,  573 
Horsham  Borough,  2R.  150 
Ii*eland,  State  of^  915 ;  Remedial  Measures  for, 

989,  1008 
Police,  Metropolitan,  238,  1154 
Qualification  of  Members,  2R.  462 
Remedies  against  the  Hundred,  2R.  1096 
Repeal  of  the  Union  (Ireland)  149 
Sunday  Trading,  Com.  456 
Trials  for  Sedition  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for, 

Amend.  679,  688,  691 
Waste  Lands  (Ireland),  Com.  893 

Grog  AN,  Mr.  E.,  Dublin  City 

Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  Leave,  877 

Grosyenor,  Right  Hon.  Lord  R.,  Jft<i- 
dlesex 
Legacies    to   Charitable    Institutions,    Leave, 
1223 

Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  Leave  696  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  S.  Crawford),  725, 

[o.  q.  A.  271,  N.  8,  M.  263]  743;  1R.»  xb.\ 

2KMb.\  Rep.»i6.;3R.*tt. 
I.  IR.  743  ;  2R.«  756  ;  3R.*  ib.\  Royal  Assent, 

779 

Haddington,  Earl  of 

Entail,  Law  of,  (Scotland)  Com.  Amend.  507 
Marriages  (Scothind),  3R.  Amend.  779,  783 


HAL 


HER 


{INDEX} 


Hia 


HUM 


'Hall,  Sir  B.,  Marylehone 
National  Land  Scheme,  Rep.  1075 
Parliament  (Ireland),  878 
Police,  Metropolitan,  236 
Repeal  of  the  Union  (Ireland),  141 
Sunday  Trading,  Com.  454 

Hamilton,  Mr.  G.  A.,  Dublin  University 
Ireland,  State  of,  916 
Legal  Education,  109 

Hanmer,  Sir  J.,  Flint 

Derby,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  241 

Harris,  Hon.    Capt.  E.  A.  J.,    Christ- 
church 
Derby,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  941 
Navy  Estimates,  1320 

Harrowbt,  Earl  of 

Charity  Trusts  Regulation,  2R.  901 
Protection  of  Females,  3R.  383 
Railroad  and  Steam  Packet  Companies,  785, 
1071 

Hawes,  Mr.  B.,  Kinsale 

Colonial  Government,  845,  860 

Culonidation,  308 

Hudson's  Bay  Company — Vancouver's  Island, 

470 
•    Sugar  Duties,  Comm.  Res.  66,  70,  297 

Trials  for  Sedition  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for, 

690,  692 

Hatter,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.,  Wells 
National  Land  Scheme,  Rep.  1074 

Health  of  Tovms,  see  Public  Health  Bill 

Heathcote,  Sir  W.,  Hampshire,  N. 
Highways,  Com.  573 

Heathcote,  Mr.  G.  J.,  Butlandshire 
Highways,  Com.  571 

Henley,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Oxfordshire 

Ballot,  The,  1257 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  Com.   cl.  2, 

Amend.  922,  1156,  1157 
Highways,  Com.  Amend.  572 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Rep.  594 
Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2),  2R.  Amend. 

801;  Com.  cl.  1,  1149 
Poor  Law  Union  District  Schools,  Com.  1221 
,    Public  Health,  Lords'  Amends.  1177 

Herbert,  Right  Hon.  S..  Wiltshire,  S. 
National  Representation,  213 

Herbert,  Mr.  II.  A.,  Kerry 

Incumbered  Estates  (Irel.and)  Com.  401 
Ireland,  Remedial  Measures  for,  954 

Herries,  Right  Hon.  J.  C,   Stamford 
Businesss  of  the  Session,  615 
Ordnance  Estimates,  1068 
Sugar  Duties  (No.  2),  Comm.  1063 


Highland  Roads,  Bridges,  Ac.  (Scotland) 
Bill, 
e.  Rep.*  583  ;  3R.»  642 
I  IR.*  696 ;  2R.*  894;  Rep.»  922;  3R.»  1015 

Highway  Bates  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  902;  2R.*  1041 ;  Rep.»  1113;  3R.* 

1143 
i.lR.»  1125 


Highways  Bill, 
e.  Rep.*  481 ;  C 


573 


Com.  571,  [A.  88,  N.  34,  M.  54] 


HiLDTARD,  Mr.  R.  C,  Whitehaven 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  Com.  1157 

Hindlet,  Mr.  C,  Ashton-under-Lyne 
Sunday  Trading,  Com.  455 

Hobhouse,  Sir  J.  C,  Harwich 
Claridge,  Sir  J.  T.,  Case  of.  Address  moved, 
814 

HoBHOUSE,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Lincoln 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  Com.  cl,  15, 
Amend.  1155 

Hodgson,  Mr.  W.  N.,  Carlisle 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  Com.  1156 

Hogg,  Sir  J.  W.,  Honiton 
Ovans,  Colonel,  Case  of,    Comm.  moved  for, 
423,  433 

Horsham,  Borough  of, 
e.  2R.  150 ;  Order  for,  2 R.  discharged,  473 

HoRSMAN,.Mr.  E.,  Cockermouth 
Church  Property,  Address  moved,  1075 

Howard,  Mr.  P.  H.,  Carlisle 

Ballot,  The,  1243 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  Com.  1156 

Italy,  Affairs  of,  1172 

Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2),  Com,  el.  1, 

1149 
Public  Health,  Lords'  Amends.  Smoke  Clause, 

1179 

Hudson,  Mr.  G.,  Sunderland 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  2R.  607 ;  Com. 

919 
Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2),  Com.   cl.  1, 

1144,  1150 
Public  Works  (Irehind),  (No.  2),  Com.  el.  1, 776 

Hudson  s  Bay  Company —  Vancouver's  Is- 
land, 
c.  Question  (Earl  of  Lincoln),  469,  510 

Hume,  Mr.  J.,  Montrose,  Ac. 
Beer,  Sale  of,  3R.  el.  4,  Amend.  1097 
Births  and  Marriages  Registration  (Scotland), 

2R.  1168 
Business  of  the  Session,  523 
Colonial  Government,  873 
Derby,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  241 
Uabeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  Leave,  734 
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HuMB,  Mr. — conHnited, 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  3R.  add.  cl,  277 
National  Representation,  222,  225 
Navy  Estimates,  1282 
Ovans,  Colonel,  Case  of,   Comm.  moved  for, 

427,  431,  433 
Sugar  Duties,  Comm.  Res.  310 
,    Sunday  Trading,  Com.  455 
Taxation,  1192 

HuTT,  Mr.  W.,  Gateshead 
'    Colonial  Government,  857,  871 

Imprisonment  for  Debt  (Ireland)  Bill, 
l.  Rep.*  1 ;  3R.*  229;  Royal  Assent,  696 

Incumbered  Estates  {Ireland)  Bill, 
e.  Com.  87 ;  Instruction  (Sir  L.  O'Brien)  ih.; 
Adj.  Debate,  385  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  403 ; 
cl.  2,  473 :  cl.  7,  477.  [A.  64,  N.  8,  M.  56]  ib.; 
cl.  34,  Amend.  (Sir  J.  Graham),  ib.;  cl.  63, 
479,  [A.  165,  N.  30,  M.  135]  ib.;  Rep.  583; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Napier)  ib.,  [o.  q.  A.  197,  N. 
52,  M.  145]  603;  3R.  767;  add.  cl.  (Mr. 
Monsell)  ib.,  [A.  55,  N.  114,  M.  59]  773 
L  Commons'  Amends.  1019;  Amend.  (Lord 
Stanley),  1020,  [o.  q.  Content*  28,  Not-Con- 
tents  10,  M.  18]  1040 

Independence  of  Parliament  [No.  2)  Billj 
I,  IR.*  150;  2R.  464  ;  Bill  withdrawn,  465 

India, 

Ovans,  Colonel,  Case  of,  c.  Comm.  moved  for 
(Mr.  G.  Thompson),  403,  [A.  8,  N.  77,  M,  69] 

417 

Ingestre,  Viscount,  Staffordshire,  S. 
Navy  Estimates,  1319 

Inglis,  Sir  R.  H.,  Oxford  University 
Business  of  the  Session,  521 
Church  Property,  Address  moved,  1088 

Insolvent  Debtors  Court  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  902;  2R.*  1041  ;  Rep.*  1148;  3R.* 

1163 
I.  IR.*  1159 

Ireland, 
Appeals  on  Civil  Bills,  see  Appeals  on  Civil  Bills 

{Ireland)  Bill 
Attorneys  and  Solicitors,  see  Attorneys,  and 

Solicitors  {Ireland)  Bill 
Clerks  of  the  Peace,  see  Clerks  of  the  Peace 

{Dublin)  Bill 
Clubs,  I.  Observations  (Lord  Brougham),  304 
Constabulary  Force,   see  Constabulary  Force 

{Ireland)  Bill 
Corn  Markets,  see   Com    Markets    {Ireland) 

Bill 
County  Cess,  see  Cess,  County  {Ireland)  Bill 
Dublin  Police,  see  Dublin  Police  Bill 
Ecclesiastical    Patronage,    see    Ecclesiastical 

Patronage  Suits  Comprotnise  (Ireland)  Bill 
Ecclesiastical  Unions,  sec  Ecclesiastical  Unions 

and  Division  of  Parishes  {Ireland)  Bill 
Evicted  Destitute  Poor,  see  Evicted  Destitute 

Poor  {Ireland)  Bill 
Fanners*  Estates  Society,  see  Farmers*  Estates 

Society  (Ireland)  Bill 


/re2anc^— continued. 

Fisheries,  see  Fisheries  {Ireland)  Bill 

Habeas  Corpus  Suspension,  see  B<U>eas  Corpus 
Suspension  {Ireland)  BVl 

Imprisonment  for  Debt,  see  Imprisonment  for 
Debt  {Ireland)  BiU 

Incumbered  Estates,  see  Incwonhered  Estates 
{Ireland)  BiU 

Juries,  see  Trials  for  Sedition  {Ireland) 

Juvenile  Offenders,  see  Juvenile  Offenders 
{Ireland)  BiU 

Labouchere,  Right  Hon.  H,  Letters  to  the  Irish 
Magistracy,  l.  Observations  (Biarquess  of 
Lansdowne),  1208  ^ 

Landed  Property,  see  Landed  Property  (Ire- 
land) BiU 

Landlord  and  Tenant,  see  Landlord  and  ten- 
ant {Ireland)  BiU 

O'Brien,  Mr.  W,  S.  Arrest  of,  c.  1214 

Officers  of  Courts  of  Justice,  see  Officers  of 
Courts  of  Justice  {Ireland)  BiU 

Parliament,  see  Repeal  of  the  Union  {Ireland'^ 

Public  Works,  see  Public  Works  {Ireland)  BiU 

Remedial  Measures,  e.  Motion  (Mr.  S.  Craw- 
ford), 925  ;  Adj.  Debate,  979,  [o.  q.  A.  100« 
N.  24,  M.  76]  1014 

Renewable  Leasehold  Conversion,  see  Renew- 
able  Leasehold  Conversion  {Ireland)  BiU 

Repeal  of  the  Union,  c.  Adj.  Debate,  141,  145, 
878  ;  Motion  adjourned,  889 

Reproductive  Loan  Fund  Institution,  see  Re- 
productive Loan  Fund  Institution  {Ireland) 
BiU 

State  of,  I.  Question  (Lord  Stanley),  581  ;  Ad- 
dress moved  (Earl  of  Glengall),  615 ;  Motion 
withdrawn,  641 ;  Question  (Lord  Brougham), 
895  ;  Address  moved  (Lord  Brougham),  1098 
e.  Question,  Mr.  Monsell,  914 

Taxin<f  Master — Chancery,  c.  Question  (Mf; 
G.  A.  Hamilton),  448 

Tithe  Rent  Charge,  see  Tithe  Rent  Charge,  ^c. 
{Ireland)  {No.  2)  BiU 

Trials  for  Sedition,  c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr. 
Keogh),  665;  Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  G.  Anstey), 
693,  [A.  22,  N.  155,  M.  133]  696  ;  Adj.  De- 
bate, 757  ;  Motion  neg.  764 

Trustees  Relief  ,  see  Trustees  Relief  {Ireland) 
BiU 

Turnpike  Roads,  see  Turnpike  Roads  {Ireland) 

BiU 
Unlawful   Oaths,  see    Unlawful   Oaths   Acts 
{IrelaM)  Continuance  BiU 

Waste  Lands,  see  Waste  Lands  {Ireland)  BiU 

Italy,  Affairs  of, 
c.   Question   (Mr.   P.    Howard),    1172;— feee 
Sicily 

Jeryis,  Sir  J.,  see  Attornet  General,  The 

Joint  Stock  Companies  Bill, 
I.  3R.»  581 


JoLLiFFE,  Sir  W.  G.  H.,  Petersjleld 

Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2),  Com.  el,  1, 

1150 
Poor  Law  Union  District  Schools,  Com.  122 

JoxES,  Capt.  T.,  Londonderry 
Rum  Duties,  Comm.  543 
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Juries^  Ireland^ 
e.  Comm.  moTed  for  (Mr.  Keogh),  665 ;  Amend. 
Adj.  (Mr.   0.  Anstey),  [A.  22,  N.   155,  M. 
Idd]  696 ;  Adj.  Debate,  757 ;  Motion  neg. 
764 

Justice,  Administration  of  [No,  1)  Billj 
I,  8R.»  743 

Justice,  Administration  of  {No.  2}  Bill, 
I  3R.*  743 

Justices,  Protection  of,  from   VexcUious 
Actions  Bill, 
I  3R.*  743 

Justiciartf,  Court  of  (Scotland)  Bill, 
e,  2R.*  306 

Juvenile  Offenders, 
I.  Petition  (Duke  of  Richmond),  82 

Juvenile  Offenders  (Ireland)  Bill, 

e.  IR .•  4  ;  2R.*  130  ;  Rep.*  924  ;  3R.»  1041 
/.  IR.*  1015;  2R.  1159;  Rep.*  1193 

Keooh,  Mr.  W.,  Athlone 

Repeal  of  the  Union  (Ireland),  144, 147 
Trials  for  Sedition  (Ireland),  Comm.  moTod  for, 
665,  680,  681,  683,  688,  690 

Kino,  Hon.  P.  J.  L.  Surrey,  E. 
National  Representation,  205 

KiNNAiRD,  Lord 
Juvenile  Offenders,  83 
PubUc  Health,  Com.  234 

Labouchere,  Right  Hon.  H.,  Taunton 
Business  of  the  Session,  524 
Railway  Commission,  Leave,  115,  123 
River  Steamboats,  811 
Rum  Duties,  Comm.  560 
Steam  Navigation,  Comm.  1073 
Sugar  Duties,   Comm.  Res.    259,  377;   Rep. 

502 
Sugar  Duties  (No.  2),  Comm.  Res.  1047,  1052 

Labouchere,  Right  Hon,  H,,  Letter  to  the 
Irish  Magistracy, 
I,  Observations  (Marquess  of  Lansdowne),  1280 

Land  Tax  Commissioners  Names  Bill, 
c.  Rep.*  924  ;  3R.*  1041 
/.  IR.*  1015;  2R.*  1159;  Rep.*  1193 

Landed  Property  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  Com.  1094 ;  Order    for  Com.    discharged, 
1095 


Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  Rep.*  4 

Langdale,  Lord 

Incumbered      Estates    (Ireland),     Commohs' 
Amends.  1036 


Lansdowne,  Marquess  of 
Clubs  (Ireland),  305 
Ecclesiastical  Unions  and  Divisions  of  Parishes 

(Ireland),  3R.  151 
Evicted   Destitute  Poor  (Irehind),   Cocjnons' 

Amends.  1019 
Foreign  Sheep,  Returns  moved  for,  564 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  IR.  743, 

744,  753,  755 
Incumbered     Estates    (Ireland),     Commons' 

Amends.  1030^ 
Ireland,  State  of,  582;  Address  moved,  616, 

626,641,896,897,  1107 
Labouchere,  Right  Hon.  H.,  Letter  to  the  Irish 

Magistraoj,  1208 
Marriage,  Law  of,  898 
North  Wales  Railway,  87 
Parliament,  Independence  of,  2R.  464 
Public  Health,  Com.  234 
Sicily,  Alleged  Interference  in  the  Affairs  of, 

1126,  1201,  1208 
Spain,  506,  507 

Law,  Hon.  C.  £.,  Cambridge  University 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  Com.  Amend.  579 

Leasehold  Conversion,    Renewable  (Ire- 
land) Bill, 
c.  1R.*469;2R.*683 

Lefbvhb,  Right  Hon.  C.  S.,  see  Speaker, 
The     ' 

Legacies  to  Charitable  Institution  Bill, 
e.  Leave,  1222  ;  IR.*  1225 

Legal  Education, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  G.  A.  Hamilton),  109 

Leicester  Borough, 
e.  New  Writ  moved  for  (Mr.  A.  Stafford),  153; 
Motion  withdrawn,  156 

Lewis,  Mr.  G.  C,  Herefordshire 
Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2),  Rep.  1215 

Life  Policies  of  Assurance  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  153;2R.*877 

Lincoln,  Earl  of,  Linlithgow,  itc. 
Colonisation,  307 
Hudson's  Bay  Company — Vancouver's  Island, 

469,  510 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),   8R.  add,  el. 

768 

Llandaff,  Bishop  of 

Charity  Trusts  Regulations,  2R.  901 
Protection  of  Females,  3R.  384 

Loan  Societies  Bill, 
e,  IR.*  902  ;2R.*  1041;  Rep.*  1094;  3R.* 

1113 
/.  1R.*1125;2R.*  1159 

LocKHART,  Mr  A.  E.,  Selkirkshire 
Births  and  Marriages  Registration  (Scotland), 
2R.  Amend.  1169 


LON  MIL  {INDEX}  MIL  NAP 

llitia  Ballot  Suspensum  Bill 
!.  1R»  1094 ;  2R.'^1113;  Rep.» 


London,  Bishop  of 
Enfiranchisement  of  Oopyholds,  1016 
Marriage,  Law  of,  897 
PubUo  Health,  Com.  234;  SEt.  894 

LONDONBEBBT,  Marquoss  of 
Ireland,  State  of,  £96 
Spain,  504 

LusHiNOTON,  Mr.  C,  Westmiruter 
River  Steamboats,  811 

McCuLLAGH,  Mr.  W.  T.,  i>undaZ2; 
Incumbered  Estates  (Irdand),    Oom.   d.   2. 

Amend.  474 
Sugar  Duties,  Oomm«  Res,  29 

Macgbegor,  Mr.  J.,  Glasgow 
Business  of  the  Session,  528 
Sugar  Duties  (No.  2),  Comm.  1064 

Maokznnon,  Mr.  W.  A.,  LymingUm 
Electric  Telegraph — ^False  News,  925 
Public  Health,  Lords*  Amends.  Smoke  Clauset 
1179 

Mahon,  Viscount,  Hertford 

Parliamentary  Proceedings  Adjournment,  2R. 
136 

Malmesburt,  Earl  of 
Sicily,  Interferenoe  in  the  Affiurs  of,  1208 
Spain,  506 

Mangles,  Mr.  R.  D.,  Guildford 
Colonial  GoTemment,  876 
Sugar  Duties,  Comm.  Res.  32 

Marines  Royal — Good  ConductWarranUf 
I,  Question  (Duke  of  Riohmond),  1 

Marriage^  Law  of 
I.  Question  (Bishop  of  London),  897 

Marriages  {Scotland)  Bill 
I,  3R,  779  ;  Amend.  (Earl  of  Haddington),  t&.; 

Amend,  withdrawn,  783  ;  Bill  passed,  784 
c.  1R.»924;  2R.«  1164. 

Maule,  Right  Hon.  F.,  Perth 
Army  Estimates,  764,  765,  766 

Merchant  Seamen's  Fund  Bill, 
c.  Order  for  2R.  discharged,  534 

Metropolis  PoKce, 
c.  Question  (Sir  B.   Hall),  236;    (Urd  D. 
Stuart,  1158 

Metropolitan  Commission  of  Sewers  Von- 
solidation  Bill^ 
c.  Leave,  614 ;  House  counted  out,  615  ;  IR.* 
696 ;  2R.*  1143 

Miles,  Mr.  W.,  Somersetshire,  E, 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  2R.  ^07 

VOL.C.    {SS} 


Militia 
e, 

1213 
L  1R.»  1193  ;  2R.»  1118  ;  3R.»  1213 


Rep.*  1163 ;  3R.* 


MiLNi^s,  Mr.  R.  M.,  Pontefract, 
National  Representation,  211 

MiNTO,  Earl  of 
Protection  of  Females,  3R.  Amend.  385 
Railroad  and  Steam  Packet  Companies,  786 
Sicily,  Interference  in  the  Affiurs  o(  1198,1206 

MoFFATT,  Mr.  6.,  Dartmouth 

Qualification  of  Members,  2R.  461,  463 
Sugar  Duties,  Conmi.  Amende  373 

MoLESWORTH,  Sir  W.,  Southwark 
Colonial  Goyemment,  816,  869,  871,872 

Money    Order  Department  (Post   OJice) 

Bill, 
c.  1R.*1143;  2R.»  1163 

MoNSELL,  Mr.  W.,  Limerieh 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland)  Com.  105  ;  Rep. 

600  :  3R.  add,  el  769 
Ireland,  State  of,  91 4 ; — Remedial  Measures  for, 

957 
Rum  Duties,  Comm.  Amend.  560 

MoNTEAQLE,  Lord 
Evicted  Destitute  Poor  (Ireland),   Commons' 

Amends.  1017,  1019 ;  Protest,  1321 
Incumbered     Estates     (Ireland),     Commons^ 

Amends.  1024,  1036 
Ireland,  State  of.  Address  moved,  1111 
Juvenile  Offenders,  (Ireland)  2R.  1159 
North  Wales  RaUway,  Petition,  85,  87 
Public  Works  (IreUnd),  (No.  2),  2R.  1130 
Railroad  and  Steam  Packet  Companies,  786 

Morpeth,  Viscount,  Torkshire,  W,  B. 
PubUc  Health,  Lords'  Amends.  1173;  S/noka 

Clauae,  1179  ;  Protest  1321 
Sewers,  Metropolitan  Conuoiseion  of^  Consoli- 
dation, Leave,  614 

Mount  Cashell,  Earl  of 
Protection  of  Females,  3R.  382 

MowATT,  Mr.  F.,  Penryn  and  FalmouA 
Sugar  Dirties,  Comm.  Res.  800 

MuNTZ,'Mr.  G.  F.,  Birmingham 

BaUot,  The,  1258 

Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  Leave, 

740 
National  Representation,  220 
Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2),  Com.  d,  l, 

1146 
Sunday  Trading,  Com.  460 

Napier,  Mr.  J.,  Dublin  University 
Ballot,  The,  1261 

Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Com.  108 ;  d. 
7,  Amend.  477  ;  Rep.  Amend.  583 
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Jfaiknai  Land  Sekeme, 
e.  Rep.  1074 

NaticmaX  BepreierUation, 

e.  Motum  (Mr.  Home),  Adj.  Debate  15«; 
Amend.  (Mr.  VrqdbzH),  204,  [o.  9.  A.  84, 
N.  361,  M.  207]  220 

ifovoZ  Medical  Supptemenidl  Fund  8(h 
ciety  Bill, 
€.  2R.*  153  ;  Rep.»  481 ;  3R.»  610 
I.  IR.*  681 ;  2R.«  1159  ;  Rep.*  1193 

JVatjy.  The, 

e.  EtHmaUi,  1271 

Marines,  Royal— Good  Conduct  Warrcmti,  L 
Question  (Duke  of  Richmond),  1 

Viee-AdmiraUy  Courts  in  the  Colonies,  c.  Ques- 
tion (Capt.  PeeheU),  811 

Kelson,  Earl 
Protection  of  Females,  3R.  383 

Kewdeqate,  Mr.  C.  N„  Wartnchshire,  N. 

Buriness  of  the  Session,  534 

Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  Leare, 
736 

Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Rep.  588 

Ireland,  Remedial  Measures  for,  1008, 1009 

National  Representation,  221 

Public  Works  (Irebuid),  2R.  496 
.   Qualification  of  Members,  2R.  462 

NoRBEYS,  Sir  C.  D.  0.  J.,  Mallow 
Business  of  the  Session,  529 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  Leave, 

731 
Ireland,  Remedial  Measures  for,  1004 
Parliamentary  Proceedings  A^oumment,  2R. 

136 

Jlorth  Wales  Railway, 
I.  Petition  (Lord  Monteaglc),  85 

yuisances  and  Contagious  Diseases  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  1163 

O'Brien,  Sir  L.,  Clare 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Com.  Instruc- 
tion, 87,  403 

O'Brien,  Mr.  W.  8.,  Arrest  of, 
0.  1214 

O'Connell,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Kerry 
Ireland,  Remedial  Measures  for,  979 
Public  Works  (Ireland),  2R.  496 

O'Connor,  Mr.  F.,  Nottingham 
Derby.  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  for,  241 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  Leave, 

713.  718 
Inoumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Cora.  401 
.  "'•^and.  Remedial  Measures  for,  1007 
*i-mal  RepreeenUtion,  208 
1  Land  Scheme,  Rep.  1074 


Ofieers  of  OmrU  of  Justice  {Ireland)  Bill, 
L   1R.«  S80 ;  2R.*  463  ;   Rep.»  604  ;  3R .• 
662 

Ordnance  Estimates, 

<;.  1066 

OsBOBHZ,  Mr.  R.  B.,  Middlesex 
Aimj  Eadmatea,  765 
Bosinesf  of  the  Session,  532 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  Leave, 

719 
Ineombered  Estates  (Ireland),  Com.  396  ;  cL  2, 

476:  3B.ad(l.el.768 
Ireland,  Remedial  Measures  for,  960, 996, 1008 
National  Representation,  156 
Ordnance  Estimates,  1068 
Ovans,  Colonel,  Case  o^  Comm.  moved  for. 

414 

Oswald,  Mr.  A.,  Ayrshire 
Sugar  Duties,  Ccmm.  Res.  41,  46 

Ovans,  Colonel,  Case  of, 
e.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  G.  Thompson),  403, 

[A.  8,  N.  77,  M.  69]  447 

Oxford,  Bishop  of 
Charity  Trust  Regulation,  Com.  1142 
Protection  of  Females,  3R.  380,  384 

Pakington,  Sir  J.  S.,  Droitwich 
Sugar  Duties,  Conmi.  Res.  Amend.  4,  14,  76 

Palmer,  Mr.  R.,  Berkshire 

Highways,  Com.  573 

Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2),  2R.  905 

Falmerston,  Viacount,  Tiverton 
Belgian  Sugar  Tariff,  1173 
Germanic  Confederation,  The,  1158 
Italy,  AfEurs  of,  1172 
Navy  Estimates,  1314,  1317 
Sohleswig-Holstein,  809 
Urquhart  Correspondence,  The,  1124 

Parliament  (Ireland), 
c.  Adj.  Debate,  141,  145,  878 ;  Motkn  Ad- 
journed, 889 

Parliament,    Independence   of   {No,  ^) 
Bill, 
I  1R.«  150 ;  2R.  464 ;  Bill  withdimwn,  465 

Parliamentary  Electors  Bill, 
e.  Rep.  580 ;  Amend.  (Viscount  Galway),  581, 

[0.  q.  A-  66,  N.  61,  M.  5]  ib,  3R.»  1041 
I  IR.*  1069 

Parliamentary  Proceedings  Adioummen$ 
Bill, 
c.  2R.  131 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  S.  Cniwibrd),  136 ; 
Amend,  withdrawn,  137 

Parochial  Debt  and  Audit  Bill, 
c.  IR  •      ;  2R.*  806  ;  Rep.»  510 

Paymasters  Offices  Consolidation  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  877;  2R.*  924;  Rep.»  1113;  8R.* 

1143 
I IR.*  1125  ;  2R.»  1159 ;  Rep.»  1193 
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Payment  of  Debts  out  of  Real  Estate 
Bill 

I  IR.*  150  ;  2R .•  304  ;  Rep.»  880;  3R.*  463 
c.  IR .•  480  ;  2R.*  583  ;  3R .•  ll«a 

Pechell,  Captain  6.  R.,  Brighton 

'    Navy  Estimates,  1320 
Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2),  2R.  908 
Vice- Admiralty  Courts  in  the  Colonies,  811 

Peel,  Right  Hon.  Sir  R.,  Tamtoorih 
Corrupt  Praotioes  at  Elections,  Com.  1154 
Habeas   Corpus   Suspension   (Ireland),  Leave, 

716 
Legacies    to    Charitable    Institutions,  Leaye, 
1224 
.    Supply — ^British  Museum,  1157 

PeUy  Bag  Office  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  1163 

Piracy  Bill, 
e.  2R.*  877 ;  Bill  withdrawn.  1270 

Plowden,  Mr.  W.  H.  C,  Newport 
Ovans,  Colonel,  Case  of,  Comm.  moTed  for,  423 

Police,  Metropolitan, 
c.  Question    (Sir    B.  Hall),  236 ;    (Lord   D. 
Stuart),  1153 

Poor  Law  Bills, 
c.  Observations  (Right  Hon.  C.  Buller),  924 

Poor  Law  Officers  Superanuation  Bill, 
e.  Order  for  2R.  discharged,  924 

Poor  Law  Union  Charges  {No,  2)  Bill, 
e.  1R.»  306  ;  2R.  787 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Uenley), 
801 ;  Adj.  Debate,  902,  924 ;   Com.  1015 ; 
Rep.*  1041 ;  Com.  el  1, 1144  ;  Rep.  1214 ; 
3R.*  1270 

Poor  Law  Union  District  Schools, 
e.  2R.*    306;  Com.   1215;  Com.    postponed, 
1222 

Poor  Removal  Act  Amendment  Bill, 
I.  3R.*  380  ;  Royal  Assent,  696 

Poor  Removal  Act  Amendment  {No.  2) 

Bill, 
,    e,  1R.»  1163 

PoRTMAN,  Lord 
Public  Health,  Com.  234 

Post   Office  {Money   Order  Department) 
Bill, 
e.  1R.*1143;  2R.*  1163 

Prisons  Bill, 
c.  3R .•  4 
L  1R.»  81 ;  2Il.»  743 ;  Rep.«  894 ;  3R.*  922 

Privilege — Railway  Bills, 

^784 


Proclamation  on  Fines  (Court  of  Coah; 
mon  PlecLs)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  902 ;  2R.*  1041 ;  Rep.»  1218  :  3R.» 
1270 

Protection  of  Females  Bill, 
1. 3R.   380  ;    Amend.   (Earl  of  Mmto),  384. 
[o.  m.  Contents  21,  Not-Content»   28,  U^ 
1]ib, 

Protection  of  Women  Bill, 
I  1R».  463 

Protest — Evicted  Destitute  Poor  {Ireland} 
Bill, 
Commons'  Amends.  1321 

Provident  Associations  Fraud  Preveniioh 
Bill, 
L  8R.»  922 
c.  1R.»  1073  ;  2R.»  127(^ 

Public  Health  Bill, 
I.  Com.  231 ;  Amend.  (Lord  Stanley),  %b. ;  Bill 

referred  to  Select  Comm.  235,  756;  3R. 

898  • 

c.  Lords'  Amends.  1173  ;  d,  83.  [A.  55,  N.  SS, 

M.  20]  1177;  Smoke  Clause,  1178;  cl  119» 

[A.  47,  N.  52.  M.  5]  1180 

Public  Works  {Ireland)  {No.  2)  BilW 
c.  2R.   482 ;   Amend.  (Mr.  A.   Stafford),  ib. ; 

Com.  cl.  1,  774.  [A.  108,  N.  42,  M.  66]  778 ; 

Rep.«  786  ;  3R.*  924 
L  IR.*  1015;  2R.  1127;  Rep.»  1159 ;  8R.» 

119a 

Qualifcation  of  Members  Bill, 
e.  2R.  461 ;  Bill  withdrawn,  463 

Railroad  and  Steam  Packet  Companies, 
I,  Observations  (Earl  of  Harrowby),  785,  1060 

Railway  Commission  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  110,  [A.  62,  N.  73,  M.  11]  126 

Railways, 
London  and  South-Wettem,  L  785,  1069 
North  Wales,  I  Petition  (Duke  of  Richmond)^ 

85 
Privilege^Raihoay  BiUs,  I  784 

Raphael,  Mr.  A.,  St.  Albans, 
Legacies    to   Charitable    Institutions,  Leave, 
1222 

Redesdale,  Lord 
Charity  Trusts  Regulation,  2R.   901;  Com* 

1141 
North  Wales  Railway,  86 
Public  Health,  Com.  233 
Roman  Catholic  Prelates,  Titles  to,  Correspon<« 

dence  moved  for.  1210 
Standing  Orders,  Res.  2,  3 

Regenfs  Quadrant  Colonnade  Bill, 
c,  IR.*  510;   2R.*  757;  Rep.»   877;  3R.» 

1041 
I.  1R.»  1015;  2R.»  1098;  Rep,»  1125;  8R.» 

1159 
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Remedies  agaimt  the  Ettndred  Bill^ 

c.  2R.  1095 

Meneivahle  Leaseliold  Conversion  (Ireland) 
BiU, 
e,  1R.»  469  J  2R .•  68S 

Bepeal  of  the  Union  (Ireland), 
c.  Adj.  Debate,  141,   145,  878;    Motion  ad- 
joumed,  889 

Beproductive  Loan  Fund  Institution  (Ire- 
land)  Bill, 
e,  2R.»  885 ;  Rep .•  574,  924 ;  3R.*  1041 
/.  IR.*  1015 

Retnolds,  Mr,  J.,  Dvhlin  City, 

Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  Leave, 

737 
Ireland,  Remedial  Measures  for,  1010,  1012 
Repeal  of  the  Union,  141,  143, 145,  878 
Rum  Duties,  Comm.  544 
Trials  for  Sedition  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for, 

693 

RiCARDO,  Mr.  i.  L.,  Stohe-upon-Trent 
Business  of  the  Session,  523 

Bice,  Mr.  B.  B.,  Dovor^ 
Parliament  (Ireland),  886 
Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2),  2R.  902 

BiCHMO!!!),  Duke  of 
Foreign  Sheep,  Returns  moved  for,  568 
Juvenile  Offenders,  Petition,  82 
Marines,  Rojal — Grood  Conduct  Warrants,  1 
Public  Health,  Com.  234 

Biver  Steamboats, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  C.  Lushington),  811 

BoBiNsoN,  Mr.  6.  B.,  Poole, 
Sugar  Duties,  Comm.  Res.  36 

Boman  Catholic  Prelates,  Titles  of, 
I,  Correspondence  moved  for  (Lord  Redesdale), 
1210 

Boman  Catholic  Belief  Bill, 

c.  Com.   579;   Amend.   (Hon.    C.   Law),  ib,; 
[o.  q,  A.  40,  N.  86,  M.  46]  580 

BoHiLLT,  Sir  J.  see  Souoitor  General, 
The 

Bum  Duties, 
c.  Conmi.  534  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  W.  Fagan),  541, 
[A.  75,  N.  168,  M.  93]  568 ;  Amend.  (Mr. 
Monsell),  [r.  p.  A.  48,  N.  127,  M.  79]  560  ; 
Amend.  (Colonel  Dunne),  [A.  48,  N.  125,  M. 
77]  561 ;  [o.  q,  A.  116,  N.'37,  M.  79]  ib. 

Sum,  itc.  Duties  Bill, 
c,  IR.*  696 ;   2R.*  757 ;   Rep.»  924 ;   3R.» 

1041 
1. 1R.»  II     I ;  2R.  1163  ;  Rep.*  1193 

t  Hon.  Lord  J.,  London 

15 

Session,  512,  530 

f.  Address  moved,  1084 


RiissiLL,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  J.,— ^cm^fMi^ 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  Leave,  470 ; 

2R.  604,  606  ;  Com.  1154 
Derby,  Borough  o(  New  Writ   moved    for. 

Amend.  242 
Emigration,  1172 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  Leave, 

696 
Hudson's  Bay  Company — Vancouver's  Island, 

511 
Ireland,  Remedial  Measures  for,  937,  1009 
Juries  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  762 
Leioester,  Borough  of.  New  Writ  moved  ibr, 

155 
Navy  Estimates,  1302,  1310 
Ordnance  Estimales,  1067 
Parliament  (Irehuid),  887 
Parliamentary  Proceedings  Adjournment,  2R. 

135 
PubUo  Works  (IreUmd),  2R.  498 
Railway  Commission,  Leave,  124 
Sugar  Duties,  Comm.  Res.  300,  334,  357,  370, 

376 
Sugar  Duties  (No.  2),  Comm.  1062, 1063 
Urquhart  Correspondence,  The,  Amend.  1119 

BuTHERFiTRD,  Bight  HoD.  A.»  See  Advo- 
cate, The  Lord 

Sadlieb,  Mr.  J.,  Carlow 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  Leave, 

721 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Com.  386  ;  Rep. 

588 
Rum  Duties,  Comm.  560 

St.  Germans,  Earl  of 
Railroad  and  Steam  Packet  Companies,  785 

Sate  of  Beer  Begulation  Sill, 
I,  3R.*  380 
c.  1R.»    469;    2R.»  574;    Rep.»  877;   3R. 

1096 1  Amend.  (Hon.  C.  Berkeley),  [o.  a,  A. 

59,  N.  24,  M.  35]  ib. ;  Amend.  [Right  Hon. 

T.M.  Gibson),  [o.  g.  A.  58,  N.  25.  M.  33]  1097 ; 

el.  4,  Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  [o,  q.  A.  34,  N. 

44,  M.  10]  ib. ;  Bill  passed,  1098 

Salmon  Breed  Preservation  Billf 
e.  IR.*  510  ;  2R.»  642  ;  8R.*  924 
/.  IR.*  1015;  2R.»  1125;  Rep.»  1159;  3R.* 
1193 


Sandars,  Mr.  G.,  Wakefield 
Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No.  2),  Com.  ch  1, 
1146 

Sasines,  Begister  of  (Scotland)  Bill, 
c.  1R.*1113;  2R.*1163 

Schlestoig-ffolstein, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Disraeli),  808 

Scotland, 
Birilis,  Registering  of,  see  Birihs  Registering 

of  (Scotland),  Bill 
Edinburgh  Police ,  see  Edinburgh  Police  Amend' 

ment,  ^c,  Bill 
Entail,  Law  of,  see  EntoBil,  Law  of,  Amendment 

(Scotland)  BiU 
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Free  Church,  L  PetitionM  (Blwqiiess  of  Breadal- 

bane),  305 
Oame  JyerHfieaiei  for  EtUmg  Bares,  see  Game 

Certi/Uatei  for  KSUing  JSare$   {SeoOomd) 

BiU 
Jutticicary,  Covert  of^*wt»  J^utHdaan,  Court  trf 

{SeoOand)  BiU  ' 

Marriagei,  see  Marriages  (SeMmchBill 
Satinet,  Register  of,  see  Sasines,  Register  of 

(Scotland)  BiU 
Sites  for  Plaoes  of  Worship,  see  SiUs  for 

Places  of  Worship  (ScoOand)  BiU 

Scott,  Hon.  F.,  Berwickshire 
Births  and  Manriages  Registration  (Scotland), 
2R.  1170 

ScROPB,  Mr.  G.  P.,  Stroud 
Farmers'  Estates  Society  (Ireland),  Com.  el, 

13,  Amend.  1041 
Ireland,  Remedial  Measures  for,  985 
Waste  Lands  (Ireland),  Com.  891 

Scully,  Mr.  F.,  Tipperary 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland),  Leaye, 

742 

Session,  Business  of  the, 
c.  Observations  (Lord  J.  Russell),  512 

Sewers,  Metropolitan  Commission  of,  Con- 
solidation  Bitl, 
c.  Leave,  614  ;  House  counted  out,  615  ;  IR.* 
696;  2R.«1143 

Setmer,  Mr.  H.  K.,  JDorsetsliire 
Leicester,  Borough  o(  New  Writ  moved  ior, 
155 

Sheep,  dsc,.  Contagious  Disorders  Pre- 
mention  BiU, 
€.  1R.»  1143 

Sheep,  Foreign, 
I,  Returns  moved  for  (Duke  of  Richmond),  563 

Sheep,  Ac,  Importation  of.  Prohibition^ 
Bill, 
e,  IR.*  1143 

SiBTHORP,  Colonel  C.  D,  W.,  Lincoln 
Ballot,  The,  1244 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  2R.  Amend. 
605 ;  Com.  Amend.  916 

Sicily,  Alleged  Interference  in  the  Affairs 

of 
I.  Question  (Lord  Brougham),  1126  ;   Address 
moved  (Lord  Stanley),  1193  ;  Motion  with- 
drawn, 1208 ;— see  Italy 


Sidney,  Mr.  Alderman,  Stafford 
Derby,  Borough  of,  New  Writ  moved  for,  241 
Poor  Law  Union  Charges  (No,  2),  Com.  el,  1, 
1148;  Rep.*  1214 


Sites  for  Places  of  Worskm  {SeoUemdi 
Bill, 
c.  Com.  137 ;  el.  1,  138 ;  Amend.  (Hon.  J. 
Elliot),  ib„  [o.  q,  A.  58,  N.  55,  11  8]  139 ; 
add,  el  (Hon.  J.  Elliot),  140,  [A.  46,  N.  58, 
M.  12]  t6.;  Rep.*  481;  8R.  610  ;  Anead. 
(Sir  J.  Graham),  [o.  q,  A.  59,  N.  98,  k.  39] 
613 

Slanet,  Mr.  R.  A.,  Shrewsbury 
Business  of  the  Session,  529 
Sunday  Trading,  Com.  452 

Small  DehU  {City  of  London)  BiU, 
c,  IR.*  902;  2R.»  1041 ;  Rep.»  1113;  3R.» 
1270 

Smith,  Right  Hon.  R.  V.,  Norikasnp^on 
Business  of  the  Session,  520 
Poor  Law  Union  Chains  (No.  2),  2R.  919; 

Com.  el,  1,  1150 
Railway  Commission,  Leave,  123 
Sugar  Dutieft,  Conun.  Res.,  14 

Smith,  Mr.,  J.  B.,  Stirling 
National  Representation,  202 

Smoke  Prohibition  Bill, 
c.  1R.»902 

Solicitor  General,  The  (Sir  J.  Romi%), 
Devonport 
Corrupt  Practices  at   Elections,  Com.  916, 

1156, 1157 
Incumhered  Estates  (Irebuid),  Com.  93 ;  d.  9, 
473,  477 ;  el  34, 478 ;  Rep.  586 

SoMERviLLE,  Sir  W.  M.,  Drogheda 

IreUmd,  Remedial  Measures  for,  1005 
Taxing  Master — Chancery  (Ireland),  449 

Spain, 
\  Question  (Marquess  of  Londonderry),  504 

Speaker,  The  (Right  Hon.  C.  S.  Lefeyre), 
Hampshire,  N, 
O'Brien,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Arrest  of,  1214 
Trials  for  Sedition  (Ireland),  Conun.  moved 
for,  690 
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